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Dear readers!

This issue of the analytical bulletin “IISEPS News” offers to your attention materials reflecting the most interesting results of institute’s studies in the third quarter of 2005.

In August, during his business trip around Slutsk district, A. Lukashenko stated that he had been actually carrying presidential election campaign starting from September 10, 2001. This means that all the resources he has (administrative, financial, informational, etc.), i.e. all state resources, have been used for only one purpose – his election for the third term in July 2006. Many events and phenomena of the Belarusian public and political life become clear in the light of this statement. For example, this is growing rating of the president: after a minor decrease (47.7% right after the October referendum, 46.4% in March and 41.7% in May 2005) it went up in September to 47.3%. As the election date comes, budgetary payments to certain population groups go up, Russia-Belarus relations turn steady, propaganda campaign gets more aggressive, self-isolation at the international arena increases, etc. All this wouldn’t happen if not for the targeted and unlimited use of state resources.

Another result of this campaign is the significant growth of isolation-oriented and even negative attitude of the Belarusians to the outside world. Many Belarusians started taking their closest neighbors from the EU – Baltic States and Poland – as hostile and far-away Iran and North Korea – as friendly countries. As the research shows, these attitudes haven’t yet penetrated deep into the mass consciousness and mass behavior (on the scale of social distance, these peoples are taken fairly well), yet the state propaganda undoubtedly affects it.

Progressively closer attention – both on the part of the authorities and the opposition – is presently given to the potential of changes within the society. Can any "colored revolution" happen in Belarus in the near future? The latest data shows that this potential shouldn’t be either underestimated or overestimated. Thus, asked “Do you believe that A. Lukashenko can be dismissed following colored revolution?” less than 15% of respondents answered in the positive and less than 10% of respondents confirmed their readiness to take part in such an action. On the other hand, almost 45% spoke out for giving presidential powers to the other candidate, and exactly the same number of respondents wants to re-elect A. Lukashenko for the next term. This ‘potential energy for changes’ may turn into "kinetic" only when Belarusians see an alternative candidate corresponding to their expectations. As of now, although 57.8% of respondents considers that Belarus should have an opposition to the current authorities and over 50% would like to know more about it, only 17.2% places themselves among the opposition to authorities and approximately the same number of respondents says that they happened to meet and talk to members of political parties over the past years. Since supporters of changes cannot count on state resources, the problem of efficient political communication and informing is coming to the foreground. The National Congress of Democratic Forces (Its peak of preparation fell exactly to the third quarter) revealed that in general this problem can be solved even in unfavorable conditions: 8.5% of respondents know the people who took part in delegate nomination, over 20% heard about the process and nearly 35% don’t support hindering actions of the authorities.

As usual, we present the most important issues in the light of basic socio-demographic characteristics as well as the trends of change in Belarusian public opinion over the past years to those of our readers who prefer pure figures to analytics. 

In our opinion, National Congress of Democratic Forces has become the major event of public and political life in this period. Therefore, we give our “Open Forum” to A. Bukhvostov, Chairman of the Congress’ Organizing Committee and a noted Belarusian politician, and to Prof. O. Manaev, IISEPS Director, who introduced the delegates to the latest resalts of public opinion poll.

Although the IISEPS was closed in April of 2005 upon the decision of the Supreme Court, government-exerted pressure on the Institute continues taking sometimes brutal and sometimes ridiculous forms. The Brief of the Justice Ministry published in this bulletin is a proof of this pressure.

This time our “Bookshelf” has been given to the reputed Belarusian economist I. Pelipas who presents a new book of our colleagues from the Strategy analytical center. This book gives deep analysis of the most important events taking place in Belarus over the past years as well as considers their possible developments and ways of their implementation.

All comments and feedbacks are as usual welcome!

IISEPS Board

STRENGTHENING PRO-“WIDE EUROPE”

ATTITUDES IN BELARUS
In September of 2005, the IISEPS conducted a nation public opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed – 1 504 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error does not exceed 0.03). The questionnaire, as usual, covered a wide range of problems related to the most pressing and most topical aspects of life in Belarus. 

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

SEPTEMBER – 05

Foes all around!?

Tolerance of the Belarusians has already become proverbial. Are they truly that tolerant? To study tolerance/intolerance towards various social groups, social studies use the scales of social distance. In the given poll, respondents were asked to define their attitude to different nationalities, on the five-point scale, from readiness to ally by marriage (or get married) and accept them into their families to simple readiness to live in one country. Table 1 presents the data obtained during polling.

Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question "To which extent are you ready to accept the following 

nationalities?", % *



Variant of answer
Ready to ally by 

marriage 
Ready to work together
Ready to live as neighbors
Ready to 

live in one city/town
Ready to live in Belarus
Index of social distance**

Russians
52.4
16.7
15.1
4.6
7.4
1.918

Ukrainians
30.9
21.3
26.0
7.6
9.9
2.417

Poles
29.0
23.5
23.6
7.5
11.9
2.474

Western Europeans (Englishmen, Frenchmen, Germans, etc.)
17.0
23.7
21.9
12.7
20.1
2.949

Central Europeans (the Czech, Slovaks, Hungarians, Serbians, etc.) 
12.6
23.2
24.0
13.0
22.3
3.096

Lithuanians
11.5
21.1
26.7
13.3
21.8
3.135

Jews
10.7
23.4
24.5
12.4
23.9
3.164

Letts
10.5
21.1
25.7
13.8
22.9
3.186

Americans
11.1
22.3
17.1
11.4
31.5
3.322

Immigrants from Central Asia (Uzbeks, Kazakhs, etc.)
3.0
17.5
21.4
15.9
35.3
3.676

Arabs
2.0
13.1
17.6
12.7
45.6
3.953

Immigrants from Caucasus (Azerbaijani, Armenians, 

Georgians, Chechens, etc.)
2.0
12.9
17.3
13.4
46.1
3.967

Africans
1.1
13.1
18.1
12.0
46.7
3.990

Immigrants from Southeastern Asia (Vietnamese, Chinese, etc.)
1.0
13.8
16.3
12.5
47.8
4.009

*Table is read across

** Index of social distance is an average value of distance indexes: if the percentage of respondents is distributed on the scale as A, B, C, D, E, the index is calculated as (A + 2B + 3C + 4D + 5E) : (A + B + C + D + E). The index may receive the value from 1 – when all respondents are ready to become allied by marriage with a representative of the nationality given, to 5 – when all respondents are ready to tolerate him/her as a citizen of Belarus only.

As one can see, this data doesn’t fit the general idea of ethnic tolerance of the Belarusians. Actually, this tolerance appears rather selective. Russians stand in the first place and leave all others far behind. In general, all Belarusians agree to have them as their colleagues at work and every second is ready to accept them into their families. Southern and western neighbors-Slavs stand on almost the same distance. Noteworthy, mostly Orthodox Ukrainians as well as Catholic Polish in different ways are placed among “us.” It is unexpected that so common in Belarus Jews and Baltic nationalities lag behind so far-away Western Europeans and Central Europeans. This affinity is hardly explained by well-being of the Europeans. The Americans are in no way poorer but the distance from them is much greater. The Americans fall between two groups of nationalities – Europeans and non-Europeans. As regards social distance, there’s a great gap between the first and the second. While attitude to immigrants from the countries of Central Asia is comparatively tolerant, still the Belarusians are ready to tolerate other nationalities as citizens of the same settlement area only. Almost every second respondent will tolerate Arabs, Caucasians, Africans and natives of South-East Asia only as citizens of Belarus living somewhere far away from them.

We come to several important conclusions from Table 1. First, the data proves that the Russians are the nationality the most congenial to the Belarusians as regards both human level and everyday life.

Second, Slavic affinity combined with at least neighborhood is appreciated while denomination doesn’t play a crucial role.

Third, even though via politically incorrect intolerance but Belarusians clearly identify themselves as Europeans and as a part of “we-whole” the distance within which is by far less than between “us” and global “them”. 

Fourth, extremely high level of intolerance to the last five nationalities should become a serious source of concern for both the state and civic society. Grounded on this data, assaults of skin-heads against natives from Asia and Africa appear not just disruptive behavior but mass attitude in its extreme form.

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question "List five countries which, in your opinion, are the most friendly to Belarus (Russia) and five countries which are the most hostile to Belarus (Russia)", %



Country
Belarus (09'05)
Russia (05'05)


Friendly
Unfriendly
Index*
Friendly
Unfriendly
Index*

Russia
71.4
2.3
0.691
–
–
–

Belarus
–**
–
–
46
2
0.44

Ukraine
33.8
10.0
0.238
17
13
0.04

Kazakhstan
21.0
1.0
0.200
20
1
0.19

China 
21.9
2.8
0.191
12
4
0.08

Germany
20.4
7.3
0.131
23
4
0.19

Cuba
13.5
2.6
0.109
–
–
–

Italy
12.0
1.6
0.104
6
1
0.05

Bulgaria
11.6
1.7
0.099
11
0
0.11

Moldova
11.8
2.9
0.089
4
4
0.00

Uzbekistan 
6.6
1.0
0.056
4
1
0.03

Israel 
8.2
3.1
0.051
5
3
0.02

Japan
6.5
2.8
0.037
4
6
–0.02

North Korea
5.1
1.8
0.033
3
1
0.02

Armenia
5.7
2.5
0.032
9
4
0.05

Iran
8.4
5.4
0.030
2
6
–0.04

Czech Republic
6.5
3.7
0.028
2
1
0.01

Kyrgyzstan
4.3
1.8
0.025
5
3
0.02

Serbia
3.7
1.3
0.024
3
1
0.02

Azerbaijan
4.4
2.9
0.015
5
5
0.00

Turkey 
3.7
2.2
0.011
2
1
0.01

Turkmenistan
2.7
1.8
0.009
2
1
0.01

Slovakia
2.4
1.7
0.007
2
0
0.02

Romania
2.5
1.9
0.006
0
2
–0.02

Switzerland
2.2
1.9
0.003
3
0
0.03

Syria
0.9
0.9
0
1
1
0.00

Iraq
6.1
7.7
–0.016
2
10
–0.07

Lebanon
3.0
4.7
–0.017
–
–
–

Georgia
5.6
11.7
–0.061
2
38
–0.36

Estonia
2.2
11.0
–0.088
0
32
–0.32

UK
4.0
13.9
–0.099
5
3
0.02

Lithuania
8.7
22.6
–0.139
1
42
–0.41

Poland
13.2
28.9
–0.157
5
4
0.01

Latvia
6.6
23.8
–0.172
2
49
–0.47

USA
2.6
56.0
–0.534
11
23
–0.12

* Index is a  difference of percentage between those who marked this country as friendly and as non-friendly divided by 100

** These countries weren’t included in the polling list

Another indicator of tolerance/intolerance is attitude of citizens to foreign states, i.e. whether they take them as a foe or a friend. In particular, in the given polling we asked respondents to pick-up from the given list the countries most friendly and most unfriendly to Belarus. The same question was asked in May of 2005 during the All-Russian opinion poll conducted by the Center of Y. Levada. The results of both polls are given in Table 2.

The first really striking thing is intensity of attitude to leader and outsider on the list. Overwhelming majority of respondents in Belarus estimates Russia as a friendly country. Although the Russians also put Belarus on the first place in the list of friends, they are more reserved in their estimate. As it goes from Table 1, attitude of the Belarusians to Russia is based on cultural and ethnic affinity and not on merely political. 

On the other hand, more than every second Belarusian estimates America as a major foe or at least an ill-wisher. In Russia, approximately every fourth stands to such a viewpoint. In this regards, the Belarusian public opinion is a mirror of the official propaganda which, in its turn, has to break up generally tolerant attitude of Belarusians to Americans: According to Table 1, social distance from America is not very large but the image of America as “Foe No 1” has been politically built.

The same is the scheme of attitude formation to neighboring Poland, Lithuania and Latvia. This is especially true to Poland the citizens of which, according to Table 1, are within the third of “us” for the Belarusians. In addition, Russian mass media issue denunciations against these countries. 

Remarkably, after bitter rows on the World War II results the Russian publicity took by far lesser offence against Poland than the Baltic States.

It is hard to say if the trend was the same in Belarus this May but Belarus-Poland conflict on the Union of Poles as well as escalation of Russia-Belarus relations undoubtedly influenced September estimates. At the same time, attitude of Belarusians to Poland is the most contrasting: Poland is the second in the list of foes and the seventh in the list of friends.

Baltic States and Poland appear the most unfriendly countries after the USA in the eyes of public opinion. Presence of a far-away Georgia among major foes is probably expounded not only by the conflicts over deported KMARA activists but also by activity of Russian mass media which took Georgia as a worst enemy long before the Rose revolution. Also, according Table 1, such information campaigns hit already prepared general mentality: the Georgians associated with their region aren’t the most welcomed people in Belarus. 

The degree to which state-run mass media influence the image-formation of the foreign world available to most Belarusians in the television is shown in Table 3.

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, how do Belarusian state-run mass media cover activity of and life in Western countries?"



Variant of answer
%

Show them better than they are
9.1

Show them truly
42.4

Show them worse than they are
30.2

The most impressing is the number of respondents – almost every tenth – who think that Western policy and standard of living is even worse than featured on Belarusian television.

However, some estimates of respondents don’t fully correspond to the state mass media “messages”. Despite criticism of Ukraine and information war with “orange virus”, this southern neighbor takes second place after Russia in the list of friends. What works with Poland, doesn’t work with Ukraine. Attempts of the Belarusian authorities to hustle up the regimes like Libyan, Iranian and Syrian into allies and their proper coverage in the state-run mass media don’t find response in the hearts of Belarusians. Actually, attitude to these countries is extremely unfavorable.

Comparing attitude of the Belarusians and Russians to the surrounding world, Belarusian attitude is more Soviet-like. Bipolar world which broke up after the cold war still remains a reality in the mass Belarusian mentality. There’s a hostile camp headed by America, next to it – UK (by the way, Russians give positive estimates of the UK which are greatly different from Belarusian). Northern and western neighbors of Belarus posing immediate thread make an avant-garde which stands next to Belarus. Also, there’s our camp – Belarus and Russia and taking our side China and Kazakhstan. Noteworthy is very good attitude to China unlike to widely promoted by the official Minsk Iran, Syria and Lebanon. The Belarusians don’t know much about China and are not willing to. The social distance with the Chinese, according to Table 1, is very large. Such estimation of China makes sense within the framework of bipolar model: my enemy’s strong enemy is my friend. Russians don’t place China among its foes but take it even less friendly: the Amur River only divides Russia from China and almost nothing protects Russia from immigration of the Chinese which makes attitude of the Russians to its south-eastern friend so to say unambiguous. However, there are several countries which fall out from the cold war scheme of attitude shown by Belarusians. As we’ve already mentioned, one of them is Ukraine longing into Europe but still remaining a friend. We should like to draw your attention here to a radical difference in attitude of the two Slav nationalities to the third: the number of Russians considering Ukraine a “friend” or a “foe” is almost equal. In Belarus, the number of the first is threefold higher that of the second. Perhaps, the reason is in the last-year Russia’s battle for Ukraine which wasn’t Belarusian and the Belarusians couldn’t score for their team the failure of V. Yanukovich already congratulated with the victory by A. Lukashenko and V. Putin.

Several more exclusions from the bipolar scheme are Bulgaria and Czech Republic enjoying positive estimates of NATO, Moldova opposing Russia’s influence and therefore defamed in Russian mass media, deeply pro-NATO and pro-American Italy and, of course, Germany. Every fourth Belarusian fell in the war with Germany and it is still among the five countries-friends!

It should be mentioned though that these countries aren’t main curse goals of the Belarusian state-run mass media and this expounds for their exclusion from the foe list. Regarding Germany, it goes right after Belarus in Russia’s list of friends. Still estimates of Germany given by both Russia and Belarus are very close. V. Putin met as many times with G. Schroeder as A. Lukashenko but Moscow and Berlin play single geopolitical game while Minsk isn’t a partner for Berlin in any global game. Still, Germany is a friend for Belarusians.

Apart from other things, the above mentioned data defines the borders of external promotion of democratization movement in Belarus. Over lately, the idea to initiate such promotion through closest Belarusian neighbors Poland and Baltic States has been very popular. However, Table 2 shows that the authors of this idea obviously exaggerated sympathies of the Belarusians to these neighbors. At least, Belarusian state propaganda has efficiently built their image of “enemies.” Finally, according to Table 2, Ukrainian or German assistance would be taken more positively.

Polish issue

Few problems drew such close attention of the Belarusian publicity as the conflict over Union of Poles in Belarus which grew into an international conflict between Belarus and Poland. According to the polling data, almost 70% of respondents are aware of the conflict.

This is a very high indicator based not only on wide coverage of the issue in the mass media but on its importance for Belarusians. Poland is one of major geopolitical players in this region; Belarus is closely linked with it both historically and culturally. For the Belarusians, the Poles are the most affiliated nationality after the Russians and the Ukrainians. What’s more, the state and rights of this ethnic minority have become the issue of political collision which is usually taken hard in the society. Finally, the current conflict is the first one involving an EU and NATO member-state. The united Europe, although slightly involved into the conflict, obviously participates in it. What causes of the conflict do the Belarusians see?

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, what is a major cause of the conflict over Union of Poles in Belarus?"



Variant of answer
%

Interference of Poland and other Western countries into the internal affairs of Belarus
24.4

Attempts of the authorities to take Union’s activity under their control
19.8

Old and new boards of the Union couldn’t divide the money
9.0

Violations at the congress of the Union disclosed by the Belarusian Justice Ministry
8.7

Table 4 reveals the most widely given causes of the conflict: They are mostly political with a minor overweight in favor of the official interpretation in the manner of a fortress under siege. Remarkably, the official interpretation of the conflict – the Union members violated the law at the congress and the Belarusian Ministry of Justice rose up to stand up the law – was given less support among the respondents. Both opponents and supporters of the regime proceed from that in current Belarus the law is just legalized political expediency. The common viewpoint according to which all political problems and conflicts have the only explanation that they couldn’t divide the money won few supporters. However, since the official propaganda offered all three versions even though in different proportions – “external interference”, “law-based” and “admass”, together they appeared wider-spread than the idea of scheduled “cleansing” in the country’s political and civic field.

Similar trends are found in the answers to the question on conflict’s major initiators. (See Table 5).

The number of those respondents who lays responsibility on the Belarusian authorities and those who sees the cause of the conflict in their willingness to take the Union of Poles under their control (see Table 4) is almost equal – 20%. In fact, this is one and the same standpoint put in different wordings. Data in Table 5 shows obvious overbalance in favor of political estimates of the conflict: the version of guilt of the Union of Poles’ board isn’t popular even among those who think the victim is the Belarusian side.

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, who is more guilty in escalating the conflict over the Union of Poles in Belarus?"



