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Dear readers!

The next issue of the analytical bulletin “IISEPS News” offers to your attention materials reflecting the most interesting results of institute’s studies in the second quarter of 2005. We think the most significant event is that closure of the IISEPS under the decision of the Belarus Supreme Court taken on April 25, 2005 hasn’t stopped its activity. The Institute has been registered in Lithuania (under the same name and mission) and continues its work in Belarus.

In his annual address to the people and the parliament, President A. Lukashenko underlined that the current power is stable as it is, first of all, led by people’s interests. However, as the results of opinion polls among the elite (conducted in April) and the electorate (conducted in May at the assistance of the Slovak Fund Pontis) show, the voters proper don’t give high estimates of the work of the authorities. The president is the only one who received positive estimate of the electorate while the Parliament, government and local authorities didn’t get even a “three” mark by a standard five marks scale (in the opinion of the elite, none of them deserve even this mark). Socio-economic development of the country, if estimated by public opinion rather than sampling indices of the state-build statistics, doesn’t correspond to the widely propagated “Belarusian model.” Thus, many of our fellow citizens tried to run a business in this country over lately and only every fifth of them succeeded. All the rest either have more problems than profit or have already closed their businesses.

Stability in the socio-political field is also very relative. President’s position is fairly firm among the electorate (for the past six months his rating decreased from 47.7% in November to 41.7% in May) while it is not among the elite. First, the elite gave A. Lukashenko the highest negative rating. Second, unlike the electorate it could clearly define its favorites (V. Parfenovich and A. Kozulin). Approximately 40% of all respondents don’t agree that the course which Belarus goes is right and shouldn’t change. In fact, life perception of those who agree and those who disagree with the current course is almost diametrically opposite: the first are pretty confident and optimistic about the future while the second say that little depends on them and they are pessimistic about the future. What influences most strongly the estimate of the Belarusians is their perception of lawfulness: those who think that their rights are observed support the president and those who feel deprived of their rights don’t support the president. Over 40% of respondents don’t believe that the next presidential election will be free and fair. Obviously, the less people believe in this, the less they support the current course and the more they support public protests against the authorities. This points out to presence of the protest potential in the country, even though it is currently latent (for example, almost every fifth respondent is basically ready to uphold his/her interests through activity in a political party but only slightly over 1% of them are party members de facto).

As the analysis shows, the protest potential sharply increases when people think that they cannot influence decisions of the governmental bodies. Impossibility to influence decisions of the governmental bodies progressively turns a source of larger concern for the Belarusians and affects in the negative their life perception. Hence, the authorities personally urge people to protesting. Already today, almost a quarter of respondents expects improvement of the situation if someone else but A. Lukashenko wins the next presidential election, one third of respondents doesn’t expect any substantial changes and an overwhelming minority expects deterioration of the situation. This means that the president is not anymore able to pin hopes of the Belarusians for better future on his rule.

 Attention of the West towards the situation in Belarus is getting still closer over lately and the tone of statements delivered by Western leaders is getting still tougher. Both the Belarusian elite and common voters interpret such statements as well as forecasts on our democratic future in the light of their personal standpoints and their attitude to the current course of the Belarusian government. Efficiency of anti-Western propaganda has been gradually decreasing. At present, almost a half of the Belarusians think that Belarus should become an EU member. At the same time, willingness of some socio-political forces to make a leap into the day after tomorrow doesn’t correspond to the real state of minds: most Belarusians prefer to have good relations with both Russia and the West than with one of them separately.

As usual, we give our readers an opportunity to make independent analysis based on the results of our researches which are presented in the form of trends of change in the Belarusian public opinion as well as the most topical issues in the light of basic socio-demographic characteristics.

This time our traditional “Open Forum” has been given to a presidential contender for the democratic coalition A. Milinkevich, a well-known politician and a public figure. He is a favorite of regional conferences held within the framework of preparation to the autumn Congress of democratic forces. He is not just a highly skilled expert but an active participant of these processes, and he offers his analysis of the problems and prospects of the democratic forces, including nomination of a sole candidate for the next presidential election.

On our “Bookshelf”, political scientist V. Rovdo presents a new book by P. Severinets “Belarusian Idea” in which the young politician shares his thoughts and experience about both the historical roots of Belarus and the road which Belarus goes.

All comments and requests are mostly welcome! 

IISEPS Board

STRENGTHENING PRO-“WIDE EUROPE” ATTITUDES IN BELARUS
In March-April of 2005, the IISEPS conducted an opinion poll among public opinion leaders and experts (those interviewed are over 60 policymakers, mass media leaders, scientists and businessmen almost equally representing private and public sectors). 

A new nationwide public opinion poll was conducted in May 2005  (those face-to-face interviewed – 1510 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error does not exceed 0.03) at the assistance of IISEPS and Pontis Foundation (Bratislava). 

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. “No answer” and “Find it difficult to answer” alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. 

APRIL – 2005
We want changes

In his recent annual address on the situation in the country, President A. Lukashenko underscored that the current power is very stablesince it is led, first of all, by people's interests. However, voters themselves don't estimate high the work of the authorities. Thus, they estimate in the positive the work of the president only while the Parliament, government  and the local authorities aren't given even a "three" (See Table 1).

Table1.

Estimates of activity of the Belarusian authorities, given on a five-point scale (1 point – "poor", 

5 points – "excellent", point averages are given in the table)

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll*
Polling among leaders and experts



All 
respondents 
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

President 
3.43
2.02
2.44
1.59

Government 
2.97
2.23
2.63
1.79

Parliament 
2.87
1.24
1.14
1.32

Local authorities
2.70
2.54
2.92
2.13

Point average
2.99
2.01
2.28
1.71

* Here and below are given the results of the nation opinion poll conducted by the IISEPS in March of 2005 (those interviewed  are 1516, margin of error does not exceed 0.03)

Public opinion leaders and experts, especially those representing the private sector, are even more negative about activity of the authorities. In their opinion, none of them can be given even a satisfactory mark. Unlike common citizens, experts put the local authorities which got the poorest result during the nation opinion poll at first place and the Parliament didn't get even a "two" mark.

How should we explain such a paradox? It is well known that all heads in the so-called "vertical of power" including chairmen of regional executive committees are appointed by the president proper. In other words, high estimate of their work given by experts points out to success of A. Lukashenko's personnel policy. What's more, by its nature this 'vertical' cannot go beyond the general line and carry a policy different from the one implemented by the president. 

Perhaps, we might explain such difference of experts' and common citizens' estimates of president's and vertical's efficiency in the following way. Although very negative about A. Lukashenko's political course, experts pay tribute to those who try to minimize negative consequences of the presidential course in their everyday and highly skilled work in the regions. It is no secret that there are plenty of well-trained and advanced employees in the vertical of power. In their turn, common voters who in most cases face exactly local authorities are dissatisfied with their work due to numerous problems when addressing everyday issues (like accommodation, transportation, medicine, etc). In this sense, hundreds of thousands of citizens are led by the "the king is good and the lords are bad" rule.

Difference of opinion between the elite and the population is especially obvious in their answers to the question on importance of either preservation or change of the current status quo in the country. (See Table 2).

The opinions of common citizens split almost equally while the experts (both from the public and private sector) are unusually unanimous in aversion of the country's current state. Such an attitude of the private sector seems absolutely natural since representatives of "other Belarus" are currently barred from governance, their interests are deprived and the official propaganda presents them as "nationalists", "dumb", etc. Unanimity of public sector employees is certainly surprising. Apparently, drawbacks of the Belarusian socio-economic model have turned so essential for them that provoke such response.

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question "What is more important for you: preservation or changing of the current state in the country?", %

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Polling among leaders and experts



All 

respondents 
Public sector 

employees
Private sector employees

Preservation of the current state is more important
51.1
3
7
–

Changing of the current state is more important
48.2
93
90
97

How strong is the union of state and non-state elites both claiming necessity of changes in the country? What they think should be changed in the first place and who will carry these changes? The analysis shows no previous unanimity in the answers to these questions. (See Tables 3 and 4).

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question " If changing current situation is more important for you, 

then what should be changed in the first place?", % (open question)

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Political system
50
27
83

Reforming of economics
22
27
17

Other 
8
10
7

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question " In your opinion, who should undertake these changes?", % 

(open question)

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

People 
25
7
43

Opposition
20
10
30

Power
20
26
13

In their majority, representatives of the private sector seek to change the political system while public sector employees point out to equal necessity of political and economic reforms. Even greater is the discrepancy when it comes to the choice of those who would carry changes in the country. Private sector employees stake on the people and the opposition while public sector employees stake on the power to which they earlier gave low estimates.

What does all this reveal? Once again, we should like to underline that the Belarusian elite has reached consensus as regards the necessity of changes in the country. However, there's no consensus when it comes to the nature of such changes and the political agents that would carry these changes.

Elite is ready to vote for alternative candidates

In the course of recent opinion poll, we have found out that chances of the current head of state at the next presidential election are fairly high among all voters. To remind, almost 46.4% of respondents say they are ready to support him at the next election if it takes place tomorrow; he runs by far ahead of any opposition candidate in the hypothetical second round; he enjoys the lowest negative rating the highest positive rating and over 70% of voters believe that he will win the coming presidential election. In addition, attitude of common citizens to A. Lukashenko's opponents is very restrained. In this regards, the elite is different from common voters. (See Table 5).

First, the elite rated A. Lukashenko the lowest. Second, leaders and experts singled out V. Parfenovich and A. Kozulin as their favorites. Third, these favorites as well as going after them A. Voitovich and V. Kolas don't belong to the so-called traditional or party-based opposition. Its leaders A. Lebedko, S. Kalyakin and N. Statkevich yielded to the four mentioned above and, first of all, due to low rating among public sector employees who put A. Kozulin, former head of Belarus state University, at first place (he received the lowest negative rating).

A. Kozulin as well heads the list of those who, in the opinion of elite, can compete successfully with A. Lukashenko at the next presidential election. (See Table 6).

By the way, these are private sector employees who estimate his chances as the greatest and who acknowledge his potential, although they are not going to vote for him. Thus, suggestions that A. Kozulin takes a firm stand among the elite are truly more than just suggestions. Yet, the elite – just like the voters –estimates the chances of all candidates except for the president as low. (See Table 7).

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question "For whom of the following potential presidential candidates would you vote and for whom you wouldn’t vote for sure?", %

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees


For
Against
DA/NA
For
Against
DA/NA
For
Against
DA/NA

V. Parfenovich
53
15
32
63
13
24
43
17
40

А. Kozulin
50
13
37
67
7
26
33
20
47

А. Voitovich
45
20
35
47
13
40
43
27
30

V. Kolos
43
15
42
50
7
43
37
23
40

А. Lebedko
37
20
43
23
23
54
50
17
33

А. Milinkevich
28
18
54
17
17
66
40
20
40

N. Masherova
27
32
41
30
23
47
23
40
37

V. Leonov
22
27
51
20
23
57
23
30
47

V. Frolov
18
28
54
7
30
63
30
27
43

S. Kalyakin
17
45
38
10
47
43
23
43
34

P. Kravchenko
17
40
43
23
30
47
10
50
40

А. Yaroshuk
15
22
63
10
17
73
20
27
53

А. Klimov
13
42
45
10
40
50
17
43
40

Z. Poznyak
13
55
32
10
63
27
17
47
36

N. Statkevich
5
38
57
7
27
66
3
50
47

S. Gaidukevich
2
80
18
3
73
24
–
87
13

А. Lukashenko
2
88
10
3
87
10
–
90
10

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, who of the following politicians can 

compete successfully with A. Lukashenko at the next presidential election?", % 

(open question, more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

А. Kozulin
37
33
40

V. Parfenovich
22
27
17

N. Masherova
17
13
20

А. Voitovich
12
7
17

А. Lebedko
10
–
20

V. Leonov
10
7
13

А. Milinkevich
8
–
17

S. Kalyakin
5
–
10

А. Klimov
5
3
7

V. Frolov
5
–
10

V. Kolos
2
3
–

М. Marinich
2
3
–

Z. Poznyak
2
–
3

А. Yaroshuk
2
–
3

No one
27
43
10

Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, who will win the presidential election of 2006?", % (open question)

Variant of answer
All

respondents
Public sector 

employees
Private sector 

employees

А. Lukashenko
53
63
43

А. Kozulin 
5
3
7

А. Lebedko 
3
–
7

Other candidate (5 names, each under 2%)
8
7
10

Other
8
3
13

It is hard to say if these estimates are mostly based on understanding of real possibilities of the authorities and their opponents or on strong pessimism following negative experience of previous campaigns. In the eyes of the elite, the situation looks as follows: "We don't want and we will not vote for A. Lukashenko; we have our own candidates for presidency and some of them we think can rival with the current head of state but the latter will win anyway."

Such disbelief in their potential is, first of all, based on awareness of people's support of A. Lukashenko which they haven't reached; second, it is based on awareness that the presidential election won’t be free or fair. To change the situation, leaders and experts recommend that the opposition improves its propaganda work with the electorate and solves the problem of its unity. (See Table 8).

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question "What should the opposition do to win greater support of the population?", % (open question, more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Improve its work with population 
33
23
43

Increase propaganda
20
–
40

Reach unity within opposition camp
15
–
30

Carry more activities
15
3
27

Other
13
10
17

These propositions are not new and not genuine but their implementation remains acute and topical. Sufficiency of more active propaganda of democracy and free economics as well as consolidation of the opposition for the sake of victory in the next year seems already a rhetorical issue. It is entirely possible that it will stand in 2006 if the events in the opposition camp will develop like they did at the latest presidential and parliamentary elections. What encourages is elite's unanimous aversion of A. Lukashenko's presidency for a life-term. (See Table 9).

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question "What is your attitude to A. Lukashenko's life-term presidency?", %

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Polling among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector 

employees
Private sector employees

Totally negative
27.8
95
93
97

Rather negative
24.4
2
3
–

Indifferent
13.1
–
–
–

Rather positive
21.8
–
–
–

Totally positive
12.3
2
4
–

To sum up all said above, let's once again outline the key points. The major problem of the elite as well as the society lies in the field of psychology: both experts and electorate assume that A. Lukashenko will win the presidential election. However, unlike many voters, the elite wants to see the candidates it knows and is ready to support in the presidential seat rather than the current head of state. In the opinion of most leaders and experts, this is A. Kozulin who can rival A. Lukashenko at the presidential election but A. Lukashenko's chances are much greater, though. As regards the support of the society, experts recommend that the opposition should carry more active work among voters and finally solve the longstanding problem of its unity. Yet, will this be enough for victory?

Shown-up unanimity

Visa restrictions introduced by the European Union after the last year parliamentary election and referendum were applied to a few top officials who, as they decided in Brussels, were involved in law violation during the election. Apparently, this is the reason why under a half of Belarusian citizens didn't hear anything about the visa ban. Awareness of opinion leaders and experts on this issue was almost 100%. (See Table 10).

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question "Have you heard about the visa ban which the EU introduced for a few top Belarusian officials?", %

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Polling among leaders and experts



All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Yes
39.6
98
100
97

No
59.8
–
–
–

This is easy to explain. Thousands of common citizens take no interest in the problems of zealous officials. In fact, right after the election there appeared information that sanctions may be applied to a much greater circle, for example, members of divisional election committees. The elite certainly knew about this as well as it knew the reasons why "those involved" in organization of election and referendum were banned entrance in the united Europe. (See Table 11).

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you know why the EU introduced visa ban 

for these Belarusian officials?", %

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Polling among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Yes
68.5
98
100
97

No
22.4
–
–
–

Apart from the problem of visa ban, the West has been taking closer interest in the situation in Belarus over lately. What's more, statements of Western leaders turn progressively tougher. Fairly illustrative in this regards is recent statement of US Secretary of State C. Rice who called Belarus "the last dictatorship" in the centre of Europe and said that it was time to change the situation. We will talk later about the attitude of the authorities, opposition and electorate to C. Rice's statements. Right now, the attitude of the Belarusian elite to the similar in its content recent resolution of the European Parliament in which President A. Lukashenko was called a dictator is already known: overwhelming majority of the polled leaders and experts agreed with such wording. (See Table 12).

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question "In its recent resolution, the European Parliament called the current 

regime in Belarus the dictatorship and the President – a dictator. Do you agree with this?", %

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Agree
90
87
93

Disagree
7
13
–

A month before C. Rice's statement, her direct chief US President G. Bush said in Bratislava, Slovakia, "one day the citizens of Belarus will be proud to live in a democratic country." Those words provoked mixed response in Belarus. The official authorities burst another portion of angry criticism on the official Washington while common voters as well as leaders and experts took G. Bush's statement in the positive yet to a different extent. (See Table 13).

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question "What is your attitude to the statement of US President G. Bush which he made in Bratislava before his meeting with V. Putin on that "one day the citizens of Belarus will be proud to live in a democratic country"?, %

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Polling among leaders and experts



All

respondents
Public sector 

employees
Private sector employees

Positive
35.1
65
50
80

Indifferent
40.8
32
50
13

Negative
23.1
–
–
–

Clearly, the Belarusians want to live in a democratic country and be proud of this but each of them puts his/her own sense into the word "democracy". Quite possibly, that quarter of the Belarusians who took Bush's statement in the negative consider that the current regime is fairly democratic, are proud of its achievements and don't wish any other regime. Also, that half of public sector employees who claimed their indifference to Bush's words may dream of country's democratic prosperity different from the current but they don't believe that "a fair day" will come in the near future. Obviously, positive response of private sector employees is natural as they have no prospects under the current regime and therefore they pin their hopes on possible changes in the top echelons of power. Hence, they welcome increasing activity of the West in this direction.

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question "The European Parliament has been considering the Draft EU Program of Democracy Promotion in Belarus. In particular, the Draft provides for increase of pressure over official authorities and rendering assistance to the civic society. If the program passes, how will this influence the situation in Belarus?", %

Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Polling among leaders and experts



All 
respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Will not influence at all
45.8
50
70
30

Positively
31.4
47
27
67

Negatively
21.5
2
3
–

In its turn, Draft EU Program of Democracy Promotion in Belarus shows to that the West has given up appeals and declarations on Belarus and has turned to active actions. This Program, providing for increase of pressure over official authorities and rendering assistance to the civic society, has already been submitted for consideration to EU Commissioner for External Relations B.Ferrero-Waldner. How can it influence the situation in the country? Nearly a half of voters think it will in no way influence the country. At the same time, about one third of the Belarusians expects positive changes following program implementation. (See Table 14).

As regards the elite, it once again demonstrates difference of opinion: prevailing skepticism among public sector employees and optimism – among private sector employees.

In conclusion, we should like to note that both common voters and the Belarusian elite interpret Western estimates of the Belarusian reality as well as bold forecasts of our democratic future aired in Brussels and Washington in the light of their personal standpoints and their attitude to the country's political course. Therefore, experts' estimates, especially those pertaining to democratic changes in the country, greatly depend on their belonging to the public or the private sector.
MAY – 2005

Enduring echo of referendum

It has been eight months after the referendum of October 17, 2004 which resulted in Constitution amendment in Belarus. The Belarusian authorities take it now for a historical event serving foundation for Belarusian policy development and implementation, the most important stage of which will become the forthcoming presidential election. They neglect the opinion of the international community, which disagree with the officials results of the referendum, and represent President A. Lukashenko’s participation in this election as legitimate and undisputed. Has the referendum become just a historical event for the Belarusians, or it still stirs their minds? The answer is crucial for the country’s future. Thus, if A. Lukashenko’s participation in the new election is legitimate in the opinion of most voters, his election to the third term will also become legitimate. (In fact, most voters and experts have no doubts in his victory.) Here is what the Belarusians think today about the last-year referendum and election. (See Table 1).

Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question "Some influential international organizations and governments of some foreign states say that the official results of the referendum and the election to the House of Representatives held on October 17, 2004 do not correspond to the real voting results. Do you agree with this?"

Variant of answer
%

Yes
38.0

No
38.0

Obviously, the number of those who think that the official results of the October’2004 referendum and parliamentary election are not true is the same as the number of those who believe that those results are true. To remind, in November (one month after the election and the referendum) 48.5% of respondents said the results were true while 35.2% of respondents said the election wasn’t free or fair. For the past six months, the number of the first went down and the number of the second went up. This means that people somehow learned about true results while some other decided to air their true opinion. Undoubtedly, this points out to that many Belarusians are dissatisfied with the situation in the country. If they were satisfied, the ratio of estimates would be opposite. This conclusion proves to be true in comparison of political attitudes of the voters groups which estimate differently referendum and election results. (See Table 2).

Table 2

Political attitudes depending on consent with the criticism given by international organizations to the October referendum and election results, %

Political attitudes
Estimate of attitude to referendum 


Yes
No

Consent with A. Lukashenko’s statement on that  Belarus has chosen the  right course which shall not change

Definitely yes
3.6
43.6

Rather yes
13.3
41.0

Rather not
40.1
7.4

Definitely not
34.5
1.8

Estimate of common citizens’ ability to influence decisions of governmental bodies

1 (cannot influence)
45.4
25.7

2
20.4
19.0

3
21.6
28.8

4
8.8
14.0

5 (can influence)
3.2
12.1

Estimate of the next presidential election as free and fair

Definitely yes
4.0
53.0

Rather yes
9.7
34.8

Rather not
41.8
8.1

Definitely not
39.1
0.8

Attitude to public protests against actions of the authorities

Definitely support
31.9
2.1

Rather yes
39.8
13.0

Rather not
16.6
37.1

Definitely don’t support
5.1
42.8

At the next presidential election I would vote:

For A. Lukashenko
9.1
75.1

Thus, their political attitudes are almost diametrically opposite: those who don’t believe the official results are very critical about the authorities and their course while those who believe the authorities are, on the contrary, very positive about the current course and its chief inspirer. Hence, criticism of the election and referendum official results strengthens critical attitude to the current situation in the country. On the contrary, critical attitude to the situation in the country strengthens critical attitude to the official results of referendum and election.

Many figures (both within the authorities and the opposition) claim that the political culture of the Belarusians is very inert; that most citizens live and give estimates out of habit, based on their generations-built concepts; that those dissatisfied with the current state and looking for changes think that they are the minority; that the situation will not change while the authorities hold control over the leading mass media. Is this true?

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you discuss socio-political issues with your friends, 

family or colleagues?"

Variant of answer
%

Constantly discuss
21.8

Discuss at times
45.8

Almost never discuss
32.3

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think the majority or the minority of Belarusians share your viewpoints?"

Variant of answer
%

I think the majority
67.5

I think the minority
9.9

As it goes from Tables 3 and 4, two thirds of the Belarusians do discuss social and political problems and two thirds  of them are certain that the majority shares their opinion. This means that almost total control of the authorities over the mass media doesn’t block up informal communication, and the information within their system embeds into the political culture of the Belarusians. This gives us grounds to suggest that the echo of referendum can hit the presidential election and question legitimacy of its results.

Awaiting new election

Although it is still long before the presidential election (under the Electoral Code, it will take place not earlier than in one year), all potential participants have been already preparing to it. All of the candidates, however confident they are in their advantage, appeal to the electorate yet. Now, what are expectations of the electorate?

As Tables 5 and 6 show, for the past six months president’s rating dropped down by 6% (it was 47.7% in November) and for the past two months – by 5% (46.4% in March) but it is still very high and leaves ratings of all other candidates far behind. Thus, statements of the authorities (on that “the situation is stable as never before”) as well as of the opposition (saying that “dissatisfaction with the regime is going up rapidly”) are still far from reality. People live their usual lives. At the same time, the number of voters expecting that their votes will play the key role at the next presidential election is slightly higher that those who stand to the opposite viewpoint: 49.1% vs. 40.5%. In fact, a month before the election of 2001 such ratio made up 58% vs. 37.9%, and it obviously reveals the electoral skepticism now.

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, who would you vote for?" (open question)

Variant of answer
%

А. Lukashenko
41.7

А. Lebedko
2.0

V. Frolov
2.0

N. Statkevich
1.6

А. Kozulin
0.9

S. Kalyakin
0.8

А. Milinkevich
0.8

А. Voitovich
0.5

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, will the next presidential election be free and fair?"

Variant of answer
%

Definitely yes
25.9

Most likely, yes
23.2

Most likely, not
23.9

Definitely not
16.6

What do those skeptics hope for? In their opinion, what should be done to ensure free and fair election? To a certain extent, this is revealed in Table 7.

Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question "If you don’t trust that this election will be free and fair, then what should be done to ensure its freedom and fairness?"

Variant of answer
%

Organize independent observation over voting produre
36.8

Organize parallel count of votes (e.g., conduct exit-poll)
24.5

In case of mass disorders, carry national strike
6.8

In case of mass disorders, carry protest marches
6.0

Independent observation of the voting and independent count of votes, exit-polls included, are, in the opinion of many respondents, more efficient measures to ensure free and fair election than actions of protest. Although those standing for changes should be ready to any developments, we think they should primarily get ready to, first, obtaining true voting results which most voters would accept and, second, publicizing those results rather than launching hypothetical mass protests. 

Regarding mass protest, these are the authorities neglecting the will of its citizens who may provoke them and not the opponents of the current regime. (See Table 8).

Table 8

Political attitudes  depending on the estimate of the next presidential election as free and fair, % *

Political attitudes
Estimate of the next presidential election


Definitely yes
Rather yes
Rather not
Definitely not

Agree with A. Lukashenko’s statement on that Belarus has chosen the right course and it won’t change

Definitely yes
58.0
18.3
1.4
1.6

Rather yes
29.3
49.7
18.7
3.0

Rather not
3.8
16.2
49.5
31.6

Definitely not
1.6
1.8
16.0
58.8

Attitude to public protests against actions of the authorities

Definitely support
2.6
4.5
15.8
51.0

Rather yes
7.3
19.0
45.3
32.3

Rather not
28.2
47.6
25.3
7.9

Definitely don’t support
53.6
19.0
5.5
1.8

* Table is read down

It is obvious that the less people believe in free and fair presidential election, the less they support   A. Lukashenko’s course and the more they are ready to join public protest against the actions of the authorities.

Who urges people to protesting?

The ghost of “color revolutions” has been haunting both the authorities and many opposition leaders over lately. The only difference is that the first are scared of it and the second call on it. All color revolutions from Yugoslavia to Lebanon took place through mass protest actions against the authorities. The authorities along with the president keep saying that “no color revolution is possible in Belarus.” Their basic argument is as follows: “only some several hundred fools take part in the actions of protest over lately while most of the Belarusians are satisfied with their living.” The opposition says that those dissatisfied are the majority but they are bound with fear. From the sociological viewpoint, the number of those who supports those participating in the protest actions is more important than the actual number of participants. (See Table 9).

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question "What is your attitude to the people who publicly protest against actions of the authorities?"

Variant of answer
%

Definitely support them
14.9

Rather support them
24.3

Rather don’t support them
28.0

Definitely don’t support them
21.1

About 50% of respondents take in the negative participants of those actions and almost 40% - in the positive. This points out to presence of a great protest potential within the society. In fact, latent support doesn’t mean that those people are ready to go into the streets “under certain circumstances”. In which forms do Belarusians uphold their interests nowadays?

Table 10 shows that most Belarusians still prefer the traditional forms which have nothing in common with protest actions. Many still trust the authorities, even though the latter are getting more and more bureaucratic and abandon people’s needs. Actually, the president personally acknowledged this in his autumn speech on the struggle against red-tape addressed to the newly elected deputies of the Parliament. What has changed from that time, except for the compulsory introduction of “complaint books” which are getting dusty at the desks in numerous stalls and offices?

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question "There are different forms how people can uphold their 

interests. If you have to uphold your interests, how would you do this?", %

Forms of socio-political activity
Yes
Not

Voting at elections and referenda
85.7
9.3

Addressing the authorities to solve the problem
46.6
43.7

Signing public petition or address
46.1
43.4

Joining the activity of a nongovernmental organization which airs the interests of the people like me
27.2
60.6

Speak up in the mass media
25.0
64.8

Join the activity of a political party which  airs the interests of the people like me 
19.0
67.3

Taking part in the protest march
18.1
69.9

Participating in election as a candidate’s authorized representative 
17.2
75.5

Taking part in a strike
15.4
72.4

Participating in election as a candidate 
12.5
80.2

It should be noted that almost every fifth respondent is ready to stand up his/her interests by joining the activity of a political party, although only slightly over 1% of the Belarusians are presently members of the political parties. (See Table 11).

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question "Are you a member of a party or a public organization?"

Variant of answer
%

No, I’m not 
82.5

I’m a party member 
1.1

I’m a public organization member
13.9

This serves a proof that the society has a vast potential for party activity. The common idea that “the Belarusians don’t need parties” doesn’t fit the reality. If they persuade people that they air their interests, which is party’s primary goal, then no defamation in the official propaganda will stop people from activity.

Yet, the major issue is who or what urges people to protesting? In the opinion of the authorities, these are “either provocation of crude opposition or Western political technologies.” Other claim that this may happen only when the standard of living in the country “will fall below knees.” Since this won’t happen in the near future, does this mean that “the ghost of color revolutions” will wander around Belarus for a long time yet?

Table 12

Readiness to stand up his/her interests in different forms depending on his/her estimate of the 

possibility to influence decisions of the governmental bodies, %

Readiness to stand up his/her interests in 

different forms
Estimate of common citizens’ possibility to influence 

decisions of the governmental bodies 


1 (cannot influence)
5 (can influence)

Sign up public petition or address

Yes 
48.5
43.8

Not
42.1
53.0

Join activity of a non-governmental organization

Yes 
31.6
23.3

Not
58.8
70.4

Participate in a protest march

Yes 
22.2
16.8

Not
65.9
78.8

Take part in a strike

Yes 
19.5
14.4

Not
69.2
81.3

Table 12 shows that the protest potential goes sharply up when people think that they cannot influence the decisions of governmental bodies. Hence, this is neither the opposition nor Western political technologies but rather the authorities that urge people to protesting.