Variant of answer
%

Belarusian authorities  
19.7

Polish authorities
16.7

Board of the Union of Poles
14.7

USA
8.1

European Union
3.5

Noteworthy is distribution of guilt between Poland’s allies as respondents give them in their estimates: the EU made attempts to defend its new member, although to a lesser extent than Polish politicians would like to, while the USA wasn’t involved in the conflict at all. However, persuasion in America’s hostility against Belarus provided for twice greater number of those respondents who blame USA in the confrontation than those who lay responsibility on the united Europe.

Although only every fifth respondent blamed the Belarusian authorities of the conflict, tough measures taken by the official Minsk raised dissatisfaction of most respondents. (See Table 6).

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question "Quite recently, Deputies of the European Parliament - Polish citizens coming on business visit to Belarus to investigate the conflict over the Union of Poles – were denied entrance into the country on the grounds that their visit, in the opinion of the authorities, might "cause a national discord". The European Union condemned this decision and underlined that it increases international isolation of Belarus. What is your attitude to all this?"



Variant of answer
%

I support the actions of the Belarusian authorities
25.2

I don’t support  the actions of the Belarusian authorities
32.9

I’m not concerned about this
20.2

Table 7

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Do you think Belarus should become a member of the European Union?", %



Variant of answer
03'05
05'05
09'05

Yes
52.8
47.4
38.0

No
44.4
35.4
44.0

Table 8

Relation between answers to the question on the causes of the conflict over Union of Poles and Poland’s attitude  to Belarus, attitude to the West in general and to candidates for the forthcoming  presidential election in Belarus*, %



Variant of answer
Voting at the coming election
Attitude of Poland to Belarus
Is the West unfriendly towards Belarus?


For A. Lukashenko (47.5%)**
For a democratic candidate (25.5)
Friendly (11.8)
Unfriendly (2.9)
Yes

(38.0)
No

(44.0)

Interference of Poland and other Western countries into the internal affairs of Belarus (24.4)
35.7
9.5
15.4
40.6
39.1
17.6

Attempts of the authorities to take Union’s activity under their control (19.8)
3.4
53.3
28.8
15.0
6.4
36.3

Old and new boards of the Union couldn’t divide the money (9.0)
7.8
7.6
9.3
8.4
9.9
8.9

Violations at the congress of the Union disclosed by the Belarusian Justice Ministry (8.7)
11.8
4.4
7.3
11.2
8.8
8.5

* Table is read down

** In brackets is given percentage of respondents  on the whole sampling depending on their variant of answer 

Table 9

Relation between answers to the question on the guilty of the conflict over the Union of Poles and Poland’s attitude to Belarus, attitude to the West in general and to candidates for the forthcoming  presidential election in Belarus*, %



Variant of answer
Voting at the coming election
Attitude of Poland to Belarus
Is the West unfriendly towards Belarus?


For A. Lukashenko (47.5%)
For a democratic candidate (25.5)
Friendly (11.8)
For A. Lukashenko (47.5%)**
For a democratic candidate (25.5)
Friendly (11.8)

Belarusian authorities

(19.7) 
2.5
56.0
31.6
14.9
5.4
37.9

Polish authorities (16.7)
25.6
6.3
13.2
23.6
22.0
14.0

Board of the Union of Poles (14.7)
16.2
10.4
11.0
18.5
16.9
13.2

USA (8.1)
11.7
1.5
7.1
13.6
14.8
2.9

EU (3.5)
4.9
1.1
1.9
4.7
6.3
0.7

* Table is read down

Perhaps, the reason is that in general the Belarusians appreciate open borders and don’t welcome their closure be this for them or for others. Yet, at the same time the polling data shows extremely low level of pro-European moods among Belarusians; they went down significantly even as compared with the beginning of this year. (See Table 7).

This downfall might have been caused not only by Belarus-Poland conflict, which is the first serious conflict of Belarus with the united Europe, but also by the results of referendum on EU Constitution in France and Netherlands: outright failure of an integration move reduced the value of this union. Data in Table 7 appears even more important if taking into account that in 2002 the number of people supporting accession of Belarus into Europe made 61%.

In addition, answers of respondents to the question if West is hostile against Belarus and Belarusians should be beware of it do agree with the above data. The opinions split almost equally: 44.4% said “yes” and 42.6% said “no”.

Data in Tables 4 and 5 points out to preference of political explanation by respondents. The data given below (See Tables 8 and 9) displays how these estimates are related with respondents’ political standpoints.

Thus, external and internal political expectations of respondents affect to a great extent their answers to the questions on both causes of the conflict and those guilty in the conflict over the Union of Poles in Belarus. Internal factor like choice of a candidate for the coming presidential election appears here much more significant than the relations with Poland and the West in general. In a sense, this means that no special Polish issue exists for the Belarusian mass mentality. There’s only one issue – Belarusian…

Those whom the Belarusians trust

According to the results of the opinion poll (See Table 10), citizens are very careful about most state and public institutions. These are first eight institutions only to which more respondents trust than distrust. People feel the highest credibility to the Orthodox Church which significantly outruns all other institutions. This is natural since almost three fourths of adult population in Belarus place themselves among Orthodoxy supporters. Also, the official propaganda of the formally secular state almost openly declares support of the authorities to this religion. Army is the second institution in the degree of trust. The next are state-run mass media and President. In other words, the traditional Slav formula of trust “God, king and army chief” works 100% in Belarus (the state-run mass media are nowadays mouth-pieces of the authorities and can hardly be considered as independent).

Remarkably, the level of trust to these institutions has greatly increased comparing, for example, with June of 2004. This is especially true as regards the president. His level of trust has jumped almost 15-fold!

Research centers, both independent and state-run, human rights organizations as well the Catholic Church follow after. These institutions have positive index of trust. Growth of credibility to the Catholic Church is fairly obvious: more respondents trust to it that distrust (in the past, the ratio was always the opposite).

Table 10

Dynamics of trust to state-run and public institutions



Institutions
Trust, %
Distrust, %
Index


09'05
06'04
09'05
06'04
09'05
06'04

Orthodox Church
68.1
66.9
20.5
20.1
+0.481
+0.471

Army
58.7
55.3
28.4
28.6
+0.306
+0.269

State-run mass media
55.3
49.6
33.3
36.7
+0.222
+0.129

President
54.1
43.7
32.4
42.3
+0.218
+0.015

Independent research centers 
43.2
46.9
27.3
20.2
+0.160
+0.268

State-run research centers
43.6
40.7
33.6
30.9
+0.101
+0.099

Human rights organizations (Belarusian Helsinki Committee, etc.) 
35.4
28.6
31.1
27.3
+0.044
+0.013

Catholic Church
40.8
33.6
37.9
41.5
+0.030
–0.080

Government
41.3
31.9
42.8
51.0
–0.015
–0.193

Non-state mass media
38.5
42.4
43.2
38.7
–0.047
+0.038

Central election commission
38.0
32.5
43.8
48.4
–0.058
–0.160

Free and independent trade unions
33.2
34.0
38.1
34.3
–0.049
–0.003

Courts
39.5
36.4
46.6
46.8
–0.071
–0.105

Unions of entrepreneurs
32.0
29.5
39.1
37.2
–0.072
–0.077

National Assembly
34.3
23.2
42.2
49.1
–0.081
–0.262

KGB
32.8
34.2
42.8
40.2
–0.102
–0.061

Trade unions incorporated in the Belarusian  Trade Union Federation
30.2
31.1
41.9
39.0
–0.119
–0.079

Local executive committees
35.8
29.3
49.2
49.7
–0.135
–0.205

Local Councils of Deputies
34.7
28.4
49.5
49.3
–0.150
–0.210

Political parties supporting current authorities
28.8
26.0
47.3
48.6
–0.187
–0.228

Militia
33.2
31.2
54.8
55.7
–0.218
–0.247

Protestant Church
15.9
13.2
58.4
57.3
–0.432
–0.445

Opposition political parties
15.2
20.0
60.0
48.5
–0.455
–0.288

Opposition political parties are leading at the bottom of the table. Their index of trust is even lower than that of militia traditionally non-favored by the population. In fact, trust to militia has slightly increased while trust to opposition parties, on the contrary, dropped down even more.

Trust to the Protestant Church which usually took the last places is taken to a higher position. Low credibility to the Protestant Church is caused not only by the number of Protestant believers but also by discrimination policy and proper propaganda carried by the authorities.

Trust to the trade unions, both state-run, i.e. incorporated in the Belarusian Trade Union Federation, and free and independent ones, has dropped dramatically. Most likely, distrust to these institutions was born in their total inability to protect its members from recent nation-wide transition to contractual work striking at the rights of working people. What’s more, Trade Union Federation board implicitly supported this action of the authorities.

Basically, almost all key institutions of government appeared in the lower part of the list. Even though credibility to some of them (government, Central Election Commission, Court, National Assembly and local authorities) has slightly increased over lately, in general more people distrust them. A. Lukashenko feels this and regularly launches certain programs to combat against bureaucracy and corruptibility in the State machinery. The opinion poll results might revealed some effect of those programs in particular. However, there’s only one way to improve the situation radically. This is by restricting the role and importance of officialdom in the system of society management, expanding public self-management and developing features of civic society. The Belarusian authorities don’t want this, though.

As  for  the  political  parties  supporting  the  president,  population  doesn’t  trust  them  either. Apparently,  the  system  of  political  governance built  by  A. Lukashenko  in  accordance  with  his own  interpretation  of  democracy  hasn’t  yet  established the place for parties.

Who is who in Belarus

IISEPS researches including the latest clearly reveal feasible collapse of the Belarusian society in what regards the most acute public issues. Therefore, we should like to consider some sociological features of various population groups, in particular those which differ in social status or occupation. Table 11 presents the weight of such groups within the adult population of the country.

Table 12 gives socio-demographical portrait of the mentioned population groups. In the gender, distribution of public sector employees approximately corresponds to the entire sampling. Among private sector employees and students, male persons are prevailing and female persons are prevailing among pensioners which complies with the demographic situation in the country. Group characteristics in age and education also correspond to the demographic trend.

Table 11

Social status of respondents



Variant of answer*
%

Public sector employees
43.3

Private sector employees
17.5

Pensioners
28.1

Students
5.3

* All other alternatives are omitted due to insignificance of values

Table 12

Socio-demographic characteristics of social groups within population, %



Variant of answer*
Public sector employees
Private sector employees
Students
Pensioners 

Gender:

Male (45.5)
46.0
60.2
58.4
34.3

Female (54.5)
54.0
39.8
41.6
65.7

Age: 

Under 50 (62.0)
82.4
89.4
100.0
1.6

Over 50 (38.0)
17.6
10.6
–
98.4

Education: 

Elementary/secondary incomplete/ secondary general (62.3)
51.6
50.8
66.5
87.5

Secondary vocational/higher (37.7)
48.4
49.2
33.5
12.5

Average per capita income:

Below Minimum Consumer Budget (64.9)
59.0
37.3
78.7
85.8

Above Minimum Consumer Budget (34.2)
40.2
62.0
18.8
13.4

Type of settlement:

Big cities – over 50,000 of citizens (49.7)
49.8
66.2
58.8
38.5

Small towns (under 50,000 citizens) and village (50.3)
50.2
33.8
41.2
61.5

Region of settlement:

Minsk (16.7)
16.7
26.0
13.8
12.1

Minsk region (15.5)
10.7
24.4
12.6
17.1

Brest and Brest region (14.7)
13.7
15.2
24.5
14.4

Grodno and Grodno region (11.8)
12.1
7.0
9.7
14.1

Vitebsk and Vitebsk region (13.8)
13.3
14.9
12.5
14.3

Mogilev and Mogilev region (12.2)
14.4
5.8
11.5
12.3

Gomel and Gomel region (15.3)
19.1
6.7
15.4
15.7

Regarding average family per capita income, it is obviously higher in the private sector than in the public. Very low and insufficient incomes among students and pensioners should be noted as well.

As for geographic distribution of these groups, private sector employees and students reside in big cities mainly while most pensioners – in towns and villages. Also, most of private sector employees live in Minsk and Minsk region and least of them – in Gomel, Grodno and Mogilev regions. 

How do these groups differ in socio-economic and political standpoints? We shall address Tables 13 and 14. Thus, private sector employees and pensioners are the most optimistic in the estimate of their welfare dynamics and students are the most pessimistic. Further, the most pensioners are among those who trust the national currency while private sector employees and students give preference to US dollars and Euro. Private sector employees and students preferably spent their vacations abroad while pensioners apparently don’t have funds for this.

Considering country’s socio-economic prospects, private sector employees are the least optimistic in this regards. In all other groups, the number of those who think that the situation will improve in the near future considerably exceeds those with the opposite viewpoint. Pensioners are the greatest optimists here.

In general, pensioners and public sector employees estimate country’s development course as right and private sector employees and student – as wrong.

Talking about politics, pensioners and public sector employees give the greatest support to the current power which we’ve already mentioned. Thus, 80% of pensioners trust the president, 78.4% voted for A. Lukashenko at the presidential election of 2001, 71.5% voted for letting him be elected president anew at the referendum of 2004 and 74.7 would vote again for A. Lukashenko at the next presidential election. These figures are slightly lower among public sector employees – 51.7%, 44.9%, 45.4% and 44.2% respectively.

Table 13

Socio-economic standpoints within different social groups of the population, %



Variant of answer
Public sector employees
Private sector employees
Students
Pensioners 

How has your welfare changed over the past three months?

Improved (17.5)
16.8
19.5
17.8
19.6

Hasn’t changed (61.4)
62.5
59.2
57.1
61.9

Aggravated (19.8)
19.5
20.1
22.5
17.5

What currency do you trust the most?

Belarusian rubles (33.7)
30.0
11.8
15.5
57.1

Russian rubles (2.0)
1.5
1.1
1.2
3.8

US dollar (43.5)
46.5
59.4
45.5
28.3

Euro (16.2)
17.8
25.3
32.7
4.4

Have you spent vacation abroad for the past five years?

No (73.4)
69.9
43.5
60.6
91.9

Yes (25.5)
29.4
55.4
37.9
6.9

How will socio-economic situation change in the near future?

Improve (30.9)
30.5
16.6
23.8
44.8

Won’t change (45.1)
47.0
50.3
38.6
38.2

Aggravate (14.9)
14.4
26.0
19.4
7.2

In general, does the country go in the right or wrong direction?

In the right (53.4)
53.5
33.7
33.4
73.0

In the wrong (30.2)
27.9
54.2
44.6
13.5

Table 14

Attitude of various social groups to certain political problems, %



Variant of answer
Public sector employees
Private sector employees
Students
Pensioners 

Trust to the President:

Trust (54.1)*
51.7
27.7
33.1
80.0

Distrust (32.4)
32.8
58.9
45.4
11.8

For whom did you vote at the presidential election of 2001?

For A. Lukashenko (48.8)
44.9
27.7
11.5
78.4

For other candidate16.8)
20.0
29.4
2.4
7.0

How did you vote at the referendum of 2004 in the issue on A. Lukashenko’s running for presidency for additional terms?

Voted for (46.8)
45.4
25.4
14.0
71.5

Voted against (25.4)
29.3
38.1
28.8
10.8

For whom would you vote if the presidential election is held tomorrow? 

For A. Lukashenko (47.3)
44.2
24.3
19.9
74.7

How will you vote if A. Lukashenko runs for the third presidential term?

For A. Lukashenko (47.5)
43.6
26.6
20.2
74.6

For a candidate for democratic opposition (25.5)
27.6
39.9
41.4
9.8

Should Belarus have an opposition to the current authorities?

Yes (57.6)
64.3
76.2
72.0
31.7

No (28.8)
22.9
16.0
9.1
51.3

For whom would you vote if choosing Russia-Belarus Union’s president?

For A. Lukashenko (33.2)
28.2
17.4
12.4
57.1

For V. Putin (25.7)
27.0
36.7
29.6
15.6

Should Belarus become an EU member?

Yes (38.0)
40.0
51.9
55.6
22.0

No (44.0)
43.4
38.3
22.2
53.5

If you need to choose between integration into Russia and accession into EU, what would you choose?

Integration into Russia (59.2)
59.6
45.1
37.5
73.3

Accession into EU (28.6)
29.1
45.0
42.4
13.9

Furthermore, most pensioners (51.3%) are convinced that there shouldn’t be any political opposition in the country (only 31.7% spoke out for its importance) and less than 10% would vote for a candidate for democratic opposition at the next presidential election. 

Private sector employees and students give the least support to the current authorities. Among them, 27.7% and 33.1% respectively trust the president, 27.7% and 11.5% voted for A. Lukashenko in 2001 (it should be noted that four years  ago many students participating in September questionnaire couldn’t yet vote because of age), 25.4% and 14% voted for

Constitution amendment at the referendum of 2004 and 24.3% and 19.9% would vote for A. Lukashenko at the next presidential election. Every two people out of five in these groups are ready to vote for a candidate for a democratic party and every three people out of four believe that the country needs political opposition.

Most pensioners and public sector employees give their preference to A. Lukashenko in case of Russia-Belarus Union’s hypothetical presidential election while private sector employees and student would like to see V. Putin in this position.

As regards country’s development prospects, these two groups have the opposite standpoints. The majority of pensioners and public sector employees doesn’t want country’s accession to the EU. These are the minority among students and private sector employees. Three thirds of pensioners and almost 60% of public sector employees would rather integrate into Europe than join the EU. The opinions among students and private sector employees split almost equally on this issue.

To summarize the above information, sociological features of socio-economic and political standpoints of respondents within different population groups differ greatly depending on their social statuses. The current situation in the country is all right for pensioners and public sector employees, i.e. the people whose incomes directly depend on the state and are determined by country’s government. All measures on advancement of these incomes are constantly accompanied by mass propaganda aimed at president-praising which undoubtedly increases his rating.

The least satisfied with the current situation in the country are private sector employees and students. Incomes of the first depend on the results of their struggle against the state, its greediness, bureaucracy and corruptibility. Incomes of the second aren’t confined to the tiny state grants but depend to a greater extent on parents’ incomes. This is why their negative attitude to state-run institutions in general and to country’s administration in particular is quite clear.

This all wouldn’t be so important unless these two groups be a kind of engine of civilization. Students are intellectual potential of every nation. Regarding private sector employees, under severe competition most of them will have to gamble their funds and seek for some other opportunities. Therefore, those countries achieve the greatest success whose governments create favorable conditions for these two population categories. The current Belarus doesn’t seem to stand among such countries.

The currency which Belarusians prefer

Table 15 demonstrates that many years of titanic efforts undertaken by the National Bank to strengthen the national currency have finally given positive results. Thus, 18 months ago over half of adult population gave preference to the dollar and today their number is 43.5%. The number of citizens who trust the national currency has increased from 28% to 33.7%.

Table 15

The currency enjoying the greatest trust among population, %



Variant of answer
03'04
09'05

US dollar
50.1
43.5

Belarusian ruble
28.0
33.7

Euro
17.5
16.2

Russian ruble
0.8
2.0

As for the sole European currency, it hasn’t yet won trust of the Belarusians. On the contrary, trust to Euro has gone down over lately.

Reasonable is the interest people show to Russia’s currency. Longstanding idle talks on the forthcoming conversion to the Russian ruble and inconsistent policy of the authorities in this direction quite naturally brought its fruit: polling doesn’t show growth of respect to this currency and the trust to Russian ruble doesn’t exceed the sampling error.

It is worth considering socio-demographic, socio-economic and political features of different currency supporters. (See Tables 16-18). Thus, those trusting the national currency are basically citizens over 50 with lower education level and per capita income below average (by 15%), pensioners and citizens of small towns and villages. Their number is the highest in Gomel region (23.6%) and the lowest – in Minsk (7.4%) and Grodno region (9.8%).

Table 16

Socio-demographic portrait of respondents trusting different currencies*, %



Variant of answer
BYR
RUR
USD

Gender:

Male 
44.1
39.6
44.5

Female 
55.9
60.4
55.5

Age: 

Under 50
42.6
42.5
70.2

Over 50
57.4
57.5
29.8

Education:

Elementary/secondary incomplete/secondary general
69.9
58.5
55.4

Secondary vocational/higher
30.1
41.5
44.6

Average per capita income:

Below Minimum Consumer Budget
76.7
50.4
60.0

Above Minimum Consumer Budget
22.8
39.8
39.5

Status:

Public sector employee
38.5
31.7
46.3

Private sector employee
6.1
9.8
23.9

Student
2.4
3.0
5.5

Pensioner 
47.7
52.5
18.3

Type of settlement:

Big cities (over 50,000 citizens)
31.8
44.7
58.4

Small towns (under 50,000 citizens) and village
68.2
55.3
41.6

Region of settlement:

Minsk 
7.4
6.4
21.1

Minsk region 
14.8
2.7
15.5

Brest and Brest region 
16.7
21.2
13.4

Grodno and Grodno region 
9.8
2.7
14.8

Vitebsk and Vitebsk region 
16.8
20.8
12.0

Mogilev and Mogilev region 
10.9
19.6
12.2

Gomel and Gomel region 
23.6
26.6
11.1

*Table is read down

Table 17

Socio-economic viewpoints of respondents depending on their trust to different currencies*, %



Variant of answer
BYR
RUR
USD

How has your welfare changed over the past three months?

Improved (17.5)
25.9
11.4
12.3

Hasn’t changed (61.4)
61.2
53.1
64.2

Aggravated (19.8)
12.2
29.1
22.5

Have you spent vacation abroad for the past five years?

No (73.4)
86.7
52.1
69.3

Yes (25.5)
12.5
45.3
29.7

How will socio-economic situation change in the near future?

Improve (30.9)
48.6
32.2
23.1

Won’t change (45.1)
37.9
31.4
48.2

Aggravate (14.9)
4.6
28.5
20.3

In general, does the country go in the right or wrong direction?

In the right (53.4)
75.0
45.2
45.2

In the wrong (30.2)
10.4
43.7
39.2

* Table is read down

The same is the number of citizens over 50 who trust Russia’s currency but their education level and per capita incomes are considerably higher (by 22% above average). The part of pensioners is even greater among them. This suggests a great number of ex-military men among them who miss the broken Empire now identified with Russia which pays higher pensions to its service men. Town-dwellers and villagers still prevail in this group but their number is considerably less than in the first group. In their majority, they live in Gomel, Brest and Vitebsk regions and few of them live in Minsk, Grodno region and Minsk region. 

Table 18

Attitude to certain political problems depending on respondents’ trust to different currencies*, %



Variant of answer
BYR
RUR
USD

Trust to the President:

Trust (54.1)
81.3
45.3
44.1

Distrust (32.4)
11.4
43.5
41.0

For whom did you vote at the presidential election of 2001?

For A. Lukashenko (48.8)
72.4
36.4
38.2

For other candidate (16.8)
5.2
32.3
23.2

How did you vote at the referendum of 2004 in the issue on A. Lukashenko’s running for presidency for additional terms?

Voted for (46.8)
69.7
39.2
38.6

Voted against (25.4)
8.2
39.3
34.1

For whom would you vote if the presidential election is held tomorrow?

For A. Lukashenko (47.3)
72.4
36.9
38.0

Should Belarus have an opposition to the current authorities?

Yes (57.6)
36.2
55.9
67.9

No (28.8)
45.5
25.5
21.8

How will you vote if A. Lukashenko runs for the third presidential term?

For A. Lukashenko (47.5)
74.9
28.9
37.2

For a candidate for democratic opposition (25.5)
7.1
38.1
31.9

For whom would you vote if choosing Russia-Belarus Union’s president?

For A. Lukashenko (33.2)
52.2
22.6
26.3

For V. Putin (25.7)
14.8
36.4
30.7

Should Belarus become an EU member?

Yes (38.0)
23.7
42.3
43.4

No (44.0)
54.7
41.9
40.4

If you need to choose between integration into Russia and accession into EU, what would you choose?

Integration into Russia (59.2)
77.2
52.5
52.6

Accession to the EU (28.6)
11.8
33.4
34.8

* Table is read down

Those who prefer US dollars are much younger than respondents in the two previous groups and have higher education level. Their per capita incomes are by 6% above average only. These are mainly employees, especially from the private sector, and students. Pensioners are the minority among them. Most of respondents from this group live in big cities, Minsk and Minsk region. 

Table 17 shows that those who trust the national currency are more optimistic. Among them, there are twice as many respondents who declared improvement in their welfare over lately and tenfold more of those who awaits favorable socio-economic prospects for the country. Three quarters of them believe that the country goes in the right direction. However, only every eighth of them spent vacation abroad over lately.

Socio-economic standpoints of Russian ruble supporters are pretty different. Most of them claim aggravation of their welfare (to remind, their per capita incomes are still much higher than those in the second group). Therefore, they are very reserved about socio-economic improvement in the country. Now, about half of them think that the country goes in the right direction. Also, almost half of them spent vacations abroad in the past years. 

Supporters of American dollar aren’t optimistic about current and future socio-economic course in the country either. As well half of them thinks that the country goes in the wrong / right direction. Every third of them spent vacation abroad in the past years. Taking into account their young age, they are apparently concerned about a slightly different range of topical problems.

As regards political viewpoint of the people trusting different currencies, Table 18 clearly reveals that national currency supporters in their majority are A. Lukashenko’s convinced electorate. Over 80% of them trust the president; twice as many of them voted for him in 2001 and nearly 70% voted at the referendum’04 for his right to run for presidency as many times as he wants. A. Lukashenko’s open rating makes 72.4% among them which is twofold higher than in the other groups. Furthermore, there are more of those among them who think that there’s no place to the opposition to the current authorities in Belarus. At the hypothetical presidential election of Russia-Belarus Union, most of them would vote for A. Lukashenko. Their overwhelming majority doesn’t want accession of Belarus into the EU. In fact, their negative attitude to the EU is so strong that over 77% of them would rather integrate into Russia, even irregardless of the will of their leader.

Political differences between Russian ruble supporters and US dollar supporters do take place but aren’t that deep to state serious differences between the two groups. In general, about half of them are supporters and half of them – opponents of the current Belarusian head of state.

All mentioned above points out that presidential supporters have to a certain degree overcome fear of the future and trust more the national currency. Apparently, they are certain that A. Lukashenko will help them overcome any financial crisis. 

Presidential opponents have better learned from the recent bad experience. This is why they don’t trust the state and the Belarusian financial system accordingly. They prefer to operate with foreign currency, first of all the US dollar, rather than with national currency and don’t count on presidential assistance in case of default.

The incomes they receive in Belarus

As the state-run mass media induce, choice of the “right economic course” which will not change ensures that common Belarusians will have good incomes providing worthy living, especially comparing to the other countries of the former USSR.

Is this true? To remind, the average wages in 1990 was 250 Soviet rubles. For this money, one could buy 1 785 loafs of brown bread (14 kopeks per loaf), or 56 kg of first-rate pork meat at the market (4.5 rubles per 1 kg), or 60 bottles of Extra vodka (4.12 rubles per bottle). These are the “meal and glass of vodka” for which the Belarusians "sold their conscience".

What do we have nowadays? In June of 2005, according to the official data, the average wages in the country made up 476,400 BYR. For this money, one can buy 851 loafs of brown bread (560 BYR per loaf), 47 kg of the first-rate pork meat (in average, 10 000 BYR per 1 kg since the prices vary from 8 500 BYR for 1 kg of blade rib roast to 15 000 BYR for 1 kg of boneless neck) or 92 bottles of vodka White Russia (produced by the Minsk vodka distillery Kristall, 5 200 BYR per bottle). Thus, in relation to vodka, we go ahead of the entire planet and have exceeded the purchasing capacity of the modest 1990. However, we are to make a long way to achieve its level in the amount of pork meat.

What about the neighbors? Employees in the countries which didn’t try to come back to state allocation and socialist-like wage leveling receive several times more. Thus, average wages in Belarus presently makes slightly over $200 while in Poland, Lithuania and Latvia it is twofold-threefold higher. Even in Russia in which half-accomplished reforming turned into economy criminalization, average wages is higher. Perhaps, this is why Russia-Belarus Union’s supporters are as many in Belarus.

Several years ago A. Lukashenko publicly stated that the government finally built a good payroll system which would ensure welfare and prosperity to every citizen. As it turned out, the core of the “new system” was exclusion of top officials from the general schedule of rates. Since then their wages were established by A. Lukashenko personally. Since the wages of officials and employees aren’t anymore interlinked, they can increase at a different rate: for the first – depending on price growth and for power-retention (for example, to ensure right election results) and for the second – to avert social burst because of hard living. It’s all like under J. Stalin. They even brought back payments in envelopes for the necessary people, as academician A. Voitovich witnesses. However, previously they paid in Soviet currency and now – obviously in dollars since the Belarusian ruble has low nominal value and decent amount will fit in a bag rather than an envelope.

The incomes of top officials were recently published by the president himself. As it turned out, minister’s monthly wages make $800 (up to $1000 with different sort of bonuses). A. Lukashenko himself allegedly has $1000 to $1100 a month without bonus money. Even through we hardly believe this, such amounts already outrun substantially the incomes of the majority of citizens.

People well understand this. According to the results of the nation opinion poll conducted with assistance of IISEPS and Pontis Foundation in May of 2005, those who benefit from A. Lukashenko’s presidency are, in the opinion of respondents, State machinery representatives, i.e. presidential employees, Parliament deputies and enterprise and organization boards. (See Table 19). Also, these are military men and pensioners who don’t earn their living but who are maintained from the state budget and, which is the most important, actively support the current power.

As regards other social groups presented in Table 19, respondents almost equally pointed out to improvement or aggravation of their state. Main population categories like workers, collective farmers, doctors, teachers, etc. fell mostly into the same group “The people like me.” Improvement of their state is insignificant, as respondents say.

Meanwhile, representatives of governmental bodies, according to respondents, live better than they deserve. This is proved in the nation opinion poll conducted by IISEPS in November of 2004. (See Table 20).

Starting his first term, A. Lukashenko promised in public to bring down prices and inflation and at the same time take wages and pensions to the world level. Most citizens don’t know this world level till today. However, country’s inability to achieve the level of 1990 reveals huge distance from promises to accomplishment. Promising is not enough, they should know how to achieve the promised!

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question "For the years of A. Lukashenko’s presidency the state of some people in Belarus has improved and of others, on the contrary, aggravated while nothing has changed for yet another. How has the state of the following social groups in Belarus changed?", %

Social groups
Improved
Hasn’t change
Aggravated

Presidential employees
72.1
12.2
1.8

Employees of the law-enforcement bodies
65.0
20.5
3.0

Deputies of the National Assembly
59.6
18.7
2.0

Directors of state enterprises, collective 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

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question "Does living standard of the following population groups 

correspond to their deserts?", %



Variant of answer
Live better than 

deserve
Live like they 

deserve
Live worse than 

deserve

Presidential employees
69.2
29.4
1.2

Deputies of the National Assembly
64.0
34.3
1.3

Employees of the law-enforcement bodies
50.9
42.2
6.6

Opposition politicians
48.3
43.6
7.5

Directors of state enterprises, collective farms
42.0
48.1
9.9

Entrepreneurs
28.9
55.7
15.2

Journalists
14.6
66.1
19.0

Military men
13.6
56.0
30.1

It is soon the time to choose. It is vital to choose the president who will not only give promises, or at least who will be able to quit timely if he fails to redeem a promise…

State care about common Belarusians

This July the authorities published living wage budget rate which is used from the second half of this year as a norm determining the amounts of most social transfers. Its rate was calculated from June prices for goods and services making the so-called living wage basket and made up 146,150 BYR in average. In other words, present-day level of a Belarusian’s biological survival is equivalent to $68. In December of 2005, its rate was 135,200 BYR, or $62.2. This means that the living wage basket got more expensive by more than 9%. (See Table 21). This figure outruns twofold the six-month index of prices announced by the government (4%). Also, the highest growth of living wage budget was registered in June (by 3.7%) while the officially announced price index grew up by 0.2% only.

Table 21

Dynamics of real retirement pension in 2005



Indicator
January
February
March
April
May
June
June to 

December, %

Nominal pension, in USD
83.7
84.1
84.6
92.1
92.3
92.0
110.2

Living Wage Budget, USD
62.8
63.5
64.8
65.2
65.6
68.0
109.3

Real pension (as against Living Wage Budget)
1.333
1.324
1.306
1.413
1.407
1.353
100.8

Growth of real pension as compared to the previous month, %
–0.7
–0.7
–1.4
+8.2
–0.4
–3.8
–

How can it be? This happens when prices for necessities and services (on the living wage basket) jump quicker than for any other goods and services, because the Ministry of Statistics calculates the official index of prices for the entire range of goods and services consumed by population in the proper month. To say it differently, if the prices for bread and vegetables increase and for gold and clothes in boutiques – fall, the official index of prices may not change and the authorities may announce another elegant victory in the struggle against inflation. However, the poorest (those citizens whose per capita incomes don’t exceed the living wage budget and they are almost a quarter of the entire population) will become even more poor. 

Hardly better live those citizens whose per capita incomes are above living wage budget but below the minimum consumer budget. This is already the level of social survival (It differs from the living wage budget in that besides mere survival the person can perform minimum social functions – work, have kids, bring them up, etc.) Nowadays, over 43% of population lives on this consumer level. In June, the rate of minimum consumer budget per average Belarusian made up 228,450 BYR, or around $106. It increased by 6.9% for the past six months and by 2% – in June. (See Table 22).

Table 22

Dynamics of real monthly wages in 2005



Indicator
January
February
March
April
May
June
June to 

December, %

Nominal wages, in USD
183.7
184.9
198.9
205.3
209.7
221.6
110.7

Minimum Consumer Budget, in USD
100.4
101.4
102.8
103.5
104.2
106.3
106.9

Real wages ( as against Minimum Consumer Budget)
1.830
1.823
1.935
1.984
2.012
2.085
103.6

Growth of real wages as compared to the previous month, %
–9.1
–0.4
+6.1
+2.5
+1.4
+3.6
–

The above data draws to the conclusion that living cost of the poorest population groups, and they make two thirds of Belarusians, grows up twice as quickly as of all other Belarusians. Isn’t this the key objective of the state-run social policy on "special care” about common citizens? 

Are Belarusians concerned about unemployment?

It is a common truth that an economic system featuring commodity production cannot avoid unemployment unless it practices coercive work or artificially brings down its efficiency. In fact, unemployment is necessary since normal economy development involves various resources including manpower. Quite generally this can be explained in the following way: if the state of market is favorable, expansion of production and involvement of additional manpower will take place to ensure quick saturation of the market with goods of high demand. Unemployment serves here a natural bank of manpower resources and hence it decreases. On the contrary, reduction of demand for some goods entails curtailment of production and producer’s unloading from excess manpower, i.e. unemployment growth.

Undoubtedly, supply-and-demand relations in the modern market economy take more complicated forms. Therefore, it is wrong to suggest that regulation of these processes will be effected automatically by market mechanisms. Market regulators ensure rough adjustment. Since we talk about human resources, insignificant problems, from the viewpoint of the market, can lead to grave social conflicts. This is why the role of government in fine adjustment of the labor market, control of the processes in it and minimization of negative consequences is very important. Of course, one shouldn’t overestimate possibilities of bureaucracy like some left-wingers do persuading the society that this is the state that should create work paces. As a rule, this leads to squandering of budget and general decline in production efficiency. This is why we think the role of government should be confined to promotion of full-time work and elimination of social consequences following excess of supply at the labor market. This can be first of all implemented by encouragement of employment growth and decrease of unemployment to the compromise of production efficiency and social peace within the society. Second, the government should build the system of assistance to the temporarily unemployed. 

The developed socialism normally denied any unemployment. As a result, there are no institutional, legislative or financial mechanisms able to overcome this social phenomenon or at least eliminate its consequences. Employment Service of the Soviet time only collected information about vacancies and introduced it to those who applied for this information. Hence, the government and the society were taken aback by legalization of unemployment after economic collapse of socialism and appeared not ready to overcome negatives outcomes of unemployment.

Backward socialist economy based on state-owned means of production, low working efficiency, poor compatibility with non-socialist producers because of high costs of manufacture and low product quality as well as inability of authorities to adapt the economy to the market-based management resulted in sharp decline of demand for homemade products and loss of marketing outlets when the borders opened. In its turn, this caused excess of workers at the enterprises and consequently led to reduction of work time, unpaid vacation leaves, lack of work, performance reduction and income abatement. Intention of the boards to dismiss redundant staff was suppressed by administrative measures which only slowed down adaptation to new economic conditions.

Of course, redundancies couldn’t be averted in Belarus. The official highest unemployment rate was registered in January of 1997. It made up 185 000 people, or about 4% of economically active population. As of today, unemployment level is obviously lower: 83 000 people at the beginning of 2005. (See Picture 1).
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Picture 1. Dynamics of the registered unemployed in the period 1997-2004

(by the end of the month, in thousands of people)

This happened, first of all, due to administrative measures taken by the authorities. Thus, presidential decree on additional measures to ensure public employment adopted in March of 1997 tied up unemployment relief with public works. In this part, the decree contradicts to the conventions of the International Labor Organization (ILO) and Universal Declaration of Human Rights as it indirectly introduced coercive labor. Implementation of the decree led to unwillingness of unemployed get registered in the Employment Service since they couldn’t receive the tiny unemployment relief until they worked out the established norm in public works (cleaning of streets, public WC’s, sorting of vegetables, etc.) The Decree also compelled the Employment Service to establish tougher control over unemployed in public works which intensified their taking off the register without any employment assistance.

The Service monthly compared absolute values of employment effect and unemployment reduction, although there wasn’t any correlation between these indicators. Thus, in June of 1997, 7 800 unemployed were taken off the register while the number of employed increased by 2 500 people only. Data for July and December of 1997 is even more illustrative: the number of unemployed decreased by 6 300 and 3 500 people respectively while employment also decreased by 10 600 and 10 800 people respectively. In other words, a great part of unemployed was simply taken off the register without an employment relief.