Anticipating changes

At the background of changes taking place in the modern world, in particular in Europe and the countries of the former USSR, Belarus looks a country where time stopped, or at least slowed down considerably. Depending on the viewpoints, some call it “an isle of stability in the sea of conflicts” and the other – “black hole in the center of Europe.” The Belarusian authorities keep saying that “Belarus chose the right course which will not change.” For eleven years of A. Lukashenko’s governance the Belarusians had enough time to understand what course he is talking about and what future they are to expect. What do they think about it?

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question "In his recent address to the Parliament, A. Lukashenko said that we chose the right course in Belarus and it won’t change. Do you agree with him?"

Variant of answer
%

Definitely yes
21.3

Rather yes
27.1

Rather not
22.9

Definitely not
15.1

According to Table 13, the number of respondents who agree that Belarus goes the right course which should not change exceeds the number of their opponents by 10% only. Thus, their ratio makes 48% vs. 38%. What stands beyond these figures? In what is life perception of millions Belarusians with such opposite standpoints different?

The comparative analysis of data in Tables 14 and 15 reveals that life perception of those who agree with the current course and those who disagree is almost diametrically opposite: the first feel confident and optimistic about the future while the second think that little depends on them and are pessimistic about their future. Lawfulness perception of the Belarusians has by far stronger influence on the estimate of the current course: those who think that their rights are observed support the president’s course and those who feel deprived of civil rights – support him not. 

Table 14

Political attitudes depending on consent with A. Lukashenko’s statement that Belarus goes the right course which won’t be changed, %



Political attitudes
Consent with A. Lukashenko’s statement


Definitely yes
Definitely not

Estimate of common citizens’ possibility to influence decisions of the governmental bodies

1 (cannot influence)
20.1
57.8

2
17.9
18.8

3
25.9
13.9

4
18.0
5.4

5 (can influence)
17.7
3.7

Estimate of common citizens’ possibility to express their political viewpoints

1 (cannot express)
5.4
39.0

2
7.5
18.0

3
22.5
20.2

4
17.7
12.0

5 (can express)
45.9
10.3

Attitude to the future of Belarus

1 (pessimistic)
3.3
26.7

2
4.2
15.3

3
12.7
26.3

4
24.1
19.1

5 (optimistic)
55.3
12.2

* Table is read down

Table 15

Estimate of rights and freedoms depending on consent with A. Lukashenko’s statement that Belarus has chosen the right course which shall not change*, %

Estimate of rights and freedoms
Consent with A. Lukashenko’s statement


Definitely yes
Rather yes
Rather not
Definitely not

Is equality of people under the law observed in Belarus? 

Always 
55.0
27.3
6.9
2.2

Sometimes 
14.9
35.5
27.5
9.1

Never 
2.2
12.9
33.1
41.1

Is the freedom of opinion observed in Belarus? 

Always 
47.4
32.9
7.6
2.1

Sometimes 
14.5
32.9
28.6
10.0

Never 
2.3
11.7
34.6
42.6

* Table is read across

What are the main concerns of the Belarusians in a country without armed, ethnic, religious or social conflicts (which aggravate the living of millions people in many countries of the world, including neighboring ones), in a country with a stable, even though not high, standard of living? 

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question "Citizens of Belarus give different estimates of their current living – some are satisfied and others not. What is your opinion? Please, estimate the following statements on the five-point scale, where 1 is "fully agree with А" and 5 – "fully agree with В", %

А
Degree of consent
В

The people like me cannot influence the decisions taken by the governmental bodies in this country
   54.5     –       26.2    –      18.9
The people like me can influence the decisions taken by the governmental bodies in this country

The people like me cannot influence the way their lives go
   33.1     –      28.8     –      37.3
The people like me can fully influence the way their lives go

The people like me cannot express their political viewpoints
   32.4     –      30.3     –      36.7
The people like me can freely express their political viewpoints

The people like me fear to lose their job
   33.6     –      23.7     –      42.3
The people like me don’t fear to lose their job

The people like me are disappointed with their living
   25.4     –      32.1     –     41.3
The people like me are fully satisfied with their living

The people like me are pessimistic about the future of Belarus
   21.8     –      24.1     –      53.8 
The people like me are optimistic about the future of Belarus

It looks like (See Table 16) inability of common citizens to influence the decisions of governmental bodies worries most citizens and has a negative impact on their life perception. This means that the image of the Belarusians as the people whose life philosophy is confined to the ideas “may war not come” and “may we always have a drink and a meal” doesn’t correspond to real. Like all other nations, the Belarusians have their dignity and feel when it’s being infringed.

Judging by some statements and actions of the authorities, they are coming to understanding of this. However, instead of adjusting the course the president persuades the officials and the electorate that the achieved standard of living and the stability can be preserved only until he stays in power. Otherwise, the country will face many disasters and his collaborates – inevitable penalty (“they will impale you together with me!”). Indefinite future “without Lukashenko” so much stressed by the official propaganda is aimed at generating fear of this future and block up willingness of any changes. How do the Belarusians see their future? 

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question "Imagine that this is not A. Lukashenko but some other 

candidate who wins the next presidential election. In your opinion, what will change in this case?", %*

Changes
Improve 
Won’t change
Deteriorate

Belarus-EU relations 
38.5
20.5
10.3

Degree of democratization
30.0
28.7
12.7

State and prospects of the youth
29.0
27.1
15.5

Prospects of those who work  much and honestly
24.2
33.6
15.0

Human rights observance
23.2
33.9
14.2

Observance of the Constitution and the laws
21.6
34.8
13.4

Equality under the law
20.3
37.8
19.6

Living standard in your family
20.8
33.0
18.7

Belarus-Russia relations
21.2
29.2
22.2

Crime reduction
15.5
37.8
19.6

Alcoholic and drug abuse as well as other harmful habits
12.0
40.6
21.9

Average estimate
23.2
32.3
16.3

* Table is read across

Table 17 shows that almost a quarter of respondents expect improvement in the future (especially what concerns relations with Europe, democratization and prospects of the youth and active citizens), one third expects no considerable changes and an overwhelming minority expects deterioration of the situation in the future. This means the president will not be able to pin the hopes of the Belarusians for better future on his governance. Perhaps, it is still long before real changes but their anticipation already creeps into the souls of the Belarusians. 

"To love our sweet Belarus…"

I love my Homeland with a strange love. 

М. Lermontov

What is really needed for this? What is the attitude of the Belarusians to this country? We may find the answer in Table 18.

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question "Some people are proud to be citizens of Belarus and other are not. Are you proud to be a citizen of Belarus?"

Variant of answer
%

Definitely yes 
42.6

Rather yes
23.4

Rather not
15.1

Definitely not
5.2

DA/NA
13.7

Thus, every two citizens out of three are more or less proud of this country. Is this much or little? To compare this data with the other results, we should like to introduce the so-called “index of pride”. Weight 0 is given to those respondents who are definitely not proud of the Belarusian citizenship, 1 – to those who are rather not proud, 2 – rather proud, 3 – definitely proud. Excluding from the list those who gave no answer, we receive the following “index of pride”:

(0.052 х 0 + 0.151 х 1+0.234 х 2+0.426 х 3)/(1.0 – 0.137) = 2.19
It shall be interesting to compare this result with the results of a large-scale international survey World Values Survey conducted in 1995-1998. In particular, it studied the degree of citizens’ pride in their countries in 20 post-communist states. Attitude of ethnical minorities and dominant nationalities to the country of residence was considered separately. Some indices of pride obtained in that survey and calculated by the above given formula are listed in Table 19.

Table 19

"Indices of pride" (1995-1998)


Country (nationality)
"Index of pride"

Armenia (all population)
2.2

Belarus (Belarusians)
2.1

Belarus (Poles)  
2.0

Belarus (Ukrainians)
1.8

Belarus (Russians)
1.6

Bulgaria (Bulgarians)
2.4

Bulgaria (Turks)
2.0

Hungary (all population)
2.3

Georgia (Georgians)
2.5

Georgia (Russians)
2.3

Latvia (Letts)
2.4

Latvia (Russians)
1.2

Lithuania (Lithuanians)
1.8

Lithuania (Russians) 
1.6

Lithuania (Poles)
1.2

Poland (all population)
2.7

Russia (Russians)
2.0

Russia (Tatars)
1.8

Ukraine (Ukrainians)
2.1

Ukraine (Russians)
1.3

Yugoslavia (Serbs)
2.2

Yugoslavia (Montenegrins)
2.2

As it goes from Table 19, in early 90-ies the Belarusians were neither the first nor the last among post-communist nations, in what regards their national pride, and among the neighbors yielded only to the Poles. Also, this data shows that ethnic minorities in all countries are less proud of the country of residence than the dominant nationality. This is as well true in Belarus and the gap is more obvious here: it is greater than in Russia and Lithuania but less than in Latvia and Ukraine.

Comparison of the data on Belarus given in Table 19 with the results of May opinion poll shows that the “index of pride” among the Belarusians stays approximately at the same level.

If compared to the American index, at the Harris Poll in May of 2002 84% of Americans said they are proud to be citizens of the USA, 12% - rather proud, 2% - not very proud and less than 1% - are not proud to be Americans. Thus, “the index of pride” in the Harris Poll made up 2.8. This indicator changes with the lapse of time, yet both the Americans and the Poles have always differed with outstanding patriotism and pride in their homeland.

Last year Harris Survey conducted similar survey in Europe. Its results are given in Table 20.

Table 20

"Indices of pride" (2004)

Country
"Index of pride"

Spain
2.41

Italy
2.34

UK
2.23

France
2.21

Germany 
1.72

Thus, data in Tables 19 and 20 shows that the pride in the country and in the citizenship has no direct connection with people’s well-being. In late 90-ies, apart from other things, the Poles could be proud of their national economy. At the same time, economic situation in Georgia or Serbia was very grave, yet those peoples demonstrated fairly high level of national pride. On the other hand, economically prospering Lithuania poorly generated feeling of pride in its sons and daughters. In the same way, currently very low level of national pride among the Germans is hardly expounded by decline of German economics.

Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question "If you are proud to be Belarusian citizen, why then?" 

(open question, more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
%

Good country and good people
40.3

This is my homeland, the land of my  ancestry
24.6

Culture
6.9

High level of economics
5.4

Strong power
4.7

Country’s independence
2.2

Other
3.7

The data in Table 21 reveals that the current level of pride in their country among the Belarusians is to a certain extent generated by some actions of Homeland.

On the one hand, the picture given disproves the fears that the national unity may break up following certain economic disasters since it isn’t based on economic welfare. On the other hand, Table 21 gives no reasons of why Belarusian citizens take no pride in their Belarusian citizenship.

More close research shows that the situation isn’t that idealistic. (See Table 22).

Data in Table 22 serves an alarming indicator of the state of Belarusian society. It reveals strongly negative connection between people’s pride in Belarusian citizenship and attitude to President A. Lukashenko: his supporters are to a greater extent more proud of their citizenship than his opponents. Clearly, this connection isn’t absolute but it is very strong. When it comes to more specific questions directly involving attitude to the head of state, the gap between the pride indexes increases and turns larger than it was in late 90-ies between the Belarusians and ethnic minorities living in Belarus. (See Table 19).

Table 22

Connection between pride in Belarusian citizenship and attitude to A. Lukashenko*, %

Variant of answer
"Are you proud to be a citizen of Belarus?"
Collective "index of pride"


Definitely yes (42.6)
Rather yes

(23.4)
Rather not

(15.1)
Definitely not 
(5.2)


Do you think that there are people in Belarus who could govern the country better than A. Lukashenko?

Yes (37.6)**
33.1
24.5
23.0
9.0
1.91

Not (35.9)
59.0
22.5
7.9
0.9
2.54

Imagine that the presidential election of 2006 is free and fair like in 1994. Who will win it?

A. Lukashenko will be reelected (55.0) 
52.5
23.5
9.5
2.5
2.43

Another candidate will win the election (25.7)
29.7
26.5
24.8
10.1
1.82

Who will you vote for in 2006?

For A. Lukashenko (40.7)
60.1
22.3
5.3
0.6
2.61

For a candidate for the democratic opposition (23.2)
27.9
21.9
29.6
11.9
1.72

None of them (19.0)
33.3
27.4
19.5
8.9
1.83

* Table is read across. The first figure in the major part of the first row means that 33.1% of those who think that there are people in Belarus who could govern the country better than A. Lukashenko, are definitely proud to be Belarusian citizens.

** Figures in brackets represent the percentage of all who gave such an answer among all respondents.

In fact, the head of state is an important yet not the only and not the key symbol of the nation. In some cases when the leader fully fills in country’s political space and when psychologically and actually many fields of public life have direct relation to his personality, people’s attitude to such figure generalizes and expends to all of these fields. In our previous publication we outlined the relation between A. Lukashenko and other public institutions (Parliament, government, militia, court, parties, etc.). According to Table 22, this connection is fairly complex in its nature; in particular, negative attitude to the head of state finally expands to the entire society and the country. Those who dislike A. Lukashenko, see his hand in everyday life, constantly face the rule of his principles and neglect, suppression and deprivation of their values, opinions and aspirations. For many of them, Belarus is A. Lukashenko’s country and they don’t have place in it.

On the contrary, presidential supporters, who share his values, see realization of these values in everyday life which strengthens their pride in the country in general.

As a result, Belarus appears divided by values, and this division affects not only politics, economics and social life but also the highest level of social values – attitude to the society itself.

Table 23 reveals connection between pride in Belarusian citizenship and standpoints on country’s geopolitical priorities. 

Table 23

Connection between pride in Belarusian citizenship and opinion on the place of Belarus in the world*, %

Variant of answer
"Are you proud to be a citizen of Belarus?"
Collective "index of pride"


Definitely yes (42.6)
Rather yes

 (23.4)
Rather not

 (15.1)
Definitely not (5.2)


Should Belarus become a member of the European Union?

Definitely yes (15.5) 
31.4
17.7
28.3
13.8
1.73

Probably, yes (31.9)
33.8
28.2
21.0
5.2
2.02

Probably, not (19.8)
47.2
30.6
10.1
3.1
2.33

Definitely not (15.6)
71.3
12.0
4.0
0.9
2.74

What foreign policy is the best for Belarus?