This research reveals that introduction of administrative measures didn’t cut unemployment but converted it to a latent form. Thus, according to data of Minsk Research Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Issues, in late September of 1998 there was 5.3 not registered unemployed per 1 registered. According to IISEPS researches, a year after decree adoption latent unemployment in Belarus exceeded registered unemployment 3-3.5-fold. This means that general number of unemployed made up approximately 400 000 – 450 000 people, or 9-10% of economically active population.

There are yet several more factors which presently contribute to unemployment reduction. The most efficient is the shade employment, i.e. work without contract. By our estimates, the number of this kind of unemployed is nowadays up to 300 000 – 400 000 people. Administrative ban of “mass redundancy” which doesn’t let the boards of state-run enterprises cut down redundancy making now about a million people also withholds unemployment growth. Another yet less significant factor is the work abroad, in particular in Russia (several dozens of thousands of people).

In the current year the situation at the labor market of Belarus has slightly improved due to favorable situation at the energy market and improvement of economic situation in Russia which accepts dominating part of the Belarusian export. At the enterprises in all fields quitting employees are replaced by newcomers in almost the same amount. At the same time, average unemployment term is getting longer (by 10% as compared with 2003). Most unemployed (80%) quit voluntarily due to low wages. It should be noted that vacancies at the labor market, quite many, don’t satisfy the employment demand because of the low wages (below minimum consumer budget). Some unemployed use these vacancies for temporary employment (one-two months) continuing search of a more suitable position. Therefore, employee turnover if calculated by the old Soviet methods reaches 20%.

Female and youth employment still remains an acute problem. Among present-day unemployed, women make over two thirds and the youth aged 30 and below – about a half. Unemployment is a very acute problem in the places with mono-production and in the former military establishments. 

In general the number of unemployed, according to IISEPS data, is nowadays 2.5-3-fold higher than the official data shows, i.e. about 230 000 – 270 000 people or 5.5-6.5% of economically active population.

In the village, unemployment is a less acute problem despite global crisis in the current economic-organizing system of agriculture. This is due to extensive naturalization of agriculture that took place in Belarus over lately. Collective farmers earn their living from their own plots mainly and try to work these lands in the first place. Those who have agricultural machines or horses also get income from cultivating the lands of cottage owners and pensioners. Agricultural enterprises pay little money and always with delays up to six months or more and therefore work for “social production” has actually turned into a secondary employment and an opportunity to earn some money for pensioners.

More grave consequences are expected in the other economy fields where over a quarter of enterprises, first of all state-owned, are non-profitable. Such enterprises are especially many in the light (55.3%), fuel (43.2%) and food (41.8%) industries as well as in housing economy (40.4%). Unfortunately, the official statistics doesn’t introduce to the number of employees at non-profitable enterprises. According to experts, their general number reaches one million people. Readjustment of such enterprises or their possible bankruptcy can lead to the burst of unemployment.

Economically inactive population, which is over 700 000 people, is another potential for unemployment growth. If the conditions change (for example, increase of unemployment relief), some of these people may apply into the Employment Service. This will involve additional financial and organizational measures. 

Residence permit or bureaucratic limits at the housing market impeding prompt movement of manpower don’t help unemployment reduction either. Manpower mobility is also restricted by the Soviet myth, still promoted by the authorities and official propaganda, on the necessity of working long at one and same place of work.

To sum up, the general scale of actual and potential unemployment in the country can be estimated as up to a quarter of economically active population.

Topicality of unemployment among population is as well revealed in sociological data. Thus, the results of the nation opinion poll conducted by the IISEPS in September of 2005 demonstrate that unemployment stands on the fourth place in the list of problems which cause anxiety of Belarusians. (See Table 23). Those facing this problem are 11.9% of citizens aged 18 and over.

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question "What problems does your family face nowadays?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

Financial problems (lack of money, low living standard, growth of prices, etc.)
50.3

Healthcare and medical service problems (bad health, high prices and low quality of medical services, etc.)
22.4

Problems of everyday life (housing problem, poor utilities services, etc.)
18.0

Unemployment
11.9

Problems of interpersonal relations (family problems, problems with children, etc.)
9.3

Corruptibility, crime
8.8

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

Problems of human rights observance
3.3

Other problems
12.6

No problems
3.1

State Employment Service was set up in Belarus in accordance with the legislation adopted in 1991. Its branches were opened in all Belarusian regions. They registered unemployed, paid unemployment relief, organized training and retraining, collected information about vacancies, provided employment assistance for those who moved to different areas, etc.

Financing of employment assistance as well as employment programs annually approved by the government was carried by the State Fund of Employment Assistance which until recently was an insurance and non-budgetary organization. The employers were bound to wire on its account the insurance payments amounting to 1% from his/her wages considered as product’s net cost. The amount of unemployment relief almost didn’t depend on wages and was established in the amount from one to two Base Rates almost irrespective the applicant’s service time and dependants. As of now, the average unemployment relief makes slightly over $15 and only 46% of registered unemployed do receive it. Unemployed from the state apparatus are given the relief in the amount of an average wages and former military men – 60% of their allowance.

From September of 1999, at the decision of the government the State Fund of Employment Assistance was reorganized from insurance into the budgetary organization. Its funds were moved into the management of Finance Ministry and some part of them was used for a different purpose (for example, for financing of the Belarusian Youth Union). In reality, the Finance Ministry expropriated many-years insurance capital of employees saved for their protection from unemployment.

At the decision of the president, recently single state Employment Service was closed almost entirely. Its regional departments were submitted to local authorities with large-scale redundancies and expropriation of property accumulated for insurance fees. They finally turned into traditional bureaucratic bodies concerned about implementation of the “unemployment reduction plan” and necessary accounting rather than employment assistance. The Employment Service’s headquarters shared the same lot. Slightly earlier, they were transformed into the Ministry of Labor and Social Safety – a purely administrative body which cannot influence the employment policy of local offices.

This all implies that the authorities don’t consider unemployment an objective phenomenon, don’t tie up its scale with the carried economic policy and, of course, don’t consider that the unemployed are victims of economic problems and need public assistance. The last thing the authorities can do is legally destroy the very notion “unemployment” and consider unemployed as spongers so as to place them under the control of law-enforcement authorities.

What is going on over integration?

Estimation of integration moods within Belarusian electorate demonstrates progressively decreasing number of Russia-Belarus unification supporters. Today, one of seven-eight respondents wants this union while three years ago every fifth spoke out for this idea. (See Table 24). For the same period, the number of those standing for closer relations of the two countries within the framework of a particular union almost hasn’t changed, although the official propaganda still actively promotes it: from 51.7% to 50.6%, i.e. within the sampling margin of error. At the same time, the number of those who would rather have regular relations between the two countries (like between all CIS countries) increased nearly 1.5-fold.

Table 24

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



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03
11'04
09'05

Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states tied with close political and economic relations
51.7
48.0
47.8
50.6

Russia-Belarus relations should follow the pattern of other CIS member states
19.7
19.3
32.1
28.9

Belarus and Russia should merge into a single state with a sole president, 

government, army, flag, currency, etc.
21.2
25.6
11.6
13.2

The registered dynamics witnesses lack of proper support by the authorities to the integration idea still dominating in the Belarusian mass thinking. What’s more, attitude of the Belarusian authorities to Russia-Belarus integration can confuse even the most ardent adherents of USSR restoration. Thus, in the beginning of his presidential carrier A. Lukashenko actively proclaimed “unification of the Slav peoples up to their full merging” and today he obviously promotes pro-nationalist idea. In his current speeches, he often ponders on the values of Belarusian independence, the role and importance of Belarus in the system of international relations, etc. However, his rhetoric and activity don’t give confidence that he will continue following this trend tomorrow. 

Such fluctuations of the leader’s political line make it hard for his electorate to generate proper response. In particular, persistent assurance in “fraternal love to the Russian people” accompanied by rough assaults against the Russian government only confuse the electorate. At the same time, such behavior bears its fruit, which is seen in Table 25. Thus, regular attacks against the Russian authorities brought down V. Putin’s rating among the Belarusian electorate. 

Table 25

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Provided there’s a position of Russia-Belarus Union’s president, whom would you choose for this position?", % (open question)



Variant of answer
12'02
09'03
11'04
09'05

A. Lukashenko 
20.5
21.1
29.8
33.2

V. Putin
46.9
45.2
24.3
25.7

On the other hand, previously presidential supporters have actively supported president’s course aimed at integration into Russia and nowadays they are much more reserved about this idea. According to Table 26, for the past three years the number of Russia-Belarus Union adherents among presidential supporters has gone down by 40% (from 29.0% to 17.3%) and supporters of all other integration variants not violating sovereignty of Belarus have increased by 18% (from 64.5% до 75.9%).

Table 26

Dynamics of preferences of A. Lukashenko’s supporters and opponents in respect to integration 

variants of Russia and Belarus, %



Variant of answer
A. Lukashenko’s supporters*
A. Lukashenko’s opponents**


12'02
09'05
12'02
09'05

Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states with close political and economic ties
51.5
57.7
52.8
42.2

Russia-Belarus relations should follow the pattern of other CIS member states
13.0
18.2
22.4
42.1

Belarus and Russia should merge into a single state with a sole president, government, army, flag, currency, etc.
29.0
17.3
16.6
8.7

* A. Lukashenko’s supporters  – those who trust him and would vote for him at the forthcoming presidential election

** A. Lukashenko’s opponents  – those who don’t trust him and would vote for his rival at the forthcoming presidential election

As regards A. Lukashenko’s opponents, their small number of Russia-Belarus Union’s advocates has reduced nearly twofold (from 16.6% to 8.7%). Those who would rather see Russia-Belarus relations as between all other CIS member-states have increased as well almost twofold (from 22.4% to 42.1%).

Interconnection between respondents’ foreign political choice and their political viewpoints is brightly illustrated in their attitude to A. Lukashenko. (See Table 27).

Table 27

Attitude to A. Lukashenko depending on foreign political preferences, %


Variant of answer*
Supporters of 

integration into Russia
Supporters of 

accession to EU

Trust to the President:

Trust (54.1)
71.1
23.0

Distrust (32.4)
19.5
61.5

For whom did you vote at the presidential election of 2001?

For A. Lukashenko (48.8)
65.2
19.2

For other candidate (16.8)
9.4
33.8

For whom would you vote if the presidential election is held tomorrow (open question):

For A. Lukashenko (47.3)
65.3
14.6

For other candidate (20.4)
10.9
43.2

Should A. Lukashenko be re-elected the president, or it is time to give a chance to other candidate?

Give chance to other candidate (44.8)
27.0
81.4

Re-elect A. Lukashenko (44.3)
62.7
12.0

For whom would you vote if choosing Russia-Belarus Union’s president?

For A. Lukashenko (33.2)
47.8
8.6

For V. Putin (25.7)
21.3
36.4

* Data on the whole sampling is given in brackets

Thus, most supporters of integration into Russia are A. Lukashenko’s convinced electorate while most supporters of accession into the EU are his hard opponents. At the same time, support to V. Putin is 1.7-fold higher (36.4% vs 21.3%) among adherents of accession into EU than among supporters of integration into Russia! This clearly reveals who wants to integrate into which Russia.

In conclusion, we should like to say that at present Russia-Belarus unification concept has been changed in the Belarusian public mentality for the idea of friendly relations between the two independent countries. The first idea is supported by presidential supporters mainly and the second – by the opposition. 

For truly bilingual country: Belarusian vs. Russian languages

Recent hot debates on the broadcasting language of Deutsche Welle's new radio program have revealed topicality of the language issue in the Belarusian society which is still taken hard. Yet, is it really taken so hard by the society in general? In the course of the debates, both sides referred to the opinion of the majority of Belarusian citizens. In particular, supporters of broadcasting in Belarusian language reminded that over 80% of Belarusians marked the Belarusian language as their native during the population census in 1999. However, their opponents insist that, according to that same population census, almost two thirds of Belarusian citizens speak Russian at home.

What is the attitude of the Belarusian society itself to this problem? The results of our polling partly answer to this question. Thus, questions about the desirable state status of languages show that an overwhelming majority of respondents gives preference to bilingualism, i.e. equal status of Russian and Belarusian languages. (See Table 28).

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question "If a referendum on the state language is held tomorrow in Belarus, how would you vote?", %


Variant of answer
11'04
09'05

There should be two state languages – Belarusian and Russian
71.8
56.0

Belarusian should be a state language 
16.8
20.1

Russian should be a state language
7.1
11.2

I’m not concerned about this
–*
10.1

* This variant of answer was not included in the opinion poll conducted in November of 2004

For the past year, adherents of extreme variant of answer (only Belarusian language or only Russian language) increased very slightly – a little more then by representative error (3%). The number of those standing for equal status of both languages has apparently changed considerably because of appearance of a new variant of answer “I’m not concerned about this.” However, those who are indifferent to the problem would join the opinion of the majority “We should have two state languages” if they have to make a choice. 

Frankly speaking, the official status of a language is of a symbolic significance for the most part. Actual realization of this status, in particular in the most complicated field like education, is by far more important and affects the interests of population. 

Table 29

Distribution of answers to the question "In which language are / were your children taught at school?"



Variant of answer
%

Belarusian language 
12.0

Russian language 
43.8

Both in Russian and Belarusian
29.5

Other language of teaching
0.1

Respondents’ answers in Table 29 demonstrate people’s attitude to the teaching language in school rather than reveal real language of teaching. Several respondents even said that the language in which their children are taught in schools is a crude mixture of Russian and Belarusian languages. As per Table 29, it is still far from equality of these languages even taking into account the above said. Is this natural? May be, the majority wants to send their children into Russian-language schools; hence we have such an overbalance of Russia-language schools?

Preferences of respondents are given in Table 30.

Table 30

Distribution of answers to the question "If this depends on you, in what language would you like your children be taught at school?"



Variant of answer
%

Belarusian 
9.4

Russian
36.1

Both Russian and Belarusian 
49.7

Other language
1.0

Comparison of Tables 29 and 30 indicates that people’s preferences are different from real situation. To which extent? The number of respondents willing that their kids study in Russia-language schools only or in Belarusian-language schools only is smaller than the number of those whose children attend such schools in reality. Bilingual schools are the most popular variant and this complies with the political choice of state languages. (See Table 28). In this regards, deviation is the greatest – by 20 points (29.5% and 49.7%).

Table 31 shows distribution of schooling language adherents among respondents whose children attend different schools.

Table 31

Connection between the desired language of teaching and answers to the question "In what 

language are/were your children taught at school?", %*



The language I want my children be taught in
The language my children are taught in


Belarusian

(12.0)
Russian

(43.8)
Belarusian and Russian (29.5)

Belarusian (9.4)
32.6
6.9
3.2

Russian (36.1)
8.6
56.2
15.8

Belarusian and Russian (49.7)
55.2
33.4
77.9

* Table is read down. Those who gave no answer or specified other language are omitted.

Thus, the parents whose children study in Russian-language schools are more disposed to such a choice than those whose children attend Belarusian-language schools. Over a half of those who sent the kids to Russian schools did want this. Yet, a third of them would rather prefer that their children attend bilingual schools and know the Belarusian language. Reality coincides with preferences mostly among those respondents whose children study in two languages.

Summing up, we should like to say that the Belarusian citizens are more inclined to bilingualism and equal status of the two languages both at the high political level and in practical teaching. 

The above data is a lesson for both the politicians who speak up for dominating position of the Belarusian language and the authorities who cut down the number of Belarusian-language schools converting them to the Russian language. The choice of the most Belarusians is two languages, in education field included.

Belarus – for Belarusians?

In the course of research, we studied connection between the language the respondents use for everyday communication and their political standpoints. According to this research, those who speak Russian in everyday life are more disposed to Belarus’ accession into Europe and less – to integration into Russia and they are also less supporters of President A. Lukashenko than Belarusian-speaking respondents. In our September polling we made an attempt to find out how political standpoints of respondents are connected with their nationality. In Table 32, you may see how the respondents are distributed into groups on their nationality (the question is open and respondents themselves told their nationality). The polling results are very close to the population census in this regards.

Table 32

Nationality of respondents, %


Variant of answer
09'05
Population census of 1999

Belarusians
76.9
81.2

Russians
13.1
11.3

Poles
5.1
3.9

Ukrainians
2.4
2.3

Other nationality
2.5
1.3

Table 33 shows difference of attitude of these nationalities to a number of political problems in Belarus. For better comparison, all nationalities except Belarusians and Russians are united into the category “Other nationality.” 

Thus, other nationalities are closer to Belarusians than the Russians only in the state status of languages. In their turn, Russians differ greatly from Belarusians in their standpoints. Yet, only a quarter of the Russians and every tenth Belarusian stand for making their language the only state language in Belarus. Dominating for all nationalities is the group supporting equality of status for both languages. 

Table 33

Connection between political preferences and nationality*, %



Variant of answer
Belarusians (76.9)
Russians (13.1)
Other nationality (10.0)

Status of languages:

State language – Belarusian (20.1)**
21.2
10.9
23.8

State language – Russian (11.2) 
9.4
23.4
9.2

State languages – Belarusian and Russian (56.0)
57.7
50.4
50.3

Do you place yourself among the opposition to the authorities? 

Yes (17.2)
17.6
17.7
15.0

How will you vote at the election of 2006?

For A. Lukashenko (47.5)
50.4
38.8
36.7

For a candidate for democratic opposition (25.5)
24.9
25.0
30.9

Does the West pose a threat to Belarus?

Yes (44.4)
45.0
47.5
35.8

No (42.6)
42.0
42.7
47.2

Should Belarus become an EU member?

Yes (38.0)
36.7
40.6
44.7

No (44.0)
44.5
45.9
37.7

Development variants for Belarus:

Integration with Russia (38.2)
38.4
39.8
34.9

Accession to the EU (17.4)
17.2
12.9
25.0

For both variants (20.2)
20.0
25.3
15.1

Against both variants (18.4)
18.5
18.0
18.3

* Table is read down

As regards the home policy, the differences aren’t exposed clearly: other nationalities place themselves among the opposition (although deviation falls within representative error); the Belarusians to the greatest extent want to preserve the current situation in what concerns voting for either the acting president or for an opposition representative while other nationalities – to the least extent; the Russians stay in the middle.

In the integration issue, the Russians are close to the Belarusians in their viewpoints and insignificant deviations on similar issues have different sings: Russians are more inclined to accession of Belarus into the EU if the question is alternative and less inclined in a question giving various geopolitical variants. At the same time, other nationalities (Poles, Ukrainians, etc.) demonstrate obviously stronger pro-European and pro-Western aspirations than Belarusians or Russians.