Good relations with Russia (30.7)
57.3
26.8
10.6
13.4
2.55

Good relations with the EU and the USA (6.4)
28.2
16.5
29.2
18.3
1.59

Good relations with Russia, EU and USA (52.3)
37.5
26.2
19.1
6.2
2.03

We don’t have home resources for future development (8.0)
32.6
24.8
15.2
7.6
2.02

* Table is read across

Here we observe great difference in the degree of pride in Belarusian citizenship which supporters of, let’s say, Western and Eastern prospects for Belarus feel. Especially striking is the gap between ardent supporters and opponents of Belarus’ accession into the EU. The latter exceed even the Poles and have almost reached the championship level of the Americans in the degree of pride in their Homeland. In the same way impressive is the gap between supporters of good neighborly relations with only Russia and with only Western countries.

All said above allows fairly apologetic interpretation: supporters of the president and Russia are true patriots while opponents of these traditionally Belarusian values don’t love “our sweet Belarus.”

Yet, there appears unnaturally many of those “not loving”. Thus, the number of constant supporters and opponents of Belarusian integration into the EU is equal. This is why there’s no sense talking about the values shared by overwhelming majority here. As regards attitude to A. Lukashenko, if his opponents are a minority, then it is a vast minority to talk about deviation from dominating opinions.

Also, it should be noted that the question on national pride is often asked in questionnaires in different countries as an indicator of patriotism but these two notions don’t mean one and the same thing in Belarusian cultural tradition. 

It is absolutely possible to love homeland with a “strange love” about which Russia’s classic wrote. This is love which sees few objects of pride in the “country of slaves and country of masters.” Polling results prove that in this case such an explanation is closer to true. 

The people who really don’t love their homeland do understand that they are the minority. However, neither presidential opponents nor the people taking no pride in their homeland feel that they are the minority.

Table 24

Connection between pride in Belarusian citizenship, assumed voting at the election of 2006 and answers to the question "Do you think the majority or the minority of Belarusians share your viewpoints?"*, %

Variant of answer
I think the majority (67.5)
I think the minority (9.9)

Voting at the election of 2006

For A. Lukashenko (40.7)
73.5
6.2

For a candidate for the democratic opposition (23.2)
69.8
14.2

For none of them (19.0)
63.8
15.6

Are you proud to be a Belarusian citizen?

Definitely yes (42.6)
77.0
7.3

Rather yes (23.4)
66.4
11.9

Rather not (15.1)
63.1
12.8

Definitely not (5.2)
59.8
17.0

* Table is read across

As we can see, both presidential supporters and his opponents feel that they are the majority in approximately the same degree. In this regards, the first part of Table 24 gives explanation to its second part: among those who take no pride in their homeland, there are many people who think that the majority shares their viewpoints because few of them don’t love this country and on the contrary many of them love Belarus with M. Lermontov’s “strange love”.

From Tables 22 and 23, external tranquility of the Belarusian society conceals high tension and a gap in values and aspirations.

Such a situation is extremely unfavorable for democratization in Belarus. Even though Belarus has greatly deviated from this democratic path, this is not the greatest problem. According to classics of political science, this is national unity and strong feeling of affiliation with a sole political community which is the most important prerequisite of democratization. For the minority to recognize the power of the majority, they both should be united with a thing which is important for both these groups: the minority should feel that the majority is the majority out of “them”, which incorporates the minority. In addition, the minority should be convinced that it is really the minority. If there is no such internal unity and such confidence, the situation is fraught with an explosion.

Nearly half of belarusians stand for accession to EU

The issue of geopolitical orientation of Belarus, despite all assurances of the current authorities, still remains unsolved. As a rule, it is settled at the level of the elite. That part of it which lies among democratic opposition presently stands for integration into Euro-Atlantic organizations. Formally, nomenclature demonstrates loyalty to the presidential course, yet it is hard to learn what representatives of the ruling class really think about this. In other words, we still can only dream about consensus of elite on this topical issue.

What is more definite, these are the standpoints of common Belarusians. At present, most voters are convinced that it is important to have good relations with all leading international centers of power. What’s more, the number of those who stick to this viewpoint is 1.5-fold higher than simple totality of those who chose Russia, or the EU or the USA as the priority. (See Table 25).

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question "Some people say that, as regards foreign policy, it is better for Belarus to have good relations with Russia, other say – with the EU and the USA, some more say – with Russia, the EU and the USA, and there are also some saying that we don’t have personal resources for the development. What is your opinion?"

Variant of answer
%

It is better to have good relations with Russia
30.7

It is better to have good relations with the EU and the USA
6.4

It is better to have good relations with Russia, EU and USA
52.3

We don’t have personal resources for the development
8.0

It is arguable that pro-European moods have solid ground. Over 47% of respondents spoke out for accession of Belarus into the EU and about one third – against. (See Table 26).

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question "A year ago our neighbors Poland, Lithuania and Latvia entered the European Union. New Ukrainian government spoke out the same intention. In your opinion, should Belarus become an EU member state?"

Variant of answer
%

Definitely, yes
15.5

Probably, yes
31.9

Probably, not
19.8

Definitely, not
15.6

It should be noted that this polling was conducted before the well-known referenda on the new European Constitution in France and the Netherlands and it is hard to estimate the degree of influence of the referenda results on this polling. Nevertheless, despite the official form legalizing the status of the united Europe, the EU is not likely to lose its attractiveness for the Belarusians as the oldest democratic organization at the continent which provided high living standard to its citizens, first of all, in the so-called “old Europe”.

The standpoint of respondents on accession of Belarus into the EU affects distinctly their attitude to recent statements of C. Rice and A. Lukashenko. (See Table 27).

Table 27

Attitude of respondents to the statements of C. Rice and A. Lukashenko depending on their attitude to accession of Belarus into the EU, %*

Variant of answer
Belarus should 

definitely/probably join the EU (47.4)
Belarus shouldn’t  join the EU definitely/probably 

(35.4)

Attitude to the statement of US State Secretary C. Rice on that "Belarus has been thrown behind because of the nature of the current power and it cannot integrate into anywhere. The people of Belarus deserve a better part."

Positive (29.2)
43.6
14.9

Indifferent (34.9)
34.3
31.7

Negative (33.3)
20.0
49.9

Attitude to A. Lukashenko’s criticism of the EU and US position saying that Belarus is a non-democratic country.

I agree with the president in that Belarus is 

a democratic country (37.8)
22.3
60.8

I don’t agree with the president. Belarus is 

a non-democratic country (32.8)
50.9
15.3

I’m not concerned about this (17.4)
18.5
15.9

* Table is read down

In conclusion, we should like to underline that global nature of the Belarusian mentality, which we have many times stressed, has found another proof in that most Belarusians stand with a different degree of confidence for both accession of Belarus into the EU and for good relations with all leading centers of world politics. At the same time, pro-European part of the population criticizes the degree of democratization in the country and blames the official authorities for country’s currently unattractive political position at the world arena. That part of the society which stands, with a different degree of confidence, against accession of Belarus into the EU supports the president in his opinion that Belarus is a democratic country and takes in the negative criticism of the authorities.

Key to alternative?

The answer to the question on firm positions of the current president is closely linked with how the Belarusians estimate their future in case A. Lukashenko remains the head of state after 2006. Under this condition, respondents estimated possible changes for 5.5 points in average (on the 10-point scale, where 1 is “the situation will deteriorate” and 10 – “the situation will improve.”) Remarkably, most respondents chose “five” (18.1%). This means that dominating is the opinion that the situation in the country will not change. Extreme optimists and extreme pessimists appeared equal in number: 11.4% vs. 11.9% (See Table 28).

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question "How do you think will the situation change if A. Lukashenko is re-elected the president of Belarus? Please, give your estimate on the ten-point scale, where 1 is “the situation will deteriorate” and 10 – “the situation will improve”, %

Point
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

%
11.9
4.7
7.9
7.9
18.1
9.0
11.6
7.8
5.7
11.4

In other words, voters trend to think that it will all remain as it has always been if A. Lukashenko rules. However, even though the better is usually considered enemy of the good, the most ardent followers of social stability certainly want improvement of living since this is a part of human nature. Are there such figures who could rule the country better than A. Lukashenko? Opinions of respondents on this issue have split into almost two equal halves. (See Table 29).

Table 29

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, are there people in Belarus who could govern the country better than A. Lukashenko?"

Variant of answer
%

Yes
37.6

No
35.9

DA/NA
26.5

Although, as we could see, in general the Belarusians don’t deny presence of a more skillful leader in Belarus than the current president, answers to the question on the winner at the next presidential election don’t give ground for optimism. A. Lukashenko’s advantage is obvious. Yet, the situation looks different at a closer examination. (See Table 30).

Table 30

Dependence of voting for and electing the president at a free election on the attitude to presence of a candidate who could govern the country better than A. Lukashenko, %*

Variant of answer
There are people who could govern the country better than 

A. Lukashenko


Yes (37.6)
No (35.9)

Who do you think will be elected president in 2006 if all candidates receive free access to television, possibility to meet the electorate, etc, like it was in 1994?

A. Lukashenko will be re-elected (55.0)
35.7
86.3

Another candidate will be elected the president (25.7)
50.6
4.5

If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third term and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, who will you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko (40.7)
12.3
80.1

For a candidate for democratic opposition (23.2)
50.1
3.7

For none of them (19.0)
23.2
9.8

* Table is read down

Thus, for a greater part of respondents, current power means stability which is understood as absence of changes to both the worth and the better. At the same time, over one third of the Belarusians believe that there are leaders who can govern the country better than the current president. Over a half among them is ready to vote for a candidate for democratic opposition and believe that this is not A. Lukashenko but someone else who will win free and fair election. In other words, to ensure victory of the democratic opposition, it is necessary to persuade citizens that the Belarusian society is rich in talents and that the current president isn’t the only leader able to govern the country.

No one wants to be the minority

To which extent is the Belarusian society politicized? One of the criteria to find this out is to survey if the Belarusians discuss socio-political problems with their family, friends and colleagues. A quarter of respondents said they regularly discuss such problems and about one third of respondents answered in the opposite. (See Table 31).

Table 31

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you discuss socio-political issues with your friends, family or colleagues?"

Variant of answer
%

Constantly discuss
21.8

Discuss from time to time
45.8

Almost never discuss
32.3

Perhaps, people don’t want to talk about politics because they are afraid of companion’s negative response or afraid to be the minority? As we can see, this isn’t a point: two thirds of the Belarusians are convinced that the majority shares their viewpoints. (See Table 32).

Table 32

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, is this the majority or the minority which shares your standpoints in Belarus?"

Variant of answer
%

I think the majority
67.5

I think the minority
9.9

What are the viewpoints which this very majority sticks to? Thus, 44.4% of those who say that the majority thinks like them will vote for A. Lukashenko at the next presidential election and only 24.0% - for a candidate for the democratic opposition. We should like to note that the opposite won’t be true, though. Supporters of the democratic opposition in Belarus don’t think that they are the minority: 69.8% of those who will support an opposition candidate at the election are convinced that the majority shares their viewpoints. To compare, 73.5% of those who will vote for A. Lukashenko at the next election think this is the opinion of the majority. Such a small difference indicates that “the spiral of silence” which pressed down on the Belarusian society for long time has been straightening up gradually. Democratically-oriented people don’t anymore feel inferiority because of information gap. This happens in spite of propaganda efforts of the official mass media which are still dominating among the mass media and which are the mouthpieces of the authorities. (See Table 33).

Table 33

Distribution of answers to the question "What are the sources from which you most often draw 

information about life in Belarus and abroad?"

Variant of answer
%

From programs of the Belarusian TV
69.7

From programs of the Russian TV
66.8

From radio
34.2

From state-run press
33.7

From non-state press
17.1

From foreign mass media 
11.4

From talks with the family, friends and colleagues
25.5

Is there connection between the sources of information which this or that voter uses and voter’s decision in the polling booth? Yes, there is. Quite obvious. Thus, 87.2% of those who are going to vote for A. Lukashenko receive information from Belarusian TV (5.5% - from non-state newspapers and 3.8% – from foreign mass media). This same indicator looks as follows among those Belarusians who are going to support an opposition candidate: 47.4% – Belarusian TV, 37.2% – non-state press and 25.2% – foreign mass media.

In conclusion, we should like to underscore that the Belarusians are not very active in discussing socio-political issues with their families, friends and colleagues and not because they are afraid to speak up their opinions but because over two thirds of them are convinced that the majority shares their opinion. Such assurance is equally characteristic of those who are going to vote for A. Lukashenko or for a candidate for the democratic opposition. For the first, Belarusian TV remains the main source of information while the second address more often independent press and foreign mass media.

"Right" economic course and its results

Belarusian state-run media has been exalting socio-economic achievements of Belarus in 2004. Actually, statistics for the past year has revealed the growth of almost all economic indicators including incomes of various population groups. Thus, in dollar equivalent, average monthly wages has increased by almost 31% as compared with 2003 (from $123.8 to $162.3) and the retirement pension – by almost 34% (from $52.7 to $70.4). However, the prices have also grown up, in dollar equivalent included. This is why the real growth of average monthly wages and pension for the past year has made up only 15.4% and 17.6% respectively, which is much less than the official propaganda announces. 

This result is fairly good, if it were not for the fact that in view of the referendum – which was very important for A. Lukashenko – conducted in Belarus in 2004 the authorities allocated additional funds from the budget for the socio-economic field, as they did many times before. The above said is well demonstrated in Tables 34 and 35. The jump of real wages has been registered in 2000 (Parliamentary election), 2001 (presidential election) and in 2004 (referendum on Constitution). This is the year 1997 only which falls out of this list since the growth of wages wasn’t accompanied by some “historical victories”. Regarding sharp growth of pensions, it was registered in 1995 (first referendum), 2000 (Parliamentary election) and 2004 (referendum on Constitution). 

Table 34

Dynamics of annualized real monthly wages 

Indicator
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005*

Nominal wages, USD
18.8
65.5
82.5
70.4
49.8
42.2
60.2
88.8
107.0
123.8
162.3
196.5

Minimum consumer budget, USD
16.9
61.2
83.1
57.1
38.8
36.1
47.4
59.3
72.1
82.2
93.4
102.5

Real wages (as against minimum consumer budget)
1.110
1.070
0.993
1.233
1.283
1.168
1.270
1.497
1.484
1.506
1.738
1.917

Growth of real wages as compared with the previous year, %
–42.4
–3.6
–7.2
+24.2
+4.1
–9.0
+8.7
+17.8
–0.9
+1.5
+15.4
+10.3

* for the five months

Table 35

Dynamics of annualized real retirement pension

Indidicator
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005*

Nominal pension, USD
6.1
28.1
37.3
27.4
18.4
15.1
24.0
37.7
45.4
52.7
70.4
87.4

Minimum consumer budget, USD
16.9
61.2
83.1
57.1
38.8
36.1
47.4
59.3
72.1
82.2
93.4
102.5

Real pension

(as against minimum consumer budget)
0.361
0.459
0.449
0.480
0.474
0.418
0.506
0.636
0.630
0.641
0.754
0.853

Growth of real pension as compared with the previous year , %
–45.9
+27.1
–2.2
+6.9
–1.3
–11.8
+21.0
+25.7
–0.9
+1.7
+17.6
+13.1

*  for the five months

In 2005, growth of socio-economic indicators is nothing else but timely preparation to the next-year presidential election.

Table 36 shows similar trend, revealed by sociological methods (results of the nation opinion polls conducted by the IISEPS), which presents the dynamics of estimate by citizens of their per capita incomes. In particular, sharp income growth and decrease in low-income population groups during the appropriate electoral campaigns is apparent. Yet, it is well seen that, despite all “progress”, the part of the Belarusians with per-capita incomes below minimum consumer budget – the level of social survival – is still very large (almost three fourths of the population).

Table 36

Average per capita income in the family in the previous month (including wages, pensions, benefits and other earnings)

Variant of answer
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
09'02
09'03
03'04
11'04
03'05
05'05

Below minimum 

consumer budget, %
88.8
87.9
86.5
79.6
81.0
82.2
81.4
81.9
79.6
74.8
66.8

Minimum consumer budget and above %
9.2
10.9
12.6
19.8
19.0
17.8
18.3
18.1
19.6
24.5
32.8

In average, USD
26.7
33.4
37.7
47.8
49.4
53.6
54.7
60.5
79.0
90.9
106.0

The same figure as compared to the minimum consumer budget
0.66
0.61
0.66
0.81
0.71
0.73
0.66
0.68
0.83
0.90
1.01

The data in Tables 34 and 35 lets us find out the general trend of growth in average monthly wages and pensions in the period under A. Lukashenko. In particular, during this time the real wages have increased 1.7-fold (1.917 : 1.110) and pensions – 2.3-fold (0.853 : 0.361). This result is an achievement of the current regime, even though they still haven’t reached, despite the official propaganda, the level of 1991 (when the average wages made $310 and the average pension - $146). The authorities managed to build up the model of command economy existing successfully by Russia’s resource and financial aid.

Unfortunately, this kind of economics cannot develop independently when there is no external support. This is why the results of the Belarusian economics depend more on the abilities of the Belarusian authorities to exchange political loyalty for a financial support of the rich Eastern neighbors rather than its personal efforts and capabilities. Clearly, the neighbors won’t give much. The level of incomes in Russia is presently 1.5-2-fold higher than in Belarus. Yet, this is quite enough for a “drink and a meal” which is the top point of an average man’s concept of happy life in Belarus!

Clearly, Belarusian “achievements” cannot be compared with achievements of the neighboring countries like Latvia, Lithuania and Poland which followed absolutely different economic development patterns – those based on active integration into the world economy and characterized by large-scale privatizing of state property, attraction of foreign investments and encouragement of small business activity.

Growth of protest potential 

Table 37 representing dynamics of estimate by citizens of their per capita incomes, shows that the socio-economic situation in the country progressively improves. Thus, for the past year, the number of those whose incomes lie below the level of social survival (minimum consumer budget) has gone down by 15.1 points and the part of those whose incomes are above this level has increased by almost the same percentage (14.7 points). Also, average per capita income has increased from $73 to $106, i.e. by 45%.

Table 37

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question on the size of per capita income in the family

Variant of answer
06'04
05'05

Below minimum consumer budget ($105)
81.9
66.8

Above minimum consumer budget
18.1
32.8

This dynamics is also reflected in how people estimate the quality of their living. As it goes from Table 38, there are much more of those among adult population who are (to a different extent) satisfied in general with life in Belarus. They are approximately 1.5-fold more than those who are dissatisfied. Yet, it is substantial that every two out of five Belarusians are dissatisfied with living in their country. Also, official statements about calm and peaceful living in Belarus are, to put it mildly, not corresponding to reality. It is more correct to talk now about a considerable protesting potential that has accumulated within the society.

Table 38

Distribution of answers to the question "In general, how do the people like you live in Belarus?"

Variant of answer
%

Good / rather good
56.3

Bad / rather bad
36.8

In particular, these are political preferences of respondents that prove this. (See Table 39). Thus, most of those who are not satisfied with living in this country are as well dissatisfied with A. Lukashenko as its president.

Table 39

Attitude to A. Lukashenko depending on answers to the question "In general, how do the people like you live in Belarus?", %

Variant of answer
"In general, how do the people like you live in Belarus?"


Good / rather good
Bad / rather bad

If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third term and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, who will you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
57.2
17.7

For a candidate for the democratic opposition
13.8
38.0

If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, who would you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
57.8
17.2

Financial problems are still dominating among all other problems which people face in their everyday living, even though most respondents point out to improvement of socio-economic state in the county. (See Table 40). As one can see, only 13% of respondents don’t face those problems. The next are healthcare and medical care problems (26.5%) and utilities (25.2%). Also, quite important is the problem of unemployment. It is an issue of concern for 15.6% (according to the official data, the general number of unemployed in the country is 1.8%). In other words, there are enough grounds for the protest potential to get accumulated within the society. 

Table 40

Distribution of answers to the question "What are the problems which your family faces presently?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
%

Financial problems (lack of money, low living standard, growth of prices, etc.)
87.0

Healthcare problems (bad health, high prices, poor medical service, etc.)
26.5

Living conditions (housing problems, poor utilities service, etc.)
25.2

Unemployment
15.6

Interpersonal communication problems (family problems, problems with children, etc.)
9.2

Corruptibility and crime
6.7

Educational problems (low quality, high prices, etc.)
6.7

Problems with human rights observance
4.3

Other problems
6.6

No problems
6.6

In the opinion of respondents (see Table 41), solution of all the problems mentioned above depends, first of all, on the Belarusian authorities (71.4% of answers). All other possible entities and bodies which could solve those problems altogether received by far less votes.

Table 41

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, who or what does the solution of these problems depend on the most?" (more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
%

On the Belarusian authorities
71.4

On me
29.6

On the Belarusian opposition
5.9

On Russia
3.9

On the West
2.4

Other
5.1

Hence, possible burst of the protest potential will be most likely directed against the current power in general and its leaders in particular.

Propaganda is primary, life is secondary?…

Data in Table 42 brings to rather interesting reasoning. In regards to the listed social problems, most respondents noted improvement of the situation in the period of A. Lukashenko’s governance only in what concerns the first four problems. However, in each of the four positions, under a half of respondents pointed out to improvement of the situation and approximately every third respondent said that the situation didn’t change at all.

Table 42

Distribution of answers to the question "How do you think the situation in Belarus has changed over the years of A. Lukashenko’s governance?", %

Variant of answer
Has improved
Hasn’t changed
Has deteriorated

Russia-Belarus relations
39.0
33.3
16.5

State and prospects of the youth
34.2
26.9
30.1

Crime reduction
33.1
37.6
18.1

Living standard of your family
31.7
38.8
25.8

Prospects for those who work much and honestly
26.3
34.5
28.4

Observance of the Constitution and the laws
19.9
39.7
23.4

Equality of all under the law
19.2
41.2
25.6

Level of democratization
16.9
32.6
31.5

Human rights observance
16.4
36.5
29.0

Alcoholic and drug abuse as well as other harmful habits
11.3
29.4
50.3

Belarus-EU relations 
9.7
24.0
44.7

On all other problems, the polling data reveals even more negative outcome of current president’s governance. In all cases, those who think that the situation has deteriorated outnumber those who noted its improvement. The first make up even 50% when it comes to talking about alcohol and drug addiction.

Naturally, those who say that the situation in the country has deteriorated on various aspects over the years under the first president are more critical about A. Lukashenko than those standing to the opposite viewpoint. Table 43 brightly illustrates this point.

Table 43

Attitude to A. Lukashenko depending on answers to the question "How has the situation in Belarus changed over the years of A. Lukashenko’s governance?", %

Variant of answer
"Has the situation in Belarus changed over the years of 

A. Lukashenko’s governance?"


Has improved
Has deteriorated

If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third term and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, who will you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
54.0
31.4

For a candidate for the democratic opposition
14.1
29.5

If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, who would you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
54.0
32.5

It is logic to ask then why the authorities enjoy a high level of political support if they haven’t achieved any considerable social progress over these years. Partially, Table 44 gives answer to this question.

Table 44

Sources of information which respondents use to learn about the life in Belarus and abroad depending on answers to the question "How has the situation in Belarus changed over the years of A. Lukashenko’s governance?", %

Variant of answer
"How has the situation in Belarus changed over the years of A. Lukashenko’s governance?"


Has improved
Has deteriorated

Belarusian TV
76.4
66.1

Russian TV
64.7
69.5

Radio
35.9
32.1

State-run press
38.2
32.7

Non-state press
13.1
20.6

Foreign mass media
10.0
14.1

Communication with friends, family and colleagues
22.8
26.4

Thus, there are considerably more lovers of the Belarusian television, radio and state-run press among those who think that the situation in the country has improved in the years under A. Lukashenko. On the contrary, there are more of those preferring Russian television, non-state press and foreign mass media among those who say that the situation has deteriorated.

Taking into account the content of the mass media which cover Belarusian issues in Belarus and abroad, it turns obvious that a high level of support to the authorities in Belarus is most likely based on purposeful political propaganda and appropriate electoral technologies rather than on citizen’s unbiased attitude.

Power is given to enjoy living…

As the polling data shows, people think that these are representatives of the public authorities – employees of the presidential vertical and law-enforcement bodies, deputies of the Parliament, company directors and organization heads – who received the greatest benefit over the years under A. Lukashenko. (See Table 45). Military men and pensioners, being president’s electorate in their majority, also look good.

Table 45

Distribution of answers to the question "For the years of A. Lukashenko’s presidency, the state of some people has improved, of other – on the contrary deteriorated and of some more – hasn’t changed.  How has the state of the following social groups changed?", %

Social groups
Improved
Not changed
Deteriorated

Presidential vertical
72.1
12.2
1.8

Employees of law-enforcement bodies
65.0
20.5
3.0

National Assembly deputies
59.6
18.7
2.0

Directors of state-owned enterprises and farms
54.1
22.3
9.2

Military men
51.5
25.8
5.4

Pensioners
48.7
24.7
20.3

Entrepreneurs
34.6
20.1
28.9

Youth
33.4
30.9
26.0

The people like you
28.8
41.4
25.9

Journalists
24.1
30.3
17.7

Opposition politicians
22.0
22.0
28.4

As regards the other social groups presented in Table 45, equal number of respondents noted deterioration and improvement in their state. It should be noted that the mass population groups like workers, farmers, teachers, doctors, etc. mostly fall into the group “The people like you” which shows little improvement in its members’ welfare.

Quite naturally, different estimate of president’s activity is reflected in attitude of respondents to the president. (See Table 46). There are more of A. Lukashenko’s supporters than opponents among those respondents who estimated change in the state of various social groups as improvement.

Table 46

Attitude to A. Lukashenko depending on answers to the question "For the years of A. Lukashenko’s presidency the state of some people has improved, of other – on the contrary deteriorated and of some more – hasn’t changed.  How has the state of the following social groups changed?", %

Variant of answer
"…How has the state of the following social groups changed in Belarus?"


Improved
Deteriorated

If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third term and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, who will you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
41.5
28.0

For a candidate for the democratic opposition
23.6
32.4

If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, who would you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
42.2
28.2

Nevertheless, general analysis of data in Table 45 shows that, in the opinion of respondents, all social groups – yet to a different extent – have improved their state in the period under A. Lukashenko. The only exception is the group of opposition politicians, which disproves the official statements on millions of dollars received by opponents of the current regime to overthrow it. As they say, people know better who gets the money and how much…

Who needs private business?

In accordance with Table 47, many of our fellow countrymen – almost every sixth – have tried to run their own businesses over the past years.

Table 47

Distribution of answers to the question "Have you tried to launch your own business over lately – a company, civic initiative, public organization, etc.?"

Variant of answer
%

No
82.1

Yes
17.2

However, starting a business is one thing and ensuring its stability is quite another. As the polling data reveals, only every fifth of those who start a business do continue it successfully. All other either have big problems or have already closed their businesses after facing modern life realities. (See Table 48).

Table 48

Distribution of answers to the question "If you have tried to organize your business, how does it 

develop nowadays?"

Variant of answer
%

Over great hardships
9.1

I had to close the business
7.5

Quite successfully
3.4

Table 49

Distribution of answers to the question "What recent events in Belarus have been the source of your concern?, %

Variant of answer
Yes
No

Growth of prices and utilities rates
86.0
11.4

Break-up of gas delivery from Russia in February of  2004
62.3
29.7

Corruptibility of top-level officials
57.8
32.5

Transition to the contractual terms of work
49.0
42.1

Expansion of NATO and EU to the Belarusian borders
42.5
44.0

Talks on introduction of the Russian ruble as a sole currency in Russia and Belarus
42.3
46.9

"Color revolutions" in Georgia, Ukraine and Kyrgyzstan
40.5
46.0

Brutality of militia against participants of protest marches
40.2
48.2

Disappearances of opposition figures
37.6
46.9

Strikes and hunger-strikes of private entrepreneurs against actions of the authorities
37.3
51.1

Results of the referendum of 2004
35.7
54.9

Other
4.9
12.1

These realities are outlined in Table 49 which presents the most topical events of recently.

Table 50

Attitude to A. Lukashenko depending on answers to the question "Have you tried to launch your own business over lately – a company, civic initiative, public organization, etc.?", %

Variant of answer
"Have you tried to launch your own business over lately – 

a company, civic initiative, public organization, etc.?"


Yes
No

If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third term and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, 

who will you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
15.1
46.1

For a candidate for the democratic opposition
46.9
18.4

If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, who would you vote for?

For A. Lukashenko
14.8
47.1

As one can see, apart from constant growth of prices and utilities rates, the Belarusians are greatly concerned about gas relations with Russia, corruptibility of top-level managers and officials as well as mass transition of employees to the contractual terms of work. All other evens give them less ground for concern. Since almost 40% of the Belarusians take protests of private entrepreneurs against the actions of the authorities for very important events, we should say that many citizens are concerned about this. First of all, those concerned are businessmen running their own businesses and scraping through all possible and impossible obstacles to survive. Apparently, the state has its own interests in this field. Enterprising people well understand this, as Table 50 shows.

Obviously, A. Lukashenko was right when he said that businessmen didn’t vote for him. Most of them won’t do this in the future. The reason of this is fairly transparent.