Data in Table 33 reveals that in a certain sense Belarus really is for Belarusians. In particular, their political aspirations are close to average throughout the country. This happens partially because of relatively small number of other nationalities: even with great deviation of their opinion from the opinion of Belarusians, they are too few to influence an average position in the country. Yet a more important reason is absence of any significant deviations: Russians, Poles, Ukrainians and other national minorities all give approximately the same political estimates as the Belarusians. We don’t mean unanimity here (there are as well different opinions among the Belarusians) but the ratio of estimates given by the Belarusians and by other national groups aren’t very different.

All this drives to reconsidering the nationalist slogan “Belarus – for Belarusians” since it comes out that, politically, all citizens of Belarus are Belarusians.

What do people think about fluctuations of A. Lukashenko’s rating?

Opinion of the population on fluctuations of A. Lukashenko’s rating both depicts public stereotypes and shows the tendency of president’s rating. This is a kind of leading indicator which points out the trend of a rating change. For example, if you ask several people “What time is it now?” an average value will hit almost exact time. Answers to the question on rating aren’t that clear but they show general tendencies. Let’s look at Picture 2.

Thus, progressively increasing number of respondents considers that A. Lukashenko’s rating has growing tendency. However, they are a minority so far. Until recently, over half of respondents were convinced that president’s rating is going down. For the past six months the situation changed radically. Yet in spring, 52% of the polled said that the rating of the head of state was decreasing and in autumn their number dropped down twofold. 
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Picture 2. Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "In your opinion, has A. Lukashenko’s rating (i.e. readiness of people to vote for him at the next presidential election) increased

or dropped down since the presidential election of 2004?", %

There are several reasons of this. It is entirely possible that president’s trips into almost all Belarusian regions, rise in pensions and grants as well as certain improvement of relations between the official Minsk and Moscow are one of the reasons. Also, this is rapprochement of the presidential election and its coverage in the official mass media while the information about an alternative candidate remains available for common citizens. This means mass expectations that A. Lukashenko will stay in his office have received additional encouragement. This changed momentary assessment of mass preferences. In addition, in August the president openly declared that he not only considers a possibility but really intends to run for the third presidential term.

It may also be assumed that the respondents convinced of A. Lukashenko’s falling rating didn’t join the opposite camp but took an intermediary stand, i.e. consider that president’s rating “remained unchanged” after the presidential election of 2001. 

Diagram at Picture 2 transparently shows that the number of citizens assuming that A. Lukashenko’s rating remains at the earlier level, increased or dropped down has become about the same for the first time from the latest presidential election. Till September of 2005, only the two first groups were nearly equal. Their representatives were close in their perception: increasing support to presidential policy or stable support to presidential policy.

There’s an opinion that, under authoritarian regime, ratings not that much reflect people’s assessment of the activity carried by political agents as indicate people’s expectations: will the majority support the authorities or not? Under such an assumption, we can sum up answers of those respondents who feel that A. Lukashenko’s rating increases and those who think it stays at the same level, and we will receive the part of the population expecting stability of support to his policy. Answers of those respondents who point out to decrease in A. Lukashenko’s rating can be interpreted as expectations of decreasing support. (See Picture 3). 

This diagram shows fluctuation of momentary assessment of mass expectations within the Belarusian society before the presidential campaign of 2006. After the presidential election of 2001, dominating was the opinion that A. Lukashenko’s rating was falling down. Now, the situation has changed.

We’ll try to find out how different the feeling of rating is within different population groups. (See Table 34).

The part of those who think that A. Lukashenko’s rating didn’t change is approximately the same in all three social groups. Dominating among private sector employees are those who feel decline of presidential rating while among public sector employees, especially pensioners, the majority believes the presidential rating is going up. It is obvious that assessment of mass preference is very different within different sectors of economy. However, this doesn’t mean that all private sector employees are supporters of changes and all public sector employees are opponents of changes. In fact, due to respondents considering A. Lukashenko’s rating unchanged from 2001, the group of those who expect continuance of presidential policy is prevailing in both economic sectors.


[image: image3.wmf]69,4

48,3

47,4

69,2

40,1

30,3

33,5

39,3

51,2

52

23,4

59,8

66,1

59,4

0

20

40

60

80

09'02

12'02

03'03

12'03

06'04

03'05

09'05

Expected stability of

support

Expected decrease of

support


Picture 3. Dynamics of expected support to the president’s political course, %

Table 34

Assessment of A. Lukashenko’s rating in different groups depending on type of activity*, %



Groups on activity type
A. Lukashenko’s rating


Increased
Decreased
Remained unchanged

Private sector employees
16.9
43.6
34.6

Public sector employees
38.8
23.4
30.6

Pensioners
54.0
10.6
29.2

* This table and the tables below are read across

Let’s now see how the feeling of rating varied in 2005 among different segments of population depending on their incomes. (See Table 35). 

Table 35

Assessment of A. Lukashenko’s rating depending on the level of incomes, %



Level of incomes
A. Lukashenko’s rating


Increased
Decreased
Remained unchanged

Up to 150 000 BYR
35.6
20.5
34.2

From 150 000 BYR to 230 000 BYR
44.7
18.6
29.4

From 230 000 BYR to 460 000 BYR
29.7
30.0
34.4

Above 460 000 BYR
20.8
41.6
29.5

It is evident that approximately equal parts of respondents with different incomes say that the rating stays at the same level. Dominating among respondents with higher incomes is the opinion that presidential rating is falling down and among respondents with lower incomes – that it is growing up.

According to data from Tables 36 and 37, citizens of small towns and villages assess president’s rating with a greater optimism. They have apparently been influenced by A. Lukashenko’s business trips during the harvest campaign and after the August hurricane. The head of state announced then his intention to solve the problems of the village and small towns (“All that I can do, I’ll do for the revival of village!”) Also, right in a village field of Slutsk area and not in the capital he announced his decision to run for presidency.

Table 36

Assessment of A. Lukashenko’s rating depending on the type of settlement, %



Type of settlement
A. Lukashenko’s rating


Increased
Decreased
Remained unchanged

Capital
26.3
33.1
33.4

Regional center
37.4
26.0
28.2

City
31.0
31.7
30.7

Town
39.5
21.3
29.4

Village
46.1
13.9
34.3

Table 37

Assessment of A. Lukashenko’s rating depending on the place of settlement, %



Place of settlement
A. Lukashenko’s rating


Increased
Decreased
Remained unchanged

Minsk
26.3
33.1
33.4

Minsk region 
37.9
26.7
35.5

Brest region
25.6
21.3
44.2

Grodno region
42.3
27.2
22.4

Vitebsk region
35.0
23.6
32.3

Mogilev region
50.2
17.1
24.4

Gomel region
50.7
13.3
25.3

A. Lukashenko’s July trip to his native places at the border of Vitebsk and Mogilev regions was accompanied by promises to create new workplaces and attract large-scale investments into these regions. Several more July trips to Grodno and Brest regions might have provoked growth of positive expectations to go forth with the current political course. This is why the opinion of Mogilev respondents on the growth of president’s rating seems fairly reasonable. As it goes from Table 37, equally high number of respondents in the Gomel region which the president visited long time ago and to which he didn’t promised any great investment projects also points out to the growth of rating. Yet, presidential rating is traditionally high in the areas which survived the Chernobyl catastrophe. 

There’s certain regularity in distribution of answers if they are compared with presence or absence of the social and political non-state mass media in a particular place. Thus, there are no registered independent editions in Gomel and Mogilev regions and it is exactly in these regions where the most respondents state growing presidential rating (even though democratic forces are pretty strong in the Gomel region). In the Grodno region, they closed liberal newspaper Birzha Informatsii (Information Exchange) and took the Union of Poles in Belarus as well as its mass media under their control. As a result, the part of citizens feeling growth of support to the current regime has reached 42.3%, although until the very last moment the advantage in this region belonged to A. Lukashenko’s opponents. 

On the contrary, in the Brest region where non-state mass media haven’t been cleared totally 44.2% of respondents consider that A. Lukashenko’s rating stays the same and the part of those who think that it is falling or it is growing is similar to Minsk. Citizens of Minsk where non-state media and other alternative sources of information (the Internet, TV) are more available are leading in the opinion that support of A. Lukashenko is falling down. This is the viewpoint of 23.4% of respondents in general around the country and of 33.1% of those living in Minsk.

Remarkably, Grodno and Brest regions are on the top in the number of answers like “many people are afraid to express their political viewpoints” – 46.3% and 46.8% respectively. Comparison of this data with the momentary feeling of A. Lukashenko rating in both regions drives to the idea that respondents might proceed from basically different assumptions of mass preferences and the same degree of fear of expressing a political standpoint.

The proposition that readiness of respondents to support the president at the forthcoming election is inversely proportional to availability of alternative sources of information in this region accounts for the promoted by the authorities “information security” interpreted as the “cold war”. In this context, dissemination of information on the current situation in Belarus is considered as hostile plots requiring countermeasures. 

Applying such a policy, the authorities have reached considerable progress in promoting the idea of no alternative to A. Lukashenko at the presidential election, in weakening influence of the civic society on the public opinion, in cutting opportunities of non-state mass media and in ousting them from the distribution network. Assumption of respondents about growth or decline of the president’s rating is directly connected with the phenomenon called “spiral of silence” introduced by German sociologist E. Noelle-Neumann. Its idea is that respondents led by the fear of isolation often express the opinion supported, as they think, by the majority. 

As we have already noted, this ends up in inability of adherents of changes in the Belarusian society to implement their true power. It is noteworthy that 50.2% of respondents agreed with the president’s statements on the forthcoming presidential election: “I think people will support me. Do they need a pig in a poke? Why trading bad for worse? This is how every person thinks.” However, only 47% of respondents are ready to vote for A. Lukashenko and 72% predict his victory. Faulty assessment of mass preferences may lead to self-implementation of the forecast. This is only a sole candidate who can correct this mistake by consolidating democratic voters and thus untwisting the “spiral of silence”.

Rating of A. Lukashenko and his rivals
Data in Table 38 shows that A. Lukashenko’s open rating dropped down right after the presidential election. At the same time, the number of respondents who found it difficult to answer “for whom they would vote if the presidential election is held tomorrow” increased step-wise. Thus, in March of 2003 the percentage of those who found it difficult to answer this question even exceeded A. Lukashenko’s rating.

Table 38

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "If a presidential election is held tomorrow in Belarus, for whom would you vote?", % (open question)



Answers
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02
03'03
09'03
06'04
11'04
03'05
05'05
09'05

A. Lukashenko
46.0
30.9
27.0
30.5
26.2
31.7
34.2
47.7
46.4
41.7
47.3

Other candidate*
11.8
8.3
6.5
5.0
2.6
4.0
3.0
1.5
1.4
2.0
3.5

DA
24.1
15.7
25.5
18.7
31.9
25.0
23.1
16.5
17.6
22.3
18.1

NA
11.7
16.8
16.2
17.0
14.0
11.2
16.5
18.5
15.0
12.2
10.5

* Given is the highest indicator from all A. Lukashenko’s potential rivals for the forthcoming presidential election mentioned by respondents

After the referendum of 2004, which repealed the Constitution ban for a president in office to run for the third consecutive term, A. Lukashenko’s rating slightly increased and after a minor downfall in spring it boosted up quickly. This most likely happened because previously president’s supporters who believed in supremacy of Constitution couldn’t vote for him and after the referendum their choice simplified. As a result, the percentage of those who found it difficult to answer decreased mirror-like to the growth of president’s rating. Actually, growth of presidential rating became steady due to last summer strengthening of mass propaganda of Belarusian economic achievements supported by certain improvement of respondents’ financial state, A. Lukashenko’s trips around regions, obvious improvement of Belarus-Russia relations and unavailability of alternative information.
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Picture 4. Dynamics of ratings for A. Lukashenko and his rivals, %

The number of respondents who didn’t answer the question of Table 38 right after the campaign of 2001 is about the same as the post-election rating of former candidate for democratic forces V. Goncharik. Later on, their number increased, reached its highest pick in November of 2004 and went down afterwards. (See Picture 4). One might argue on incentives of respondents who refused to answer a topical political question but the size of this group and the fact that it exceeds the highest indicator of A. Lukashenko’s hypothetical rivals in the pre-election period make it important for research. Who of presidential contenders can recruit votes for his/her support? How will members of this group behave on the voting day?

In anticipation of the presidential campaign, ratings of the politicians who could make a competition to the acting head of state seem especially interesting. Thus, in September of 2005, 25.5% of respondents stated their readiness in general to vote for a candidate for democratic opposition at the presidential election but the highest indicator of a particular A. Lukashenko’s rival reached only 3.5%. (See Table 38). Also, 10.3% of the polled declared their readiness to trust the decisions of the Congress for Democratic Forces and support the presidential contender it elects while 53.3% said “I’ll see from the circumstances.”

This nation opinion poll was conducted before A. Milinkevich was elected a sole candidate by the Congress and the very fact of his appearance changed disposition of forces in the Belarusian political field. Therefore, we can only state that hypothetical voters presently feel significant trust to this figure which the opposition forces are ready to present as their leader. 

It is noteworthy that respondents were ready to support a politician even not knowing his name and they ensured support comparable to the after-election rating of former sole candidate V. Goncharik. We also understand those who want to “see from the circumstances” and therefore refused to buy a pig in a poke.

The advance 10% of support to the sole candidate is still to be won and even then it won’t be enough to win election. Current ratings of the Belarusian politicians very seldom exceed the margin of statistical accuracy. However, their summed rating in the open question shows that a quarter of respondents takes the side of rivals to the current president. This is why the goal of the sole candidate A. Milinkevich on consolidation of the democratic forces should go forth into even a more complicated goal which is consolidation of the electorate looking for changes.

A multiple-choice question simplifies the choice and therefore the number of those who found it difficult to answer is fewer here. (See Table 39). Yet, the ratings of both A. Lukashenko and his hypothetic democratic rival are almost the same as in the answers to an open question.

Table 39

Distribution of answers to the question "If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third time and his opponent is a candidate for the democratic opposition, for whom will you vote?", %



Variant of answer
%

For A. Lukashenko
47.5

For a candidate for democratic opposition
25.5

For none of them
12.8

DA
13.7

Thus, every seventh chose the “none of them” alternative. In the trampled political field of Belarus, A. Lukashenko’s rival will have to pay attention to these at first sight alien voters. They aren’t supporters of the current president and at the same time they don’t trust the democratic opposition. What urged them to make this very choice? Who are they disappointed in – A. Lukashenko or his rivals, or both? Answers to these questions as well as other questions pertaining to expectations of this group and, which is the most important, correct actions based on this information may help increase the rating of an opposition candidate.

As Table 40 shows, the number of those who believe in fairness and freedom of the forthcoming election is slightly more than the number of skeptics. It is obvious that the ratio of answers to this question to a certain degree reflects the ratio of supporters and opponents to the current political course. However, if the skeptics appear right, the election will not only be not free and unfair but it will be rigged. Are voters ready to stand up their choice? Data in Table 41 may answer this question.

Table 40

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



Variant of answer
%

Yes
44.5

No
39.1

Table 41

Distribution of answers to the question "Are you ready to participate in street actions of protest if the results of the presidential election are falsified?"



Variant of answer
%

Yes
15.5

No
76.0

Thus, only 15.5% of respondents are ready to uphold their choice in the street actions. Is this much or little? Since respondents involved are voters themselves and the number of voters in Belarus is around 7 million people, over 1 million people are ready to participate in the street actions. Such a scale of protest seems impossible in Belarus, although it did take place in early 90-ies. Those protests were economic and not political though.

How true is the intention aired by respondents? Its indirect assessment is given in the answers to the question on A. Lukashenko’s possible displacement through a “colored revolution” and readiness of respondents to participate in such a revolution. It appears that 14.5% of the polled believe in success of such a revolution and only 9.7% of them are ready to take part in it.

Consequently, the following can be concluded from above:

– for the three summer months, president’s rating has increased by 5.6 points;

– A. Lukashenko’s probable contenders at the presidential election and especially a sole democratic candidate have an advance of trust among voters standing for changes;

– respondents demonstrate high degree of readiness to stand up their choice in case the election is rigged but they scarcely believe in the possibility of a colored revolution in Belarus.

Sidewalk democracy

The talks about possibility or even imminence of colored revolution in Belarus are very popular among supporters of the opposition. A. Lukashenko’s opponents are convinced that the results of the forthcoming election will be falsified and therefore they will have to stand up victory (if any) in street actions of protest. Can the Ukrainian scenario take place in Belarus? What resources does the opposition have nowadays?

According to Table 42, a half of respondents think that many or all people feel scared to express their political viewpoints, 20.6% – that no one feels scared and 22.2% – “few feel scared.” Considering distribution of answers to this question as depending on the type of settlement, Minsk stands on the top among “the most brave” (30.5%) which is quite expected. Unexpectedly, region centers and not villages are the first in the answers “all feel scared” (24.1%) and “many feel scared” (42%). Popularity of the latest answer is high in all types of settlement.

Table 42

Distribution of answers to the question "What do you think about readiness of people in Belarus to express their political standpoints?"



Variant of answer
%

No one feels scared to express his/her political viewpoints
20.6

Few people feel scared
22.2

Many people feel scared
37.1

All are scared
13.5

DA
6.1

Hierarchy of fear and courage goes the next in the frame of regions. The greatest number of “all are scared” answers has been registered in the Vitebsk (17.2%) and Grodno (16.9%) regions and of “many are scared” answers – in the Brest (46.8%), Grodno (46.3%) and Gomel (45.2%) regions. Minsk and Minsk region are the first in the “courage” indicator. Here, 35.4% and 30.5% respondents respectively answered “no one feels scared.” The most answers “few feel scared” were received in Minsk (28.7%) and Gomel (27.4%) regions.

For a while, we shall not comment on the question on political standpoints of those who don’t have any fear as well as on what “many” and “few” is in the opinion of respondents. We should like to make a remark though that the group of those who don’t feel scared is a minority and this points out to topicality of the OSCE demand on overcoming the atmosphere of fear and improving the political climate in Belarus.

 What are the protest moods in such a climate? When asked “Are you ready to participate in street action of protest if the results of the presidential election are falsified?”, 15.5% of respondents answered in the positive, 76% – in the negative and 8.2% found it difficult to answer. At first sight, this is a high degree of protest moods since 15.5% out of 7 million voters is over 1 million people. Yet, how seriously did people say about their readiness to join the street actions? Will the opposition bodies be able to organize and coordinate the protests of such scale? We’ll try to find answers to these questions based on the data which shows attitude to actions of the authorities on obstruction of meetings on delegate nomination for the Congress of Democratic Forces. That was a purely opposition forum and therefore answers to the question should reveal the degree of compassion to the political opposition and in particular to its confrontation with the authorities. (See Table 43).

Table 43

Attitude to actions of the authorities on obstruction of meetings on delegate nomination for the 

Congress of Democratic Forces 

Variant of answer
%

I support these actions of the authorities
11.8

I don’t support such actions of the authorities
34.8

I’m not concerned about this
34.7

DA/NA
18.5

One can see that such actions of the authorities weren’t supported. On the other hand, it is wrong to talk about nation-wide support of the Congress. Over half of respondents said they “are not concerned about this” or found it difficult to answer. This means that prevailing is the group which is not interested in political infighting and is not willing to take any side in this conflict.