Results of the nation opinion poll conducted

by the IISEPS in May of 2005, %

1. "How do you think the people like you live in Belarus?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Well
18.9
18.2
20.6
16.9
15.4
15.2
19.9
24.4

Rather well
37.4
31.6
30.4
35.7
40.7
32.7
40.2
41.1

Rather bad
26.6
21.6
36.6
29.9
26.4
30.8
21.6
21.9

Bad
10.2
14.5
7.4
7.9
10.7
15.7
9.0
7.3

DA/NA
6.9
14.1
5.0
9.6
6.8
5.6
9.3
5.3

Table 1.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Well
22.4
23.1
18.4
14.8
19.8

Rather well
44.1
40.1
31.6
40.6
38.7

Rather bad
17.6
21.7
30.7
26.7
28.1

Bad
9.1
6.8
11.7
11.7
8.3

DA/NA
6.8
8.3
7.6
6.2
5.1

Table 1.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Well
16.0
17.4
19.8
23.9
15.4

Rather well
34.1
37.6
27.2
42.0
34.3

Rather bad
29.7
28.2
35.2
20.8
24.7

Bad
14.1
9.0
9.2
7.1
21.4

DA/NA
6.1
7.8
8.6
6.2
4.2

Table 1.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Well
8.1
27.6
20.9
9.2
21.9
8.1
33.4

Rather well
32.2
34.9
44.9
35.0
31.4
41.2
42.6

Rather bad
39.7
22.5
21.4
32.6
19.8
34.3
16.9

Bad
14.2
8.2
9.4
13.4
15.3
8.0
3.2

DA/NA
5.8
6.8
3.4
9.8
11.6
8.4
3.9

Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Well
8.1
21.6
19.7
16.7
24.4

Rather well
32.2
37.9
39.5
38.9
38.1

Rather bad
39.7
24.6
27.1
28.1
19.1

Bad
14.2
7.5
9.2
7.9
11.7

DA/NA
5.8
8.4
4.5
8.4
6.7

2. "In your opinion, are there people in Belarus who could govern the country better than A. Lukashenko and his Cabinet?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Yes
37.6
53.6
53.8
47.1
49.8
40.5
29.9
17.6

No
35.9
18.6
21.1
20.3
26.4
31.0
45.3
56.4

DA/NA
26.5
27.8
25.1
32.6
23.8
28.5
24.8
26.0

Table 2.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
21.2
19.1
41.9
42.9
49.6

No
54.8
51.0
30.7
31.0
26.8

DA/NA
24.0
29.9
27.4
26.1
23.6

Table 2.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
51.8
39.6
57.3
18.3
50.2

No
21.2
33.8
18.2
55.5
22.4

DA/NA
27.0
26.6
24.5
26.2
27.4

Table 2.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Yes
40.0
45.9
47.9
38.4
40.2
28.4
20.9

No
33.5
46.7
33.3
30.3
24.1
36.3
44.9

DA/NA
26.5
7.4
18.8
31.3
35.7
35.3
34.2

Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
40.0
36.1
40.5
37.9
36.0

No
33.5
33.4
27.7
32.2
44.5

DA/NA
26.5
30.5
31.8
29.9
19.5

3. "Imagine that the election of 2006 is free and fair, i.e. all candidates receive free access to television, freely meet the electorate, etc., like it was in 1994. Do you think A. Lukashenko will be re-elected the president or another candidate will take his seat?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

A. Lukashenko will be

re-elected
55.0
45.8
40.5
40.8
48.9
51.4
62.2
70.8

Another candidate will be elected
25.7
32.8
34.9
40.0
33.7
30.0
18.0
10.1

DA/NA
19.3
21.4
24.6
19.2
17.4
18.6
19.8
19.1

Table 3.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

A. Lukashenko will be re-elected
74.2
64.4
48.4
48.6
52.9

Another candidate will be elected
7.0
12.8
31.8
30.0
31.8

DA/NA
18.8
22.8
19.9
19.4
15.3

Table 3.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

A. Lukashenko will be 

re-elected
39.4
54.8
41.1
71.6
39.9

Another candidate will be elected
43.3
25.9
31.4
9.4
39.7

DA/NA
17.3
19.3
27.5
19.0
20.4

Table 3.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

A. Lukashenko will be 

re-elected
49.6
64.3
61.4
49.3
47.2
49.9
60.5

Another candidate will be elected
33.6
27.3
25.0
29.2
22.8
28.4
13.7

DA/NA
16.8
8.4
13.6
21.5
30.0
21.7
25.8

Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

A. Lukashenko will be 

re-elected
49.6
50.5
50.1
50.6
65.6

Another candidate will be elected
33.6
24.1
29.9
31.1
16.9

DA/NA
16.8
25.4
20.0
18.3
17.5

4. "If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third term and a candidate for the democratic opposition stands his rival, who will you vote for?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

For A. Lukashenko
40.7
19.1
17.1
23.4
28.7
34.6
50.0
68.8

For a candidate for democratic opposition
23.2
36.5
34.9
35.5
30.5
25.3
17.2
8.0

None of them
19.0
28.7
24.7
22.0
24.9
22.4
14.3
9.4

DA/NA
17.1
15.7
23.3
19.1
15.9
17.7
17.6
13.8

Table 4.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
76.1
57.1
34.8
30.8
27.3

For a candidate for democratic opposition
7.1
9.2
24.9
29.7
35.5

None of them
6.3
11.3
23.6
21.8
20.5

DA/NA
10.5
22.4
16.5
17.7
16.7

Table 4.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
17.6
38.0
14.1
68.8
26.3

For a candidate for democratic opposition
38.2
23.1
36.3
8.6
34.5

None of them
30.2
19.8
24.5
8.3
22.8

DA/NA
14.0
19.1
25.1
14.3
16.4

Table 4.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

For A. Lukashenko
27.1
46.5
43.7
34.5
33.4
39.1
59.4

For a candidate for democratic opposition
33.8
31.0
18.6
31.7
24.2
15.4
7.3

None of them
26.5
15.5
21.9
14.4
16.5
24.5
12.7

DA/NA
12.6
7.0
15.8
19.4
25.9
21.0
20.6

Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
27.1
38.5
33.0
37.3
54.3

For a candidate for democratic opposition
33.8
19.0
17.1
27.5
19.5

None of them
26.5
25.0
24.3
15.9
11.7

DA/NA
12.7
17.5
25.6
19.3
14.5

5. "Have you tried to launch your own business over lately – a company, civic initiative, public organization, etc.?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Yes
17.2
6.7
18.6
26.7
29.4
21.9
12.1
3.9

No
82.1
93.3
79.9
71.8
70.2
77.4
86.6
95.6

NA
0.7
0
1.5
1.5
0.3
0.7
1.1
0.5

Table 5.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
2.0
5.2
18.2
25.5
25.1

No
97.0
94.8
80.9
73.6
74.4

NA
1.0
0
0.9
0.9
0.5

Table 5.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
45.7
14.3
13.8
3.8
18.4

No
53.5
84.6
86.2
95.8
81.6

NA
0.8
1.1
0
0.4
0

Table 5.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Yes
23.6
18.6
14.9
20.9
11.0
15.5
14.9

No
75.2
81.0
85.1
79.1
86.7
84.5
84.3

NA
1.2
0.4
0
0
2.3
0
0.8

Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
23.6
18.7
19.4
18.5
10.9

No
75.2
81.3
80.1
80.3
88.4

NA
1.2
0
0.6
1.2
0.6

6. "If you have tried to organize your business, how does it develop nowadays?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Quite successfully 
3.1
0
3.2
5.7
5.8
3.8
1.0
2.0

Over great hardships
9.1
4.0
9.2
14.9
15.4
10.8
7.2
2.2

I had to close the business
7.5
4.0
9.2
10.5
11.0
8.6
7.6
2.6

NA
80.3
92.0
78.4
68.9
67.8
76.8
84.2
93.2

Table 6.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Quite successfully 
2.0
2.7
2.3
5.4
4.4

Over great hardships
1.0
4.5
9.2
13.3
13.0

I had to close the business
2.0
2.5
8.9
9.1
10.5

NA
95.0
90.3
79.6
72.2
72.1

Table 6.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Quite successfully 
10.5
2.1
1.4
1.8
1.0

Over great hardships
28.3
6.2
4.7
1.9
10.2

I had to close the business
9.4
8.7
8.8
3.0
11.2

NA
51.8
83.0
85.1
93.3
77.6

Table 6.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Quite successfully 
1.6
3.5
5.7
0.6
1.9
3.9
5.8

Over great hardships
13.6
7.9
8.3
9.7
10.5
7.1
5.7

I had to close the business
9.2
7.1
5.1
11.1
3.6
5.0
11.0

NA
75.6
81.5
80.9
78.6
84.0
84.0
77.5

Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Quite successfully 
1.6
3.6
4.6
3.4
3.7

Over great hardships
13.6
8.9
7.7
8.4
7.7

I had to close the business
9.2
7.2
11.4
8.2
4.7

NA
75.6
80.3
76.3
80.0
83.9

7. "Some influential international organizations and governments of some foreign states say that the official results of the referendum and the election to the House of Representatives held on October 17, 2004 do not correspond to the real voting results. Do you agree with this?"

Table 7.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Yes
38.0
45.7
49.5
48.6
50.9
44.7
28.6
18.1

No
38.0
21.9
24.3
26.4
27.5
33.3
43.7
59.1

DA/NA
24.0
32.4
26.2
25.0
21.6
22.0
27.7
22.8

Table 7.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
18.2
21.5
41.2
45.6
50.2

No
61.5
47.6
33.2
33.5
28.8

DA/NA
20.3
30.9
25.6
21.0
21.0

Table 7.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
58.4
39.2
45.7
18.3
51.2

No
19.8
35.9
23.4
57.7
30.8

DA/NA
21.8
24.9
30.9
24.0
18.0

Table 7.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Yes
47.1
36.1
46.4
41.6
32.2
43.6
20.1

No
34.6
54.8
35.8
25.2
32.0
32.5
46.3

DA/NA
18.3
9.1
17.8
33.2
35.8
23.9
33.6

Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
47.1
38.2
38.8
37.8
33.0

No
34.6
36.5
39.8
37.6
40.5

DA/NA
18.3
25.3
21.4
24.6
26.5

8. "In your opinion, will the next presidential election be free and fair?"

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 and over

Definitely, yes
25.9
7.8
9.8
14.5
15.1
23.4
30.4
47.3

Probably, yes
23.2
21.1
27.3
22.5
23.2
19.0
23.3
25.6

Probably, not
23.9
39.6
27.7
33.4
30.9
29.1
19.2
9.3

Definitely, not
16.6
19.7
26.6
22.3
21.3
18.9
13.5
6.5

DA/NA
10.4
11.8
8.6
7.3
9.5
9.6
13.6
11.3

Table 8.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Definitely, yes
52.5
36.8
21.9
18.3
16.2

Probably, yes
24.4
24.3
22.4
22.6
24.6

Probably, not
4.8
17.8
25.4
30.4
31.4

Definitely, not
8.0
5.3
19.8
19.7
21.7

DA/NA
10.3
15.8
10.5
9.0
6.1

Table 8.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Definitely, yes
14.8
22.4
8.4
45.0
15.0

Probably, yes
17.8
23.6
23.6
26.2
20.7

Probably, not
33.5
26.9
30.6
10.8
26.6

Definitely, not
27.1
16.2
27.4
6.0
26.7

DA/NA
6.8
10.9
10.0
12.0
11.0

Table 8.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Definitely, yes
20.9
37.5
24.6
17.0
23.4
15.5
38.2

Probably, yes
18.1
28.5
23.2
22.5
18.7
19.1
31.3

Probably, not
30.1
25.9
26.9
22.2
14.8
36.0
12.1

Definitely, not
21.2
7.2
16.7
28.2
21.0
16.6
8.5

DA/NA
9.7
0.9
8.6
10.1
22.4
12.8
9.9

Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Definitely, yes
20.9
26.6
21.7
24.5
30.9

Probably, yes
18.1
19.8
24.0
24.7
26.9

Probably, not
30.1
23.1
25.2
25.0
19.8

Definitely, not
21.2
19.6
20.5
16.1
11.2

DA/NA
9.7
10.9
8.6
9.7
11.2

9. "What is your attitude to the people who publicly protest against actions of the authorities?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Definitely support them
14.9
16.1
22.5
20.0
16.9
18.1
13.7
6.6

Rather support them
24.3
32.4
33.1
31.7
28.8
29.5
22.2
10.6

Rather don’t support them
28.0
27.4
23.3
26.2
28.0
25.7
27.0
32.6

Definitely don’t support them
21.1
5.9
9.2
12.8
13.7
17.3
24.4
38.0

NA/DA
11.7
18.2
11.9
9.3
12.6
9.4
12.3
12.2

Table 9.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Definitely support them
7.0
5.6
16.0
18.9
21.1

Rather support them
13.4
14.5
27.8
28.7
27.1

Rather don’t support them
32.2
28.3
28.8
24.8
27.5

Definitely don’t support them
36.1
35.6
16.1
16.9
13.9

NA/DA
11.3
16.0
11.3
10.7
10.4

Table 9.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Definitely support them
23.6
14.5
19.8
7.3
21.7

Rather support them
31.2
27.6
30.4
12.2
29.6

Rather don’t support them
23.8
27.8
23.3
32.9
24.0

Definitely don’t support them
11.7
18.0
8.8
35.9
15.8

NA/DA
9.7
12.1
17.7
11.7
8.9

Table 9.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Definitely support them
14.2
14.1
18.4
19.9
19.2
0
0.4

Rather support them
27.9
27.8
31.0
24.7
19.4
22.3
16.2

Rather don’t support them
26.5
30.5
27.7
24.3
27.3
29.1
30.0

Definitely don’t support them
22.9
27.2
15.4
18.3
12.2
22.1
27.5

NA/DA
8.6
0.4
7.5
12.8
21.5
26.5
25.9

Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Definitely support them
14.2
15.7
17.8
15.6
13.2

Rather support them
27.9
23.3
29.9
23.9
21.2

Rather don’t support them
26.5
23.2
24.3
29.1
32.5

Definitely don’t support them
22.9
22.0
18.7
20.1
21.0

NA/DA
8.5
15.8
9.3
11.3
12.1

10. "A year ago our neighbors Poland, Lithuania and Latvia joined the European Union. New Ukrainian government spoke out the same intention. In your opinion, should Belarus become an EU member state?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Definitely, yes
15.5
20.7
24.2
23.8
19.2
11.9
17.3
7.6

Probably, yes
31.9
43.0
34.9
35.6
37.3
4.5
25.6
19.2

Probably, not
19.8
3.2
17.8
15.1
21.9
20.3
16.8
24.3

Definitely, not
15.6
3.8
11.9
10.9
10.7
13.3
19.5
24.5

NA/DA
17.1
29.2
11.2
11.5
10.9
13.1
25.3
24.4

Table 10.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Definitely, yes
6.0
6.8
18.1
17.7
21.7

Probably, yes
17.0
23.8
34.0
35.1
42.0

Probably, not
27.0
17.7
18.7
21.1
16.4

Definitely, not
28.9
18.7
13.8
11.2
13.3

NA/DA
21.1
33.0
15.4
14.9
6.6

Table 10.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Definitely, yes
25.3
14.7
18.7
8.1
24.0

Probably, yes
38.4
35.7
42.8
19.3
32.7

Probably, not
17.7
20.5
10.6
23.4
13.4

Definitely, not
9.6
14.6
7.5
23.4
13.4

NA/DA
9.0
14.5
20.4
25.8
16.5

Table 10.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Definitely, yes
22.6
14.6
12.6
17.9
19.2
9.3
11.5

Probably, yes
37.6
37.3
31.5
25.8
29.5
23.4
34.3

Probably, not
11.5
27.1
25.7
18.6
14.0
30.5
13.5

Definitely, not
12.0
19.3
17.7
19.2
12.5
16.4
13.3

NA/DA
16.3
1.7
12.5
18.5
24.8
20.4
27.4

Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Definitely, yes
22.6
17.1
14.3
14.2
12.1

Probably, yes
37.6
35.2
32.7
31.8
28.4

Probably, not
11.5
16.2
22.4
19.1
26.1

Definitely, not
12.0
17.1
13.6
16.9
16.6

NA/DA
16.3
14.4
17.0
18.0
16.8

11. "During her recent trip to Russia, US State Secretary Condoleezza Rice said that "Belarus has been thrown behind because of the nature of the current power and it cannot integrate into anywhere now. The people of Belarus deserve a better part." What is your attitude to this statement?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Positive
29.2
37.4
34.7
37.5
35.6
34.4
24.4
16.2

Indifferent
34.9
45.1
40.9
38.7
33.3
37.1
32.3
30.7

Negative
33.3
13.4
21.5
22.4
27.8
27.8
41.2
49.3

NA
2.6
4.1
2.9
1.4
3.3
0.7
2.1
3.8

Table 11.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Positive
13.4
20.7
30.7
33.6
39.7

Indifferent
32.1
39.7
36.2
35.5
28.7

Negative
50.1
36.7
31.1
28.6
28.8

NA
4.4
2.9
2.0
2.3
2.8

Table 11.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Positive
39.6
29.5
47.7
17.1
35.1

Indifferent
35.7
36.3
32.6
31.4
40.4

Negative
21.8
32.6
19.7
48.5
18.4

NA
2.9
1.6
0
3.0
6.1

Table 11.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Positive
26.8
18.6
33.9
39.2
32.3
34.5
23.5

Indifferent
40.4
52.6
29.5
23.8
35.5
28.8
29.3

Negative
30.2
26.7
34.9
30.7
30.7
36.7
43.3

NA
2.6
2.1
1.7
6.3
1.5
0
3.9

Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Positive
26.8
33.1
33.9
29.5
26.1

Indifferent
40.4
28.3
36.5
36.8
34.4

Negative
30.2
35.7
28.4
31.0
36.8

NA
2.6
2.9
1.2
2.7
2.7

12. "President A. Lukashenko stood out with criticism of the EU and US position on Belarus which consider this country non-democratic. Some people agree with the president, other – not and some more are even not concerned about the issue. What is your opinion?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

I agree with the president. 

Belarus is a democratic country
37.8
14.3
24.2
24.8
28.1
29.5
46.8
60.8

I don’t agree with the president. Belarus is a non-democratic 

country
32.8
42.9
42.9
44.9
41.7
38.8
26.4
13.6

I’m not concerned about this
17.4
26.5
22.4
19.0
19.3
19.0
14.0
11.8

DA/NA
12.0
16.3
10.5
11.3
10.9
12.8
11.8
13.8

Table 12.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

I agree with the president. 

Belarus is a democratic country
65.6
50.0
31.1
31.3
30.3

I don’t agree with the president. Belarus is a non-democratic 

country
12.8
17.9
37.1
36.6
47.1

I’m not concerned about this
8.9
17.8
18.6
20.9
15.3

DA/NA
12.7
14.3
13.2
11.2
7.3

Table 12.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I agree with the president. 

Belarus is a democratic country
18.7
34.5
23.6
60.8
26.7

I don’t agree with the president. Belarus is a non-democratic 

country
50.9
34.7
46.7
12.3
46.1

I’m not concerned about this
25.0
17.4
18.3
11.8
19.5

DA/NA
5.4
13.4
11.4
15.1
7.7

Table 12.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

I agree with the president. 

Belarus is a democratic country
24.5
45.3
39.2
29.9
32.7
30.8
59.2

I don’t agree with the president. Belarus is a non-democratic country
44.6
23.2
39.7
46.4
30.4
37.3
11.3

I’m not concerned about this
26.2
28.1
12.0
12.4
17.1
12.7
9.8

DA/NA
4.1
3.4
9.1
11.3
19.8
19.2
19.7

Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I agree with the president. 

Belarus is a democratic country
24.5
38.8
37.3
33.7
47.4

I don’t agree with the president. Belarus is a non-democratic country
44.6
31.6
30.1
36.6
25.6

I’m not concerned about this
26.2
16.7
19.6
14.4
14.3

DA/NA
4.7
12.9
13.0
15.3
12.7

13. "Some people say that, as regards foreign policy, it is better for Belarus to have good relations with Russia, other say – with the EU and the USA, some more say – with Russia, the EU and the USA, and there are also some saying that we don’t have personal resources for the development. What is your opinion?" (more than one answer is possible)
Table 13.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

It is better to have good relations with Russia
30.7
4.5
19.9
17.9
19.5
27.0
34.3
53.3

It is better to have good relations with the EU and the USA
6.4
6.5
11.5
6.9
7.0
6.0
7.2
3.8

It is better to have good relations with Russia, EU and USA
52.3
70.1
56.9
64.5
65.4
57.8
49.1
30.0

We don’t have personal resources for the development
8.0
9.9
8.5
8.7
6.7
7.6
5.8
9.8

DA
5.4
9.0
7.8
4.0
4.0
4.9
6.9
5.5

Table 13.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

It is better to have good relations with Russia
56.1
44.1
24.3
23.9
23.4

It is better to have good relations with the EU and the USA
2.9
2.1
7.3
9.2
6.6

It is better to have good relations with Russia, EU and USA
29.5
38.4
56.1
59.6
63.0

We don’t have personal resources for the development
10.3
9.4
7.4
6.5
8.9

DA
4.0
7.8
6.6
4.1
3.7

Table 13.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

It is better to have good relations with Russia
16.1
26.7
15.5
51.6
21.5

It is better to have good relations with the EU and the USA
10.3
5.9
9.3
3.6
8.7

It is better to have good relations with Russia, EU and USA
64.9
58.6
56.0
30.4
63.5

We don’t have personal resources for the development
7.4
6.8
12.5
9.7
7.1

DA
4.1
4.9
10.0
7.1
1.9

Table 13.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

It is better to have good relations with Russia
25.6
22.5
33.5
34.2
25.3
39.5
36.8

It is better to have good relations with the EU and the USA
6.3
8.8
6.8
10.0
4.2
5.0
4.0

It is better to have good relations with Russia, EU and USA
58.4
58.4
53.2
50.0
56.5
45.0
42.2

We don’t have personal resources for the development
8.4
10.8
9.7
5.2
4.9
7.2
9.0

DA
4.5
0.4
2.6
4.4
12.0
3.8
10.6

Table 13.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It is better to have good relations with Russia
25.6
28.8
27.3
28.9
37.0

It is better to have good relations with the EU and the USA
6.3
6.1
7.0
5.5
7.1

It is better to have good relations with Russia, EU and USA
58.4
51.4
54.9
54.9
46.6

We don’t have personal resources for the development
8.4
5.5
9.7
10.0
7.5

DA
4.5
10.0
2.2
4.1
5.3

14. "In his recent address to the Parliament, A. Lukashenko said that we chose the right course in Belarus and it won’t change. Do you agree with him?"

Table 14.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Definitely yes
21.3
4.7
9.8
7.6
10.5
17.1
26.0
42.5

Rather yes
27.1
28.6
25.0
23.5
24.9
25.7
30.8
30.0

Rather not
22.9
30.4
25.8
27.7
30.5
28.4
18.0
10.9

Definitely not
15.1
18.6
21.3
22.7
20.2
16.7
12.5
5.5

DA/NA
13.6
17.7
18.1
18.5
13.9
12.1
12.7
11.1

Table 14.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Definitely yes
47.5
34.2
16.7
13.1
11.4

Rather yes
31.1
28.0
26.6
24.0
28.9

Rather not
6.7
14.7
26.1
26.8
30.1

Definitely not
7.4
4.8
17.7
18.5
19.5

DA/NA
7.3
18.3
12.9
17.6
10.1

Table 14.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Definitely yes
10.4
17.0
6.0
41.0
9.7

Rather yes
16.6
28.5
30.1
31.5
24.9

Rather not
34.8
24.8
26.7
10.7
26.6

Definitely not
26.6
13.9
18.3
5.6
28.5

DA/NA
11.6
15.8
18.9
11.2
10.3

Table 14.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Definitely yes
16.5
27.3
22.0
21.6
20.7
10.8
28.0

Rather yes
24.2
28.9
29.0
20.1
25.9
28.2
32.2

Rather not
26.9
26.0
23.5
24.4
17.9
29.2
13.2

Definitely not
19.1
14.0
13.1
23.8
17.8
16.3
21.4

DA/NA
13.3
3.8
12.4
10.1
17.7
15.5
5.2

Table 14.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Definitely yes
16.5
24.0
16.7
23.2
22.5

Rather yes
24.2
28.1
23.0
21.1
33.8

Rather not
26.9
18.8
27.4
26.2
19.5

Definitely not
19.1
14.9
15.3
16.9
11.6

DA/NA
13.3
14.2
17.6
12.6
12.6

15. "Do you discuss socio-political issues with your friends, family or colleagues?"

Table 15.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Constantly discuss
21.8
14.2
20.5
18.7
19.5
25.0
21.2
24.2

Discuss from time to time
45.8
41.5
42.6
48.1
50.1
51.0
46.1
39.3

Almost never discuss
32.3
44.3
36.9
33.2
30.1
24.0
32.2
36.5

NA
0.1
0
0
0
0.3
0
0.5
0

Table 15.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Constantly discuss
20.4
21.9
17.9
23.4
30.0

Discuss from time to time
37.5
37.7
47.8
49.3
49.8

Almost never discuss
42.1
39.9
34.3
27.0
20.2

NA
0
0.5
0
0.3
0

Table 15.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Constantly discuss
22.9
20.7
20.7
23.8
18.8

Discuss from time to time
43.7
51.5
39.3
39.1
46.2

Almost never discuss
33.4
27.5
40.0
37.1
35.0

NA
0
0.3
0
0
0

Table 15.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Constantly discuss
16.3
18.7
30.4
24.7
12.7
20.2
29.7

Discuss from time to time
48.1
44.9
44.1
45.8
42.2
50.1
45.8

Almost never discuss
35.6
36.4
25.5
29.5
45.1
29.7
23.6

NA
0
0
0
0
0
0
0.9

Table 15.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Constantly discuss
16.3
24.3
26.9
18.0
24.0

Discuss from time to time
48.1
48.8
46.9
47.8
41.1

Almost never discuss
35.6
26.9
26.2
33.9
34.9

NA
0
0
0
0.3
0

16. "Do you think the majority or the minority of Belarusians share your viewpoints?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

Majority
67.5
59.3
62.3
61.2
68.6
70.3
69.8
68.8

Minority
9.9
12.4
15.4
14.3
10.3
7.9
6.8
8.8

DA/NA
22.6
28.3
22.3
24.5
21.1
21.8
23.4
22.4

Table 16.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Majority
71.1
59.9
68.1
66.5
71.7

Minority
10.2
8.8
8.4
11.7
11.3

DA/NA
18.7
31.3
23.5
21.8
17.0

Table 16.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Majority
69.5
67.5
56.1
69.1
64.5

Minority
11.9
8.7
17.1
8.4
12.1

DA/NA
18.6
23.8
26.8
22.5
23.4

Table 16.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

Majority
65.4
89.6
74.5
60.7
60.4
59.6
58.4

Minority
12.7
8.1
8.9
13.1
10.9
11.4
4.7

DA/NA
21.9
2.3
16.6
26.2
28.7
29.0
36.9

Table 16.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Majority
65.4
67.0
77.5
63.7
67.9

Minority
12.7
7.3
4.5
11.5
10.8

DA/NA
21.9
25.7
18.0
24.8
21.3

17. "Do you work at a private or a state-owned enterprise/company?" 

Table 17.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, year old



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

I don’t work
37.0
70.5
39.6
8.2
10.5
8.6
29.2
87.9

At private
17.5
7.2
21.2
33.3
29.4
21.4
12.7
1.8

At state-owned
44.3
19.6
38.4
57.8
59.5
69.7
57.2
7.2

NA
1.2
2.7
0.8
0.7
0.5
0.3
0.9
3.1

Table 17.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

I don’t work
89.3
61.7
28.5
17.0
22.9

At private
1.1
8.0
20.0
25.1
21.5

At state-owned
6.9
26.6
51.5
56.2
54.6

NA
2.7
3.7
0
1.7
1.0

Table 17.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I don’t work
3.3
0.6
91.0
93.1
91.7

At private
94.6
1.3
4.4
0.2
2.8

At state-owned
1.9
97.5
3.5
3.5
3.5

NA
0.2
0.6
1.1
3.2
0.2

Table 17.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and its region
Gomel and its region

I don’t work
30.0
36.5
37.2
39.1
42.6
38.7
36.5

At private
25.9
25.1
17.8
10.5
15.4
13.3
10.6

At state-owned
43.2
38.4
43.8
50.3
42.0
46.6
47.0

NA
0.9
0
1.2
0.1
0
1.4
5.9

Table 17.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I don’t work
30.0
39.9
30.0
34.7
43.1

At private
25.9
24.1
20.2
14.5
9.7

At state-owned
43.2
36.0
48.8
50.6
44.1

NA
0.9
0
0.1
0.2
3.1
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CONSOLIDATION OF DEMOCRATIC FORCES IS A GROUND FOR OPTIMISM

By Alexander Milinkevich, PhD, Program Manager of the Foundation for Regional Development Assistance

In the modern Belarus, the issue of coalition formation remains one of the most topical. There are many reasons for this. First, negative experience of the presidential election of 2001 reveals that parties alone cannot perform even purely technological tasks of an election campaign like collecting of signatures from voters.

Second, organizational resources of parties and public associations are presently much scantier than in 2001.

Third, A. Lukashenko himself has much contributed to integration of disconnected socio-political organizations. Obvious toughening of the policy of authorities against all opposition organizations has brought their leaders together and greatly promoted the development of cross-sectional cooperation. Mass closure of public associations and trade unions as well as greater control over activity of still legal NGO’s have put them before the political choice: yield to the authorities or work for the sooner change of the regime. This is the major reason of greater involvement of public associations into the politics and their closer cooperation with the political parties observed over lately.

There are much more arguments in favor of their consolidation. For example, sociological findings show that only a sole candidate for the united opposition has a rating at least slightly comparable with A. Lukashenko’s. Also, the impressive experience of the neighboring Ukraine has revealed that the opposition can count on victory only when all its real structures are united. 