Let’s see how attitude to the Congress depends on respondents’ understanding of the political climate in Belarus. (See Table 44.)

Table 44

Attitude to actions of the authorities on obstruction of meetings on delegate nomination for the Congress of Democratic Forces depending on the answers to the question on people’s readiness to express their political standpoints*, %



Attitude to the actions of the 

authorities which hampered 

holding of the Congress of ]Democratic Forces
Assessment of people’s readiness to express their political standpoints


None feel scared
Few feel scared
Many feel scared
All feel scared
DA

I support these actions of the 

authorities
39.5
29.4
21.8
3.0
4.6

I don’t support such actions of the authorities
7.2
19.0
49.0
23.1
1.4

I’m not concerned about this
28.8
26.1
30.5
9.0
5.5

DA
18.9
16.6
37.0
10.1
17.1

* Table is read across

The data shows that dominating in the group supporting the authorities are those who don’t feel atmosphere of fear. Mirror-like is the situation among the respondents discontented with the authorities. Most of them think that many people or all people are afraid to express their political standpoints.

Among the respondents who said that they are “not concerned about this”, there are some who are satisfied with the political climate as well as some who feel fear. The majority is those who are satisfied. It can be assumed that these people mainly support the policy of the authorities or incline to supporting it. At the same time, pretty large is the group of those respondents who assess the political climate in Belarus in the negative. Their distance from the “satisfied” group makes only 10 points. Why did the actions of the authorities against the opposition forum left them neutral? We suggest that unawareness about its holding to a great extent influenced answers of respondents. Thus, 89.4% of those who said “I’m not concerned about this” didn’t hear anything about the Congress. Quite possibly, the neutral would be fewer and Congress supporters would be more if respondents had heard about the Congress, its goals and objectives as well as about actions of the authorities to frustrate the opposition forum. 

Another important group is those respondents who found it difficult to assess actions of the authorities against the Congress. This is mainly the choice of those who feel fear in Belarus. They concealed their attitude which is reasonable of them, but actually they didn’t support actions of the authorities.

We should like to consider now how awareness about opposition forum influenced attitude of respondents towards this forum and towards impeding actions of the authorities. Only 20.6% of respondents said they heard about holding of the Congress while overwhelming majority – 74.7% – heard not. Remarkably, only 15.3% of those respondents who knew about the Congress didn’t participate in delegate nomination and didn’t know personally the people who participated in the nomination process. Among the respondents who knew about the Congress, dominating number (66%) does not support the authorities. (See Table 45).

Table 45

Attitude to actions of the authorities on obstruction of meetings on delegate nomination for the 

Congress of Democratic Forces depending on the answers to the question if respondents knew about holding of the Congress of Democratic Forces*, %



Did you know about holding of the Congress of 

Democratic Forces?
Attitude to the actions of the authorities which hampered the meetings on 

delegate nomination for the Congress of Democratic Forces


I support these actions of the authorities
I don’t support such actions of the authorities
I’m not concerned about this

Yes, I did
12.0
66.0
11.4

No, I didn’t
11.6
27.2
41.6

* Table is read across

There’s yet another side of this coin. As regards readiness to express opposition viewpoints, only 7.2% of the respondents who didn’t support the actions of authorities against the forum say that “no one is afraid to express his/her political viewpoints.” This is twofold less than the number of respondents ready to participate in street actions of protest if the presidential election is rigged. This is as well 2.5-fold less than the number of respondents who placed themselves among oppositionists and is close to the number of respondents ready to take part in a colored revolution in Belarus. It encourages that 19% of respondents who said “few people feel fear” didn’t conceal their negative attitude to actions of authorities, but didn’t they place themselves among those few? Where do they draw a line between “many” and “few”?

It is obvious that the data on readiness to stand up political interests in the street should be taken very carefully and possibility of the opposition to organize such actions should also be carefully assessed.

Except the problem of fear elimination, there’s an issue of future campaign’s information support within the shortest terms. It is for about six months that they talked about preparation and holding of the Congress of Democratic Forces. The Belarusian opposition doesn’t have access to the state-monopolized mass media and the state propaganda machine concealed information about the forum and only defamed its organizers at the very last preparation stage. Therefore, it is no wonder that less than a quarter of respondents knew about the forum and that this political conflict left neutral over half of respondents.

As they say, they oil better that wheel which creaks the most. Attitude of respondents to the opposition forum reveals complexity of communication between A. Lukashenko’s opponents and the publicity in the peaceful time. How then will information exchange be carried during the election campaign or in case of a colored revolution?

The example of the Congress shows that a half of people involved into nomination of delegates for the forum, knowing them personally or aware about the Congress have nothing to do with the opposition. It is every fifth oppositionist only who was involved in the process. This means that A. Lukashenko’s opponents failed to use fully their own bodies not only in the process of a sole candidate nomination (which was a basic goal of the Congress) but also for spreading information among their supporters. Leaders of the official opposition should be alarmed with the fact that 9.7% of those respondents who placed themselves among A. Lukashenko’s opponents remained neutral to impeding actions of the authorities prior to the Congress.

It is noteworthy that the number of those who place themselves among opposition and those who met and talked to members of political parties over lately is approximately the same – 17%. It can be assumed that this percentage is an indicator of politically active population involved in this or that way into activity of political parties. There’s no similarity between those who class themselves as oppositionists and those who met with party representatives (over a half of respondents who met with party members don’t place themselves among opposition). Meanwhile, exactly a half of respondents said that they would like to know more about the Belarusian opposition – political parties and other organizations, their leaders and political programs. This is almost threefold more than the number of oppositionists proper and of those who talked to party members over lately. Since the degree of interest exceeds its present-day satisfaction, this means there is a potential for growth.

Trust to the mass media

As Table 46 shows, state-run mass media enjoy the trust of over a half of respondents. As regards non-state mass media, the number of distrusting to them is even greater. In both cases, many respondents didn’t give any answer at all.

Table 46

Distribution of answers to the question on the trust to the mass media*, %



Variant of answer
Trust
Don’t trust
DA/NA

Non-state mass media
38.5
43.2
18.2

State-run mass media
55.3
33.3
11.4

*  Table is read across

Leading independent mass media try to be unbiased and comply with high professional standards while state-owned mass media have become a part of the state’s propaganda machine. Yet, these are state-run mass media which are trusted the most.

Some of respondents explain, “This is reasonable from a psychological viewpoint – people trust large-scale, reputed and well-known editions.” It is easy to agree with such an argument. The readership of Sovetskaya Byelorussia’s weekly run makes 2.5 million people, which is manifold higher than a total weekly run of all independent social and political editions in Belarus taken together. What’s more, there’s only one non-state newspaper issued daily in Belarus – Narosnaya Volya (Public Will), yet recently ousted from the state-owned distribution network.

Other people explain high degree of distrust to independent media in the following way, “It is hard to assess one’s trust / distrust to a product if there’s no access to this product.” Perhaps, there’s some truth in this statement.

We may indirectly examine this assumption by comparing the degree of trust to state-run and non-state press in different regions of Belarus. Let us suppose that independent national mass media are equally available (in practice, this is more complicated) in all regions. However, no independent social and political media are issued in Gomel and Mogilev regions. In the regions, local editions are highly competitive with national editions as people are very interested in local news. Because of low incomes, people can’t buy many editions at once. Proceeding from this, let us assume that independent press is less accessible to residents of Gomel and Mogilev regions and more accessible in Minsk. Does this influence the degree of trust to the press?

Table 47 shows that this is true only partially. The highest degree of trust to non-state mass media has been registered in Minsk and Minsk region where these media are better available. In all other regions, except the Mogilev region, trust to independent mass media hesitates at around 30% and slightly higher. In Gomel and Mogilev regions, the degree of trust differs by 8 pct.

Table 47

Trust to non-state mass media depending on the region of settlement, %



Variant of answer
Regions


Capital
Minsk 

region
Brest region
Grodno 

region
Vitebsk

 region
Mogilev 

region
Gomel 

region

Trust
42.6
55.0
34.4
34.9
32.4
38.4
30.0

Don’t trust
36.0
43.0
55.6
38.4
42.4
42.3
44.6

DA/NA
21.4
2.0
10.0
26.8
25.1
19.3
25.4

As for the distrust, the above assumption does not prove here. The highest degree of distrust – 10 pct above the average level – has been registered in the Brest region where independent media are better accessible than in the other regions. The degree of distrust is equally high in Gomel and Minsk regions, although the first one doesn’t have its own independent regional editions and the other has. Could we possibly overestimate the significance of regional press when making our assumption? Or, do respondents distrust to these editions because they came across them? Residents of Minsk trust as well as distrust to independent mass media less than Minsk region residents.

It should be noted that many respondents found it difficult or refused to answer the question on their trust / distrust to independent mass media. In some regions, this indicator reached a quarter of all respondents. If assuming that they couldn’t define their position towards non-state media because they haven’t ever taken these editions in their hands, perhaps, we can find an indirect proof to our hypothesis. If this is the case, we can state that independent press is poorly accessible in most regions.

Table 48

Trust to the state-run mass media depending on the region of settlement, %



Variant of answer
Regions


Capital
Minsk 

region
Brest 

region
Grodno 

region
Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev 

region
Gomel 

region

Trust
42.6
65.9
54.1
42.7
54.7
57.4
68.5

Don’t trust
41.8
31.7
35.1
41.5
30.6
32.8
20.2

DA/NA
15.7
2.4
10.8
15.8
14.6
9.8
11.2

According to Table 48, the level of trust to the state-run press is very high in Gomel and Mogilev regions where, as we have mentioned, there are no local non-state political editions. On the contrary, residents of Minsk and the Grodno region trust the least to the official press. This may prove our assumption on accessibility of independent press and the degree of trust to it. However, the Minsk region where non-state press is more accessible stands right next to the Gomel region in the degree of trust to the state-run press. In fact, the number of those who found it difficult to answer on their trust to the state-run press is in all regions much lower than to non-state press.

Perhaps, the price also plays a great role. It makes the more expensive independent editions less affordable. In addition, depending on incomes people may change their political expectations. As we have found out, the level of incomes scarcely influences the degree of trust to the mass media. We can only note that the number of respondents who found it difficult to define their attitude to mass media decreases with growth of their incomes. Also, distrust to the state-run media goes up with growth of their incomes and becomes equal to their trust to non-state media. It can be assumed that the citizens who receive two sets of information most likely feel distrust to both sources of information. 

Furthermore, dependence of trust to non-state press from its accessibility can be proved or disproved by availability or absence of a developed distribution network. There aren’t any retail points of sale for the press in Belarusian villages. The larger the town is, the more retail points of sale it has. In the capital, there even exist rudiments of an alternative distribution system (In 2004, the authorities announced the courier distribution system to be a licensed activity, and then denied the three independent subscription agencies in such licenses and thus deprived many newspapers from their own distribution networks.) This is why we should like to consider how the degree of trust to state-run / non-state press changes depending on the type of settlement. As it has turned out, the highest trust to non-state media is given in the capital, and this indicator is going down as a settlement is going smaller. Thus, 42.6% of Minsk citizens trust to independent press and 49.9% of villagers distrust to independent press. State-run press shows the opposite tendency. It is given the highest trust (70.4%) in the village and the highest distrust (41.8%) – in Minsk. Of course, trust to these or those editions in various settlements depends on many factors (level of incomes, political likings, etc.) but we suggest that the total of all these factors proves the above assumption rather than disproves. If respondents judge about non-state press from the state-run television programs mainly, they will have too little grounds to trust it.

State-owned and state-independent mass media play by different economic rules but, what is more important, they convey fundamentally different content. First of all, this applies to coverage of social and political issues. Independent editions printed in small runs go against the flow and often tell unpleasant things while mass state propaganda claims that living steadily improves. Can it be assumed that political expectations of respondents are revealed in their trust to the kind of mass media? Such an assumption is fairly reasonable. Oppositionists trust more to the independent press and don’t trust to the state-run press (58.4% and 74.9% respectively). As regards their political opponents, the situation is mirror-like: 34.7% of them trust to non-state press, which is close to the general assessment around the country (38.5%), and 69% trust to the state-run press which is much higher than the general level of trust to these media around the country (55.3%) and is close to the trust to the Orthodox Church (68.1%).

To conclude, accessibility of non-state press plays a very important yet not a crucial role in the degree of trust given by respondents to these media. Their political expectations appear much more important in this respect.

On the other hand, distrust to state-run mass media slightly increases with the growth of incomes and becomes close to the trust to non-state media. This implies that the respondents who receive information from both sources, most likely distrust to them both.

Results of the nation opinion poll conducted

by the IISEPS in September of 2005, %

1. "Do you know that the Congress of Democratic Forces on election of a sole candidate alternative to A. Lukashenko and approval of the work plan for the presidential election of 2006 will be held in early October? Over 700 delegates for this Congress were elected at open meetings in all regions of 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

Yes
20.6
14.5
24.4
21.7
22.5
22.1
28.1
13.5

No
74.7
84.1
69.9
73.3
75.4
72.8
65.4
81.0

DA/NA
4.7
1.4
5.7
5.0
2.1
5.1
6.5
5.5

Table 1.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
12.2
10.1
19.1
26.4
32.3

No
81.3
83.5
77.6
69.9
62.7

DA/NA
6.5
6.4
3.3
4.7
5.0

Table 1.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
29.8
20.4
23.3
4.1
15.4

No
67.2
74.3
71.7
15.6
77.2

DA/NA
3.0
5.3
5.0
80.3
7.4

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

Yes
18.0
17.1
17.4
21.6
27.7
29.1
16.3

No
79.2
81.1
77.4
75.8
66.4
62.4
77.4

DA/NA
2.8
1.8
5.2
2.6
5.9
8.5
6.3

Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
18.0
28.5
16.4
26.1
15.6

No
79.2
65.4
77.7
70.1
79.6

DA/NA
2.8
6.1
5.9
3.8
4.8

2. "Do you know personally the people who participated in delegate nomination for the Congress?"

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

I myself participated in delegate nomination
1.2
0
1.4
1.4
1.4
1.3
1.6
1.0

I know such people
7.3
3.4
8.9
8.8
8.8
7.0
9.2
4.5

I don’t know such people
90.7
95.1
89.7
88.3
89.5
91.1
88.5
93.0

NA
0.8
1.5
0
1.5
0.3
0.6
0.7
1.5

Table 2.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

I myself participated in delegate nomination
0
0
1.1
2.5
1.8

I know such people
4.1
3.9
6.1
10.3
11.1

I don’t know such people
93.3
95.7
92.3
86.2
87.1

NA
2.6
0.4
0.5
1.0
0

Table 2.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I myself participated in delegate nomination
3.0
0.6
0
1.2
1.1

I know such people
10.5
7.7
6.4
4.8
6.7

I don’t know such people
86.2
91.2
92.5
92.5
91.4

NA
0.3
0.5
1.1
1.5
0.8

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

I myself participated in delegate nomination
0.4
0.4
0.5
1.2
5.7
0.3
0.4

I know such people
6.6
6.2
7.8
12.0
5.8
9.4
4.4

I don’t know such people
92.6
93.4
91.3
85.3
85.2
90.2
94.8

NA
0.4
0
0.4
1.5
3.3
0.1
0.4

Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I myself participated in delegate nomination
0.4
1.3
0
3.2
1.0

I know such people
6.6
7.4
7.5
7.5
7.2

I don’t know such people
92.6
90.6
92.5
86.4
91.6

NA
0.4
1.7
0
2.9
0.2

3. "The official authorities hampered these meetings and now don’t permit holding of the Congress at the territory of Belarus. What is your attitude to these actions of the authorities?"

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

I support these actions of the authorities
11.8
3.6
5.2
8.7
7.6
7.9
15.4
21.0

I don’t support these actions of the authorities
34.8
36.9
48.6
37.9
40.3
41.4
33.4
19.8

I’m not concerned about this
34.7
39.1
32.4
40.2
33.6
34.1
30.1
36.7

DA/NA
18.7
20.4
13.8
13.2
18.5
16.6
31.1
22.5

Table 3.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher
(incomplete higher)

I support these actions of the authorities
16.0
20.0
10.0
7.9
11.1

I don’t support these actions of the authorities
17.9
20.9
36.8
39.4
49.6

I’m not concerned about this
39.3
39.6
35.2
34.4
25.6

DA/NA
26.8
19.5
18.0
18.3
13.7

Table 3.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I support these actions of the authorities
8.4
9.1
7.1
20.6
3.6

I don’t support these actions of the authorities
48.4
37.2
45.4
21.3
30.4

I’m not concerned about this
34.3
34.0
28.8
35.9
42.6

DA/NA
8.9
19.7
18.7
22.2
23.4

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

I support these actions of the authorities
12.6
17.6
9.8
5.1
14.3
12.6
9.0

I don’t support these actions of the authorities
40.4
37.9
39.0
46.9
34.9
29.7
16.4

I’m not concerned about this
37.2
43.3
38.2
31.5
23.0
34.4
33.3

DA/NA
9.8
1.2
13.0
16.5
27.8
23.3
41.3

Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I support these actions of the authorities
12.6
9.4
14.0
12.5
11.2

I don’t support these actions of the authorities
40.4
40.9
41.9
30.6
27.5

I’m not concerned about this
37.2
28.0
27.7
30.8
43.4

DA/NA
9.8
21.7
16.4
26.1
17.9

4. "Will you trust the decisions of the Congress and support the presidential candidate it will elect?"

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

Yes
10.3
12.0
14.8
12.5
12.3
10.4
9.4
5.3

No
24.0
8.1
15.9
14.5
18.9
11.6
25.5
38.1

I’ll see by circumstances
53.3
62.6
59.9
63.0
56.1
55.8
55.5
40.6

DA/NA
12.4
17.3
9.4
10.0
12.7
22.2
9.6
16.0

Table 4.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
3.1
5.3
10.7
13.3
14.8

No
37.1
31.0
23.6
18.5
16.1

I’ll see by circumstances
44.6
42.4
55.2
55.0
63.0

DA/NA
15.2
21.3 
10.5
13.2
6.1

Table 4.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
14.8
10.3
9.6
6.5
14.7

No
17.2
20.3
10.2
38.5
14.9

I’ll see by circumstances
60.2
58.0
68.7
39.4
50.6

DA/NA
7.8
11.4
11.5
15.6
19.8

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

Yes
8.8
10.3
8.9
18.1
13.0
6.7
7.4

No
31.7
34.0
14.8
23.4
21.4
23.7
17.2

I’ll see by circumstances
51.0
52.7
69.1
39.2
56.7
53.9
48.6

DA/NA
8.6
3.1
7.2
19.3
8.9
15.6
26.8

Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
8.8
10.2
9.2
14.3
9.0

No
31.7
15.9
19.8
21.5
28.3

I’ll see by circumstances
51.0
57.3
60.4
52.2
49.5

DA/NA
8.6
16.6
10.6
12.8
13.2

5. "In his recent speech, A. Lukashenko noted the following about the presidential election: «Sorry for my straightforwardness, but I think people will support me. Do they need a pig in a poke? Why trading bad for worse? This is how every person thinks nowadays». Do you agree with this opinion?"