Topicality and obvious necessity of integration have resulted in absence of open rivals of consolidation among country’s leading politicians. We assume that alliance of all democratic bodies is a necessary prerequisite for a successful implementation of any large-scale political project which have relation to electoral campaigns. Therefore, we can trust leaders of the parties and other bodies of the civic society claiming the necessity of consolidation. Yet, there are still many problems on this path. 

The most successful project in this regards is the Coalition Five Plus (“5+”) which have already grown into “10+”. Formed before the election of 2004, the coalition incorporated the most influential parties and public associations. The idea of its formation has won general approval. Much can be said about the achievements of the coalition. Yet, we think it would be more useful to talk this time about its drawbacks, mistakes and omissions in the process of consolidation. The first problems showed up during the election campaign to the Parliament.

The most apparent “defect” of the consolidation activity of that time was failure to work out a sole list of candidates to the deputies. Party leaders took the responsibility to select the candidatures but they never came to a consensus. Nomination of two or more candidates into each constituency disoriented voters and showed that the opposition still cannot agree on major issues.

Also, the key objective of the last election campaign and its projected result remained a mystery for many entities of the coalition. Surely, the reasoning on winning “people’s minds” and use of the election campaign as an opportunity to contact the electorate so as to demonstrate a political alternative more attractive than A. Lukashenko’s power cannot be considered a strategy.

Indefinite objectives, absence of a campaign plan or some other indicators to estimate its success as well as election and referendum results point out to that they took wrong decisions.

All the objectives set up in such a form don’t have clear evaluation criteria. Really, who can say if the opposition won “the minds” of voters or not? If it did, why mass falsification of results didn’t cause the same mass protests of the voters? How efficient was the information campaign? Did it draw us closer to the victory at the presidential election? All questions of this kind should be given clear-cut answers, but no review of results, analysis of mistakes or course adjustment took place after the election campaign.

Perhaps, preparation to the presidential election which the coalition “10+” launched right after the parliamentary campaign prevented it from this procedure. We should like to ponder on this important aspect of the coalition’s activity. Surely, cooperation should always take place, yet the presidential election appears that same “glue” which sticks together ten political entities. They all are presently involved into an important but only a preliminary stage of the campaign preparation which is aimed at nomination of a sole candidate for the consolidated opposition as an alternative to A. Lukashenko.

At first sight, the scheme established in the “Procedure of conducting the campaign on nomination of a sole candidate for presidency” is not very complex. Nomination of contenders has already taken place. Several political parties and all seven regional democratic conferences applied for nomination, in accordance with the Procedure. All contenders were to take written obligations, which can be shortly outlined as follows:

· a contender shares basic democratic principles and idea of country’s sovereignty;

· he/she undertakes to follow the Procedure of conducting the campaign on nomination of a sole candidate and will support any candidate elected at the National Congress;

· in case of victory, this person shall take the country back to the democratic road.

As we know, four contenders met all the requirements within the framework of the coalition. To remind, these are: Chairman of the Party of Communists Belarusian Sergei Kalyakin, Chairman of the United Civil Party Anatoly Lebedko, Chairman of the Belarusian Social-Democratic Hramada Stanislav Shushkevich and a non-party contender Alexander Milinkevich.

Despite expectations of the Procedure’s authors, many strong figures looking for the presidency didn’t join this nomination process which is a major problem of this stage. Clearly, participation of Valery Frolov, Vladimir Kolos, Vladimir Parfenovich, Alexander Yaroshuk, Vladimir Kozulin and other noted Belarusian politicians would greatly strengthen the campaign on a sole candidate nomination. This pitiful fact proves that not all is good in this very scheme and that, even though this initiative united most democratic structures, this is not all the opposition yet. Hypothetically, new members can join the procedure anytime till the National Congress of democratic forces which will take place not later than September of 2005. This, first of all, depends on the will and intention of the politicians who haven’t yet joined the initiative. However, if the Congress is held much later, we’ll get the same result as in 2001 when there was no time to publicize the sole candidate.

The work on the Congress preparation is now going in full. Its organizational committee has been already formed. It is headed by a well-known Belarusian politician Alexander Bukhvostov. Apart from direct organization of the very event, including choice of the place of meeting, preparation of draft documents and other organizational tasks, the committee will make up final list of Congress delegates. At present, regional meetings of the democratically-minded voters are held, each of them having the right to delegate two representatives for the Congress. Designers of the Procedure assumed that these are not only coalition members but common voters looking for changes who will come to the meetings. What’s more, these regional meetings were thought to become a powerful mobilizing start of the entire election campaign. Almost two dozens of the meetings already held have shown frustration of those expectations. With rare exception, members of those meetings are mainly the people who showed up in the opposition long ago as well as their friends and families. Thus, they were right who called well-structured opposition to choosing the sole candidate independently and not appeal to common citizens with the request to define a leader for the politicians. 

In this regards, we should like to remember the experience of nominating a sole candidate for the opposition, often mentioned today, for the presidential election of 2001. Many politicians say that choosing a sole candidate in narrow circles and not publicly was a major mistake of that period. The true problem is that the decisions were taken by the people who weren’t leaders of public opinion. Their choice was hardly based on sociological data and they didn’t stick to proper criteria. Taking off a dynamic Semion Domash was a huge mistake. Yet, a major omission was announcement of a sole candidate two weeks before the election. This is the most dramatic mistake of that time!

Getting back to the present days, the campaign on nomination of a sole candidate for the opposition couldn’t become public in its very nature. Also, the time has revealed that election of a sole candidate is an internal affair of the opposition and, therefore, the time factor now plays the key role. The sooner we complete this procedure, the more time we will have to work directly with the population which is crucial to win the election. According to the latest IISEPS findings, some 23% are presently ready to support an alternative candidate while almost 42% - A. Lukashenko. Increase in the rating of the opposition is now blocked up by internal tug-of-war.

Apart from nomination of a sole candidate, there are yet several more important problems which should be solved so as the opposition could participate successfully in the forthcoming election campaign. 

The coalition desperately needs to increase its organizational and technical potential as well as numerical strength. This can be achieved, first of all, through cooperation with NGO’s and other organizations of the civic society. By certain estimates, active and almost ready to participate in the election campaign, NGO’s can help increase the numerical strength of the coalition twofold and its technical capabilities - even more. This won’t happen all by itself, though. All the structures should take an active part in building the coalition.

As founders of the coalition, party leaders should take the initiative of attracting new organizations into the coalition. Also, already engaged NGO’s can assist the coalition in this issue.

Efficiency of the coalition will to a greater extend depend on correct distribution of roles and duties in the forthcoming joint work. NGO’s shall themselves define, where possible, what they are ready to do and what they can do as well as what resources they can provide for the joint activity. Of course, all possible human and organizational resources of the coalition should be used for the technological tasks like collection of signatures, distributions of leaflets, participation in mass actions, etc. 

 As regards the role of the coalition entities from the viewpoints of their location, they should be different in the capital, regions and even in separate districts. Thus, the parties play dominating role in the capital and not in the regions and districts. Here, we should necessarily take into account the mistakes of the previous campaign. Further vertical structuring of the coalition and formation of its other bodies, headquarters, divisions, etc. should be undertaken in accordance with the adopted activity plan, stage goals and available resources. Consolidated and highly skilled team and presence of a leader are just prerequisites for a successful election campaign. Team is an instrument which can work well only under a skillful and experienced politician.

Having decided who will oppose A. Lukashenko on behalf of the opposition at the coming election, we’ll do only a part of work. Those who are dissatisfied with the current regime ask the question “Who if not him?” However, A. Lukashenko’s support in the society is presently very large. President’s rating is getting down but this doesn’t mean that the rating of the opposition will therefore increase all by itself.

As appears from the above, if the opposition really has a competent team and a recognized leader, there’s no sense sitting and waiting for election so as to use these resources. A powerful preliminary campaign is to precede the election. It is important not to fail in defining the goals of this preliminary campaign. The main of them are:

– ensuring workability of the team and its training;

– strengthening the opposition by, first of all, numerical growth;

– promoting a sole candidate for the opposition;

– working to increase trust of the citizens to the opposition;

– involving as many people in the political activity as possible;

– taking up political initiative right before the election.

As a program objective in the preliminary period, some politicians propose to change the electoral legislation, by collecting signatures from voters as a direct legislative initiative included. However, this project not just shows little promise but it is not able to solve most of the above tasks.

The thesis on that many voters felt deceived after the election and referendum of 2004 is in general true. According to Gallup’s survey, 49% voters only and not 79% supported the issue of the third term. Thus, 30% have all grounds to consider themselves deceived. The problem is these are just 30%! The point is if such deceit of the authorities can provoke an open protest of the deceived. Shouldn’t those university students and teachers who were forced to vote ahead of term consider themselves deceived, humiliated and offended?

If we suggest that the necessary signatures have been finally collected but the Parliament still turns down propositions of the opposition (Does anyone doubt that this can be different?), what shall we do then? They may once again publicize an address that the regime has neglected the opinion of not just the opposition and international institutions but of 50 000 voters. Yet, this will barely change the political situation.

The Electoral Code is crucial, but let’s remember the years 1989 and 1990 when representatives of the opposition won the election which was held by even less democratic laws. What contributed to this is the political background favorable for democrats. This is why we should press to change it presently in our favor.

It looks like in the current election campaign the opposition will launch a project based on one or two social problems which are the most topical for the majority of the population. It should be developed and implemented in such a way that all countermeasures of the authorities turn losing for them. The aim of this project is to involve most citizens into political issues, draw attention of as many citizens as possible and first of all of those who have never taken interest in politics before. It shall as well contribute to disclosure of the regime, take down A.Lukashenko’s popularity even among his recent supporters and involve the population at least to a certain extent into activity of the opposition.

Implementation of the project is supposed to increase the rating of the opposition candidate to the level compared with the rating of the current head of state. This will serve at least a certain guarantee of that even if A. Lukashenko feels the gravity of the situation he will hardly decide to deny this candidate in registration.

Back to the issue of launching mass public actions to change the electoral legislation, carrying different political and social campaigns within the framework of one project is a huge mistake. We should not address people with proposition of joint actions on the improvement of their socio-economic and financial state and at the same time ask for their support to change the electoral legislation. This will undoubtedly cause their suspicion. They will take acute social issues for a kind of a fig leaf covering purely political interests of the opposition proper. Such mistakes can nullify the efforts of the opposition in its preparation to the election.

In all said above, we have partially covered the most important and obvious points related to the coalition formation and its key objectives. Apparently, other activists involved in preparation of the presidential campaign of 2006 have their own opinions on the issue. Yet, mutual understanding between the political forces has greatly increased over lately and we find more and more things in common. This is the ground for optimism.

BOOKSHELF
P. K. Severinets "National Idea. Phenomenology in Belarus." – Riga, ODO "Laima", 2005, 364 pgs.

Phenomenological approach to the Belarusian national idea presented in the work of the noted political figure and publicist Pavel Severinets is first of all displayed in his numerous descriptions of how the national spirit of the Belarusian nation manifested in the course of more than thousand years of the Belarusian history. Author’s undoubted achievement is his encyclopedic learning and attempts to find the best traits of the Belarusian national character in the history, household, sport and activity of outstanding figures. In his opinion, territory, land, geographical position between Russia and the West, between Baltic Sea and Black Sea, location in the Eastern-European heartland is the basis of the national idea. This very thing defined historical and modern mission of the Belarusian people and the state.

We fully agree with author’s integral approach to investigation of Belarusian features through analysis of a long and troublous development path of the nation. His substantial research comprises K. Kalinovsky and P. Masherov, fathers of Belarusian Renaissance and Pesniary band. Mythologems of the national liberation movement are interlinked with the mythologems of the Soviet period in the history of the country: for example, defense of the Brest fortress and partisan movement in the World War II. This is natural since the Soviet period has been fixed up in the minds of many Belarusians as a positive period of development. Frankly speaking, this material shouldn’t be all given to the authorities as a possible source of anti-national propaganda.

Author’s greatest achievement here is his positive and affirmative approach. Every page of this book makes an attempt to give an answer to the questions “What are we?” and “In what do we differ from the neighboring nations?” It doesn’t contain any comparisons of the Belarusians with the other nationalities or negative characteristics of the neighbors to underline possible advantages of the Belarusian nation.

While bright images of the beloved Belarus are the phenomenology of this work, Christian theology and in particular the texts of the Holy Scripture are its nomenology (perception of phenomena through notions). In the opinion of Severinets, they can give answers to the most topical questions of the present time. “Our attempts to build up democracy, market, open society and national state in the Western pattern without God and without the coordinate system of the universe are futile. Reforms in Russia and many post-Soviet countries were build on spiritual sand, therefore their failure is quite reasonable. Reforming in the Baltic States and in Poland was grounded, in the entire nation and in every person, on the inner spiritual and inherently Christian foundation. Hence, its success. There are no prospects in Belarus without God.”

Given analysis of the situation takes to the appropriate practical conclusion which is “Belarussianization of Christianity and Christianization of Belarus.” Missionary work in Russia and Eastern Europe may become even an honorable mission of Belarusian patriots. “Belarus survived in bloody wars and occupations and got independence miraculously in order not to stock lard, grumble with neighbors or hide in potatoes from habitual threats. That’s enough! This is not lard with a strip of meat waving above our heads. This is white-red-white Flag of Christ. We need strong and active Belarus – a hot Heart of Europe. We should set up an objective to overpass the achievements of the XVI century and give all our strength to the case of Skaryna, Radzivil and Sapega. We should rise up the countries of the Great Duchy, wake up Europe, overcome Russia. Right, we are too weak for this. Yet, those who walk with God and love Belarus know how feasible this is.”

When talking about awakening of Europe and overcoming over Russia, the author means spiritual influence, victory of the Scripture and not weapons. Yet, I think that the messianic path, even spiritual, towards which P. Severinets calls doesn’t correspond to real interests of the Belarusian nation.

First, any sort of messianic activity presupposes strict subjection - of the entire nation in general and its every representative in particular - to the key aim. Whatever is the wording of the aim, it hardly goes together with the ideas of personality and man’s personal freedom which in their turn ensure democratization of country’s political system. All messianic projects, as the history shows, were implemented at the cost of freedom and democracy.

Second, Christianization of Belarus and Belarussianization of Christianity as the first stage in national mission’s implementation involve huge and self-denying cultural and educational work that can be undertaken by some new Christian order only. None of the Belarusian parties or NGO’s or even a coalition of parties can accomplish this task. As regards spiritual liberation of the Russian people from imperial pressure, a new crusade to the East will be necessary to do this.

Third, the great messianic aims distract Belarusian national forces from by far more topical and pressing problem – political one. The Republic of Belarus is the only country at the territory of the former USSR in which antinational (in the content of their political course) forces still govern the state which is national in its form. This means they may anytime destroy the greatest God’s gift – country’s independence which the Belarusians received without any fights.

Uladzimer Rouda, PhD, political scientist
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