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
50.2
37.2
28.5
40.5
37.1
44.8
55.8
76.1

No
40.5
51.5
57.0
54.1
54.3
43.6
35.3
17.3

DA/NA
9.3
11.3
14.5
5.4
8.6
11.6
8.8
6.6

Table 5.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
83.9
63.5
43.5
45.2
34.6

No
10.8
27.1
46.3
45.1
55.5

DA/NA
5.3
9.4
9.2
9.7
9.9

Table 5.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
30.4
46.0
30.3
75.3
37.7

No
63.9
43.1
52.4
18.2
48.0

DA/NA
5.7
10.9
17.4
6.5
14.3

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
45.4
62.0
42.7
39.6
49.2
52.6
57.8

No
48.1
37.0
47.7
50.5
38.1
35.2
27.8

DA/NA
6.5
1.0
9.6
9.9
12.7
12.2
14.4

Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
45.4
37.9
49.3
54.3
58.2

No
48.1
49.3
43.4
36.0
32.7

DA/NA
6.5
12.8
7.3
9.7
9.1

6. "Speaking recently at the Russian TV, A. Lukashenko stated the following: «I’m 99% certain that the Belarusian people consider the president an incorrupt and honest man.» Do you as well think that people consider A. Lukashenko an honest and incorrupt man?"

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

Yes
43.9
24.0
23.0
31.8
30.3
38.2
46.4
73.2

No
41.2
53.2
56.5
54.8
56.8
44.7
37.8
15.5

DA/NA
14.9
22.8
20.5
13.4
12.9
17.1
15.8
11.3

Table 6.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
78.8
59.8
35.8
37.1
31.7

No
6.0
29.1
48.3
48.6
51.8

DA/NA
15.2
11.1
15.9
14.3
16.5

Table 6.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
18.2
40.2
22.3
11.5
32.0

No
69.5
42.9
56.5
72.4
50.1

DA/NA
12.3
16.9
21.2
16.1
17.9

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

Yes
32.7
55.8
38.6
37.2
43.0
43.7
55.6

No
55.8
41.9
47.1
46.9
38.0
32.5
24.1

DA/NA
11.5
2.3
14.3
15.9
19.0
23.8
20.3

Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
32.7
34.8
38.9
49.6
54.4

No
55.8
48.1
42.4
34.9
32.4

DA/NA
11.5
17.2
18.7
15.5
13.2

7. "Do you think there should be an opposition to the current authorities in Belarus?"

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
57.6
67.6
72.5
75.7
72.0
67.1
49.5
29.5

No
28.8
11.5
12.0
15.9
17.3
21.6
37.5
52.9

DA/NA
13.6
20.9
15.5
8.4
10.7
11.3
13.0
17.6

Table 7.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
20.4
36.5
60.8
71.8
77.6

No
58.4
43.1
27.2
18.1
12.1

DA/NA
21.2
20.4
12.0
10.1
10.3

Table 7.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
76.2
64.3
72.0
31.7
63.1

No
16.0
22.9
9.1
51.3
21.7

DA/NA
7.8
12.8
18.9
17.0
15.2

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
61.1
61.8
65.3
69.3
53.9
54.0
39.4

No
29.3
36.9
22.2
13.8
26.0
30.7
39.2

DA/NA
9.6
1.3
12.5
16.9
20.1
15.3
21.4

Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
61.1
67.1
59.9
51.7
52.6

No
29.3
18.3
25.1
34.3
33.3

DA/NA
9.6
14.6
15.0
14.0
14.1

8. " Would you like to know more about the Belarusian opposition – political parties and other organizations, its leaders, programs, etc.?"

Table 8.1. 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, I’d like to
50.0
61.9
64.6
63.0
60.3
56.0
51.2
24.5

No, I wouldn’t like to
27.8
12.1
16.3
23.7
21.9
26.8
30.9
39.8

No, I’m not concerned about this
22.2
26.0
19.1
13.3
17.8
17.2
17.9
35.7

Table 8.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes, I’d like to
20.7
29.7
54.8
58.8
66.8

No, I wouldn’t like to
38.1
35.9
25.8
27.3
17.3

No, I’m not concerned about this
41.2
34.4
19.4
13.9
15.9

Table 8.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes, I’d like to
63.3
56.6
66.4
28.3
48.5

No, I wouldn’t like to
20.7
25.2
12.2
39.9
24.7

No, I’m not concerned about this
16.0
18.2
21.4
31.8
26.8

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

Yes, I’d like to
43.2
51.1
54.5
61.2
56.9
54.6
31.7

No, I wouldn’t like to
29.6
27.6
28.3
20.6
20.8
22.0
41.8

No, I’m not concerned about this
27.2
21.3
17.1
18.2
22.3
21.4
26.5

Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, I’d like to
43.2
61.2
57.4
48.9
43.9

No, I wouldn’t like to
29.6
18.0
19.7
28.0
36.4

No, I’m not concerned about this
27.2
20.7
22.9
23.1
19.7

9. "Do you place yourself among the opposition to the current 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

Yes
17.2
24.1
34.3
19.5
23.3
17.0
16.8
4.7

No
70.4
60.5
51.2
62.3
66.9
71.2
70.2
84.2

DA/NA
12.4
15.4
14.5
18.2
9.8
11.8
13.0
11.1

Table 9.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
2.4
4.3
16.8
23.0
33.6

No
86.5
85.8
69.8
66.7
50.1

DA/NA
11.1
9.9
13.4
10.3
16.3

Table 9.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
35.6
15.7
17.5
5.8
18.2

No
54.5
72.0
72.6
82.5
69.2

DA/NA
9.9
12.3
9.9
11.7
12.6

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

Yes
19.3
18.3
19.1
22.5
23.0
15.3
4.5

No
70.4
80.1
68.6
53.2
65.0
65.7
84.2

DA/NA
10.3
1.6
12.3
24.3
12.0
19.0
12.3

Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
19.3
22.4
22.0
14.7
12.3

No
70.4
55.0
64.6
76.3
78.8

DA/NA
10.3
22.6
13.4
9.0
8.9

10. "Are you ready to take part in street actions of protest if the results of the presidential election are falsified?"

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

Yes
15.4
27.6
24.4
13.6
18.6
12.9
15.7
6.8

No
76.0
62.5
66.8
73.2
73.8
76.1
76.0
87.2

DA/NA
8.6
9.9
8.8
13.2
7.6
11.0
8.3
6.0

Table 10.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
4.0
10.0
17.6
17.4
21.4

No
87.4
81.0
73.4
74.3
70.9

DA/NA
8.6
9.0
9.0
8.3
7.7

Table 10.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
23.2
15.5
27.5
14.8
17.2

No
65.9
75.5
62.1
79.9
71.4

DA/NA
10.9
9.0
10.4
5.3
11.4

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

Yes
11.6
19.4
19.5
17.8
12.1
19.2
10.0

No
82.5
80.6
72.1
65.0
73.4
72.6
81.1

DA/NA
5.9
0
8.4
17.2
14.5
8.2
8.9

Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
11.6
21.2
19.9
14.1
12.8

No
82.5
65.8
68.9
80.1
79.2

DA/NA
5.9
13.0
11.2
5.8
8.0

11. "Do you believe that A. Lukashenko can be dismissed from office as a result of a ‘colored revolution’ like it was in Georgia, Ukraine and Kyrgyzstan?"

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

Yes
14.5
21.8
22.2
17.1
18.1
14.0
12.7
8.0

No
73.7
65.5
62.7
74.7
71.9
72.1
76.4
80.1

DA/NA
11.8
12.7
15.1
8.2
10.0
13.9
10.9
11.9

Table 11.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
9.2
6.0
15.3
18.4
18.5

No
81.5
81.7
70.9
70.8
71.5

DA/NA
9.0
12.4
13.7
10.8
10.0

Table 11.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
21.2
14.0
23.5
8.6
17.0

No
69.0
74.2
58.1
80.6
66.4

DA/NA
9.8
11.8
18.4
10.8
16.6

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

Yes
11.0
18.4
20.3
22.3
10.9
14.9
4.9

No
80.0
81.6
69.8
57.8
71.5
74.4
76.4

DA/NA
9.0
0
9.9
19.9
17.6
10.7
18.7

Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
11.0
20.7
15.6
13.1
12.9

No
80.1
67.9
67.7
78.0
73.9

DA/NA
9.0
11.4
16.7
8.9
13.2

12. "Are you ready to take part in such an action?"

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

Yes
9.7
21.9
21.6
14.6
10.8
6.9
9.4
3.0

No
82.4
67.6
69.2
76.4
78.9
81.9
81.8
95.2

DA/NA
7.9
10.5
9.2
9.0
10.3
11.2
8.7
1.8

Table 12.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
1.4
2.4
11.0
10.8
18.2

No
96.0
93.6
79.4
80.1
71.9

DA/NA
2.6
4.0
9.6
9.1
9.9

Table 12.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
17.2
8.4
23.8
3.2
14.8

No
71.8
82.3
65.4
94.3
73.1

DA/NA
11.0
9.3
10.8
2.5
12.1

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

Yes
10.6
13.3
9.8
13.9
8.2
10.5
2.4

No
83.0
85.9
79.3
73.1
80.5
81.6
90.8

DA/NA
6.4
0.8
10.9
13.0
11.3
7.9
6.8

Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
10.6
12.2
15.6
9.6
4.9

No
83.0
76.8
73.4
84.2
88.6

DA/NA
6.5
11.0
11.0
6.2
6.5

13. "If the referendum on the state language takes place tomorrow in Belarus, which one would you vote for?"

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

Belarusian
20.1
22.1
24.1
18.7
16.3
15.5
21.2
25.0

Russian
11.2
14.5
13.4
12.8
15.3
13.3
13.3
3.5

Both Russian and Belarusian
56.0
49.6
52.7
57.8
58.4
58.4
54.1
54.9

I’m not concerned about this
10.1
13.8
7.0
8.6
8.7
9.9
8.9
13.0

DA/NA
2.6
0
2.8
2.1
1.3
2.9
2.5
3.6

Table 13.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Belarusian
20.5
24.8
17.6
19.1
23.4

Russian
3.8
7.8
12.5
15.9
9.9

Both Russian and Belarusian
52.9
49.9
55.4
58.1
62.5

I’m not concerned about this
18.8
12.4
12.1
5.6
2.8

DA/NA
4.0
5.1
2.4
1.3
1.4

Table 13.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Belarusian
14.9
19.9
21.0
24.2
16.6

Russian
16.3
12.5
19.8
4.0
13.5

Both Russian and Belarusian
55.8
56.6
50.8
55.4
60.1

I’m not concerned about this
10.9
8.7
5.9
12.7
9.8

DA/NA
2.1
2.3
2.5
3.7
0

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

Belarusian
21.6
27.4
17.5
25.0
19.6
22.3
8.6

Russian
13.0
6.7
13.3
5.4
19.1
9.9
10.4

Both Russian and Belarusian
45.8
52.3
60.9
60.4
43.9
54.2
75.3

I’m not concerned about this
17.8
13.6
6.0
4.5
11.4
11.4
4.1

DA/NA
1.8
0
2.3
4.7
6.0
2.2
1.6

Table 13.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Belarusian
21.6
14.1
13.8
17.9
27.4

Russian
13.0
19.5
15.8
9.6
4.1

Both Russian and Belarusian
45.8
58.3
54.1
60.4
58.9

I’m not concerned about this
17.8
5.5
12.2
10.1
7.6

DA/NA
1.8
2.6
4.1
2.0
2.0

14. "Russia’s President V. Putin has recently stated: "We and Belarusians are actually one nation." What is your attitude to this statement?"

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

I agree with it
56.8
44.8
45.0
42.6
54.2
55.1
62.1
68.9

I don’t agree but I take evenly this statement of V. Putin
31.7
37.7
37.4
40.2
33.8
33.1
31.1
22.9

I’m angry (insulted) at this 

statement of V. Putin
4.3
4.9
9.8
7.0
3.7
4.6
2.8
2.0

I’m not concerned about this
7.1
12.6
7.8
10.1
7.3
7.2
3.9
6.2

NA
0.1
0
0
0.1
1.0
0
0.1
0

Т абл. 14.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

I agree with it
47.5
54.7
50.1
68.1
51.9

I don’t agree but I take evenly this statement of V. Putin
35.2
34.1
31.4
23.5
41.7

I’m angry (insulted) at this 

statement of V. Putin
8.6
3.8
7.5
2.0
2.2

I’m not concerned about this
8.2
7.0
10.9
6.4
4.2

NA
0.5
0.3
0.1
0
0

Table 14.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I agree with it
72.6
63.4
52.6
54.2
52.4

I don’t agree but I take evenly this statement of V. Putin
20.0
27.6
34.2
34.9
33.5

I’m angry (insulted) at this 

statement of V. Putin
2.3
0.8
3.9
5.0
8.9

I’m not concerned about this
5.1
7.8
9.0
5.9
5.1

NA
0
0.4
0.3
0
0.1

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

I agree with it
46.1
58.9
55.1
46.9
65.2
51.1
72.7

I don’t agree but I take evenly this statement of V. Putin
37.5
27.5
36.6
42.0
21.5
40.8
18.5

I’m angry (insulted) at this 

statement of V. Putin
5.2
7.4
1.8
4.6
7.2
1.5
1.8

I’m not concerned about this
10.8
6.2
6.0
6.5
6.1
6.6
6.6

NA
0.4
0
0.5
0
0
0
0.4

Table 14.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I agree with it
46.1
52.2
64.9
65.1
56.4

I don’t agree but I take evenly this statement of V. Putin
37.5
34.5
27.4
21.1
35.4

I’m angry (insulted) at this 

statement of V. Putin
5.2
4.5
2.5
7.5
2.3

I’m not concerned about this
10.8
8.4
5.1
6.3
5.6

NA
0.4
0.4
0.1
0
0.3

15. "Quite recently, Deputies of the European Parliament – Polish citizens coming on a business trip to Belarus to investigate the conflict over the Union of Poles – were denied entrance into the country on the grounds that their visit, in the opinion of the authorities, might "cause a national discord". The European Union condemned this decision and underlined that it increases international isolation of Belarus. What is your attitude to all this?"

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

I support the actions of the 

Belarusian authorities
25.2
6.2
13.6
23.3
18.0
25.3
31.7
35.5

I don’t support  the actions of the Belarusian authorities
32.9
37.9
40.2
41.4
41.2
36.6
35.1
15.8

I’m not concerned about this
20.2
35.3
18.4
21.8
22.2
19.7
12.4
20.8

DA/NA
21.7
20.6
27.8
13.8
18.6
18.4
20.8
27.9

Table 15.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

I support the actions of the 

Belarusian authorities
36.4
33.6
22.4
21.2
21.4

I don’t support  the actions of the Belarusian authorities
12.6
17.3
36.1
39.0
46.3

I’m not concerned about this
23.6
23.8
22.2
19.2
11.1

DA/NA
27.4
25.3
19.3
20.6
21.2

Table 15.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I support the actions of the 

Belarusian authorities
20.2
23.2
16.3
35.0
15.2

I don’t support  the actions of the Belarusian authorities
50.1
35.2
35.9
17.9
32.6

I’m not concerned about this
18.4
19.6
20.5
19.5
34.7

DA/NA
11.3
22.0
27.3
27.6
17.5

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

I support the actions of the 

Belarusian authorities
23.7
42.2
22.8
18.3
30.1
19.1
17.7

I don’t support  the actions of the Belarusian authorities
42.4
33.6
36.5
49.1
28.7
26.7
14.7

I’m not concerned about this
16.5
23.4
25.2
22.3
13.1
32.4
18.9

DA/NA
17.4
0.8
15.5
20.3
28.1
21.8
48.7

Table 15.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I support the actions of the 

Belarusian authorities
23.7
21.8
28.0
26.8
25.8

I don’t support  the actions of the Belarusian authorities
42.4
34.9
32.8
30.3
28.1

I’m not concerned about this
16.5
17.3
21.5
18.8
24.5

DA/NA
17.4
26.1
17.7
24.1
21.6

16. "Do you think the West is hostile towards Belarus and the Belarusians should be careful with it?"

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

Yes
44.4
31.0
38.5
36.8
42.6
42.9
47.5
52.6

No
42.7
56.5
48.6
53.3
46.8
44.3
41.9
30.1

DA/NA
12.9
12.5
12.9
9.9
10.6
12.8
10.6
17.3

Table 16.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
48.5
56.1
40.7
42.1
43.1

No
28.9
27.7
47.8
47.7
46.8

DA/NA
22.6
16.2
11.5
10.2
10.1

Table 16.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
33.6
46.0
35.2
30.9
42.9

No
58.7
41.3
47.3
32.0
50.3

DA/NA
7.7
12.7
17.5
17.1
6.8

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

Yes
39.7
35.3
48.5
40.7
39.3
43.2
63.4 

No
51.5
61.9
38.1
38.3
44.3
43.8
18.5

DA/NA
8.8
2.8
13.4
21.0
16.4
13.0
18.1

Table 16.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
39.7
36.5
50.0
43.1
50.2

No
51.5
51.3
35.5
38.7
38.1

DA/NA
8.8
12.2
14.5
18.2
11.7

17. "Would you like to receive regularly radio and TV programs from neighboring countries (Poland, Ukraine, Lithuania and Latvia) broadcasting the events taking place in Belarus and abroad?"

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

Yes
58.8
60.6
63.2
65.1
68.5
64.0
60.2
42.3

No
29.0
28.6
22.8
24.9
21.2
24.7
27.1
43.3

DA/NA
12.2
10.8
14.0
10.0
10.3
11.3
12.7
14.4 

Table 17.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes
38.5
46.7
63.0
64.7
66.9

No
42.6
37.3
25.5
26.8
22.4

DA/NA
18.9
16.0
11.5
8.5
10.7

Table 17.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
71.8
62.4
62.7
43.7
61.6

No
20.4
34.5
22.1
42.4
29.5

DA/NA
7.8
13.1
15.2
13.9
8.9

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

Yes
68.4
68.7
52.2
62.7
17.9
56.7
46.4

No
23.7
24.6
36.5
22.5
55.4
32.4
36.3

DA/NA
7.9
6.7
11.3
14.8
26.7
10.9
17.3

Table 17.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
68.4
58.6
60.7
58.2
53.2

No
23.7
22.7
24.6
26.6
39.4

DA/NA
7.9
18.7
14.7
15.2
7.4

18. "In which language would you like to receive these programs, if any?"

Table 18.1. 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

In Belarusian
6.0
1.5
8.1
8.7
1.9
3.6
8.9
8.5

In Russian
42.2
60.1
45.2
47.2
51.3
47.6
39.6
26.4

In both Russian and Belarusian
20.4
6.9
20.6
18.6
23.6
21.1
22.9
18.8

DA/NA
31.4
21.5
26.1
25.5
23.2
27.7
28.6
38.3

Table 18.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

In Belarusian
9.1
7.3
3.6
4.8
9.7

In Russian
22.5
35.5
48.8
46.5
41.4

In both Russian and Belarusian
17.3
18.2
18.1
24.0
25.1

DA/NA
51.1
39.0
28.5
24.7
23.8

Table 18.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

In Belarusian
4.4
5.1
5.1
8.5
5.6

In Russian
55.8
45.2
55.3
26.0
44.7

In both Russian and Belarusian
20.2
21.6
9.4
20.6
20.6

DA/NA
19.6
28.1
30.2
44.9
29.1

Table 18.4. 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

In Belarusian
2.8
8.0
6.4
9.4
10.7
3.1
2.3

In Russian
56.3
48.7
33.4
32.5
37.1
36.9
45.1

In both Russian and Belarusian
14.3
21.9
21.0
27.4
19.0
25.1
17.2

DA/NA
26.6
21.4
39.2
30.7
33.2
33.9
35.4

Table 18.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In Belarusian
2.8
6.3
5.0
6.5
7.6

In Russian
56.3
48.0
47.6
36.5
32.1

In both Russian and Belarusian
14.3
17.1
16.2
23.2
25.9

DA/NA
26.4
28.6
31.2
33.8
34.4

19. "From October 1, 2005 Deutsche Welle starts broadcasting at short waves a daily 30-minute radio program Belarusian Chronics. It will inform the citizens of Belarus about the events taking place in this country and abroad. In your opinion, in what language should this program go on the air?"

Table 19.1. 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

In Belarusian
8.9
3.3
11.4
11.5
5.9
5.7
13.5
10.6

In Russian
36.8
51.8
37.1
44.0
43.6
44.2
38.2
20.1

In both Russian and Belarusian
24.8
14.8
23.6
23.4
28.8
25.1
24.3
24.3

I’m not concerned about this
23.9
22.8
24.3
17.4
18.8
19.7
16.6
37.3

DA/NA
5.6
7.3
3.6
3.7
2.9
5.3
7.4
7.7

Table 19.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

In Belarusian
10.1
9.5
5.8
7.4
17.5

In Russian
20.1
28.3
40.9
43.7
37.6

In both Russian and Belarusian
17.5
23.8
24.6
29.8
24.6

I’m not concerned about this
39.1
31.9
23.5
16.9
16.2

DA/NA
2.6
6.6
5.3
2.2
3.8

Table 19.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

In Belarusian
8.0
7.9
7.9
11.0
10.1

In Russian
43.7
42.8
43.2
21.6
38.3

In both Russian and Belarusian
30.6
24.3
18.7
25.2
15.1

I’m not concerned about this
13.5
19.9
27.7
34.9
29.1

DA/NA
4.1
5.0
2.6
7.3
7.4

Table 19.4. 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

In Belarusian
7.1
12.6
11.7
10.8
10.1
5.8
4.4

In Russian
51.4
37.2
28.5
30.5
31.3
33.4
41.2

In both Russian and Belarusian
18.4
24.0
29.4
28.9
18.5
28.2
28.1

I’m not concerned about this
20.7
23.8
26.0
24.9
22.9
30.9
20.3

DA/NA
2.4
2.4
4.4
4.9
17.2
1.7
6.0

Table 19.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In Belarusian
7.1
9.5
8.0
9.9
9.2

In Russian
51.4
40.9
42.6
30.4
27.8

In both Russian and Belarusian
18.4
26.1
18.9
28.6
27.8

I’m not concerned about this
20.7
17.4
23.3
22.8
30.8

DA/NA
2.4
6.1
7.2
8.3
4.4

20. "What language is your native language?" (more than one answer is possible)
Table 20.1. 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

Belarusian
41.5
33.6
35.3
31.4
36.3
37.5
46.4
53.5

Russian
50.8
60.5
58.8
61.0
59.2
55.2
48.3
33.9

Both Russian and Belarusian
4.6
1.4
4.5
6.1
3.8
4.8
4.0
5.5

Polish
2.5
1.7
0.8
0
2.0
1.3
1.7
6.1

Other language
1.3
0
1.4
1.5
1.3
1.9
0.5
0.9

Table 20.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Belarusian
46.6
53.5
42.3
34.5
35.3

Russian
33.3
38.6
53.5
59.2
56.5

Both Russian and Belarusian
7.1
3.6
3.4
4.5
7.0

Polish
10.6
2.0
1.5
1.3
0.8

Other language
1.1
1.9
1.1
1.3
1.8

Table 20.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Belarusian
32.8
39.4
31.3
51.9
44.7

Russian
63.2
54.4
59.8
36.5
46.2

Both Russian and Belarusian
2.6
5.5
4.0
5.0
3.3

Polish
0.7
1.3
1.3
5.8
1.1

Other language
0.7
1.4
1.4
0.8
2.1

Table 20.4. 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

Belarusian
40.5
36.0
39.3
43.2
44.3
53.3
37.1

Russian
51.5
59.2
55.5
44.1
51.6
35.7
53.7

Both Russian and Belarusian
3.9
1.0
4.7
1.2
2.4
10.1
9.3

Polish
3.5
1.7
0
13.4
0.3
0.5
0

Other language
0.8
1.7
0.6
0.8
0.7
1.8
2.1

Table 20.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Belarusian
40.5
31.8
34.5
45.1
49.1

Russian
51.5
63.1
61.3
41.9
43.7

Both Russian and Belarusian
3.9
1.1
4.6
9.8
3.9

Polish
3.5
3.7
1.9
0.3
3.0

Other language
0.8
0
0.9
2.3
1.6

Trends of change in Belarusian public opinion on some socio-economic and political issues 

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

1. Trust to the mass media

Variant of answer
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
12'02
09'03
11'04
03'05
09'05

State-run mass media

– trust

– distrust
43.7

21.0
41.8

26.0
32.2

34.7
34.3

36.0
40.4

42.4
40.4

44.2
49.7

36.5
51.7

36.8
53.9

33.2
55.3

33.3

Non-state mass media

– trust

– distrust
25.4

24.1
19.6

32.6
34.4

26.1
23.7

35.9
31.9

42.1
37.1

42.4
46.0

35.1
40.7

42.3
40.0

40.2
38.5

43.2

2. Readiness of Belarusians to express their political viewpoints
Variant of answer
04'01
10'01
03'03
09'03
11'04
09'05

None are afraid to express their political viewpoints
14.6
16.1
14.8
18.4
19.1
20.6

Few people are afraid
14.6
23.0
17.8
17.5
21.5
22.2

Many people are afraid
43.4
43.0
48.3
49.0
40.7
37.1

All are afraid
12.4
9.5
13.6
9.2
13.0
13.5

3. "In your opinion, does the country in general go in the right of wrong direction?"

Variant of answer
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02
03'03
09'03
03'04
09'05

In the right
36.7
21.4
21.3
26.6
21.3
30.3
36.8
36.8

In the wrong
38.1
55.5
49.1
54.0
63.4
48.8
42.5
42.5

4. "Which Russia-Belarus integration variant would you prefer?" (more than one answer is possible)
Variant of answer
12'02
03'03
09'03
03'04
11'04
09'05

Belarus and Russia should make a union of independent states tied with close political and economic relations 
51.7
48.0
55.7
50.1
47.8
50.6

Belarus-Russia relations should follow the pattern of other CIS member-states
19.7
19.3
20.6
27.0
32.1
28.9

Belarus and Russia should become one state with a sole president, government, army, flag, currency, etc.
21.2
25.6
18.5
13.8
11.6
13.2

5. "If a referendum on future development path is held tomorrow in Belarus, how would you vote?"

Variant of answer
09'03
03'04
06'04
11'04
03'05
09'05

For integration with Russia
37.9
30.0
32.0
31.2
31.5
38.1

For accession into the European Union
23.4
25.1
25.3
20.8
18.9
17.4

For both 
23.2
17.6
21.2
18.9
23.4
20.2

Against both
6.5
13.4
12.0
17.3
16.7
18.4

6. "If you have to choose between integration with Russia and accession to the EU, which one would you prefer?"

Variant of answer
09'03
03'04
06'04
11'04
03'05
09'05

Integration with Russia
47.6
41.0
47.7
49.3
51.9
59.2

Accession to the EU
36.1
36.5
37.6
33.7
31.6
28.6

7. Change in the financial state over the past three months

Variant of answer
03'03
09'03
03'04
06'04
03'05
09'05

Improved
6.5
11.6
11.8
7.9
13.7
17.5

Didn’t change
50.5
56.8
58.1
64.0
61.8
61.4

Aggravated
41.6
30.6
28.2
26.6
21.2
19.8

8. Average per capita income in the family (including wages, pensions, allowances and other earnings) in the previous month
Variant of answer
06'04
11'04
03'05
05'05
09'05

Below the Living Wage Budget
36.7
31.7
28.0
23.6
16.7

From Living Wage Budget to Minimum Consumer Budget
45.2
47.9
46.8
43.2
48.3

From one to two Minimum Consumer Budgets 
15.9
16.6
20.2
25.5
28.6

Above two Minimum Consumer Budgets
2.2
3.0
4.3
7.3
5.6

9. "How will socio-economic situation in Belarus change within the next few years?"

Variant of answer
09'02
03'03
09'03
03'04
11'04
03'05
09'05

Will improve
16.9
15.2
19.6
23.1
34.1
29.7
30.9

Won’t change
31.6
30.2
38.4
42.9
37.0
40.8
45.1

Will aggravate
34.7
43.7
28.5
22.9
17.7
16.8
14.9

10. Your language of everyday communication

Variant of answer
06'95
11'97
09'98
06'99
11'99
11'00
12'02
09'03
05'05
09'05

Belarusian
4.5
5.7
2.9
2.5
4.1
4.2
2.9
2.9
5.4
4.3

Russian
37.3
40.6
39.2
39.8
39.0
37.6
50.9
51.5
55.3
60.0

Both Russian and Belarusian
7.8
20.3
22.7
29.0
23.1
25.7
17.4
20.3
16.5
15.4

Crude mixture of Russian and Belarusian 
50.0
32.5
33.6
27.8
33.3
31.3
28.5
25.1
22.0
19.4

Other
0.4
0.8
0.5
0.1
0.2
0.7
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.1

Materials prepared by Prof. O. Manaev, А. Sasnow and P. Bykowski
OPEN FORUM
THE REPORT AT THE NATIONAL CONGRESS OF DEMOCRATIC FORCES
Prof. O. Manaev, PhD, IISEPS Director
Dear Colleagues,
I remember that June morning sixteen years ago when I went to Vilnius for the constituent assembly of the Belarusian Popular Front. Many of you were on the same train and well remember the excitement we all were filled with. Of course, we didn’t know then our future but we felt the end of communism and coming of a new time– the time of independence, freedom and democracy. It seemed that all the best forces of Belarus united to draw closer the new times and never let them go back. We were then like brothers and sisters ready to build the future together.

In early 90-ies, right after collapse of the USSR and formation of independent Belarus, this is exactly like it was. Later on, the time stopped and turned back. Our hopes didn’t come true. I’m sure each of us many times asked themselves “why?”, “what is our mistake?” The reasons are many, but this isn’t the right time and place to analyze them. I want to mention one main reason only. This is because we lost our unity with one another. Even more, we lost our live, deep and permanent ties with the people. At the dusk of authoritarian regime we lost touch with one another and drifted apart. Now, other forces speak on behalf of the Belarusian people and they have absolutely different goals.

Today, our key objective is to meet once again all those who are dissatisfied with the missed future and who want changes. For this, we first of all need to have true perception of the reality. We need to feel and discern people’s true needs and not our own political and ideological interests. You know, the current authorities stay in power not only by force and deceit but because millions of Belarusians find this suitable. We should not neglect their interests even if they are not ready for democracy, don’t strive into Europe and don’t know our history and our literary classics. They are the citizens of Belarus exactly like those who want changes. Yet, we should learn to talk, to find compromise and to cooperate with those millions of people looking for changes. 

Huge is the potential for changes within the society on which we can rely. According to the latest public opinion poll conducted by the IISEPS in September, almost 58% of respondents consider that “Belarus should have an opposition to the current authorities”; every second citizen would like to know more about opposition parties and other organizations, their leaders and programs” and nearly 45% of the polled think that “it is time to give chance to the other candidate for the presidential seat.” Despite total concealment, discrediting and all kinds of obstacles which the authorities posed to Congress initiators during the past six months, every fifth respondent knew about its preparation, over one third of respondents “doesn’t support these actions of the authorities” and 8.5% of the polled (i.e. over 500 000 voters) “personally knows the people who participated in nomination of delegates for this Congress.” Every tenth respondent said he/she “will trust the decisions of the Congress and will support the candidate it will choose” and over 53% said they “will see from circumstances.” This means that decisions of the Congress may influence moods and behavior of millions of Belarusians. They may, but will they? This depends on us and, first of all, on how deeply consolidated the democratic forces and all those looking for changes will be after the Congress. These are the “circumstances” which our fellow citizens want to “see from.”

The start has been given. First, for several past months citizens in all Belarusian regions chose delegates for the Congress in open meetings. Now, these are over one thousand delegates representing not only political parties but also very different tiers of society and public organizations which enjoy trust and respect of many citizens. The Congress may become a true national assembly, a meeting of all those who look for changes. Second, all probable presidential contenders for democratic forces have recently signed a Declaration in which they agreed to run for presidency as a single team united around a sole candidate. Let us do our best to strengthen this unity before, during and after the presidential election, so that millions of Belarusians who look for changes once again come to meet those who are now ready to implement these changes. Let us meet and go forth together.

May Belarus live!

TIME OF CHANGES’S COME; WE SHOULDN’T MISS IT 

Alexander Bukhvostov, Chairman of Organizing Committee at the Congress of Democratic Forces

The Congress of Democratic Forces has taken place and a sole candidate for democratic forces has been elected to run for presidency. This means the first stage of the chosen strategy has been completed. What’s now? To answer to this question, we should like to look back and analyze the path trodden by democratic forces.

Almost all existing and acting political parties and over two hundred public organizations which played an important role during the recent campaign came to this Congress. Among its delegates were: deputies of the 12th and 13th Supreme Councils, candidate deputies to the House of Representatives of the election campaign ’04, deputies of Local Councils as well as many noted politicians, public figures and mass media representatives. Delegates elected in regional meetings made up almost one third of the delegate corps. Such composition of the Congress is very significant.

Consolidation of democratic forces after the presidential election of 2001 radically differs from the similar processes before it. However, the basis of new relations between political parties and groups was built by the Coordination Council of opposition parties which existed during 1999-2001.

Joint work in this period draw together not only political leaders but also their organizations and gave way to the development of new public thinking which stated that dictatorship can be won only by united efforts of all political forces, public organizations and citizens looking for changes, willing to fight for them and convinced they are right.

All that could and did stir up dissension within political parties was put aside. Struggle for freedom and democracy and for civilized development path has become a common unifying idea. Six political parties and over two hundred public organizations united into the public initiative “Five Plus.”

Some other political parties and groups joined into the European Coalition. At that stage, running into the House of Representatives in the election campaign ’04 was the main objective of democratic forces. We all know the results. Positive and negative experience of that campaign drew to certain conclusions which took to immediate actions. Thus, the Permanent Council of ten political parties (PC) started its work. Despite some centrist moods among democratic parties, and first of all among social-democratic ones, PC continued its work and even started meeting on a regular basis. As a result, the united democratic forces worked out a single strategy for the political campaign of 2005-2006; election of a sole candidate for democratic forces for the presidential election ’06 is its part.

This part of the strategy was supposed to answer the popular question “Who, if not A. Lukashenko?” First of all, these are the people ready to fight against the dictatorship – party and non-party democratic corps – who were to choose a sole candidate. Mass election meetings widely involving general public are clearly impossible under the political persecution and terror of authorities. Therefore, after long debates, discussions, seminars and expert estimates, they established the procedure of sole candidate election which is nomination of candidates for democratic political parties and regional assemblies and election of a sole candidate at the Congress of Democratic Forces. Many of the politicians who aired their ambitions for the presidential seat appeared not ready to go through the public sieve and were left outside the process.

The Permanent Council immediately started implementation of the chosen strategy. It should be noted that candidate nomination at the regional assemblies and, later, formation of the Congress were pretty well organized despite malevolent expectations that the process would fail and stop.

At the end of May, Organizing Committee for preparation and conduction of the Congress of Democratic Forces was formed. It incorporated leaders of all political parties and groups as well as coordinators of public organizations. Organization of the preparatory work was carried in accordance with a proposed systemic approach which to a certain extent provided for successful completion of the work and for achievement of the objective on sole candidate election.

At the preparatory stage, the Organizing Committee carried 41 meetings. All the decisions were recorded which averted unnecessary disputes and debates. Furthermore, work groups were formed on the key directions, and they successfully performed their tasks. 

The Organizing committee incorporated responsible and highly skilled organizers which contributed to attainment of the goal.

The most difficult in the formation of delegate corps for the Congress appeared convocation of regional meetings. Despite resistance of authorities, we managed to carry on 125 regional assemblies and elect over 224 delegates. 

Nomination of delegates for public organizations appeared the most disputed matter. However, PC leaders scraped through this stage as well.

Members of the Organizing Committee made a great work to prepare lists of delegates. Altogether, 943 delegates were put on the lists. Exactly 840 of them came to the Congress which is a very high figure taking into account current political situation.

The most notable event during the preparation period has become signing of the Political Agreement. Its draft was proposed by the Belarusian Labor Party and later improved in the Permanent Council. The document establishes responsibility of all political bodies and their leaders for the outcome of the political campaign ’06. Every party and every leader plays particular role in organization and coordination of actions carried by united democratic forces. The sole candidate is the first among the equal – this is the basic thesis of the Political Agreement. A. Milinkevich well underlined this in his election speech at the Congress. In my opinion, this approach shall relieve the stress in the relations between leaders and maintain the process in the right direction.

The Congress gave positive results. It accomplished its task on election of the leader and is able to continue its work if necessary. Besides the decisions taken at the Congress, the most essential are its spirit and positive atmosphere of unity both in the hall and in the lobby.

Within the past five months, I’ve been thoroughly collecting and analyzing all the statements, articles and remarks made both in the state-run and democratic mass media. I spoke out my attitude to journalists of state-run newspapers in the article Killers published by Narodnaya Volya. You can’t expect anything else from these men but lie, libel, gloating delight, distortion of facts, etc.

However, in the materials of democratic newspapers, I can also see this killer’s component. Either by folly or to attract attention with unordinary thinking, or perhaps because slandering opposition is by far safer than carrying serious investigations of regime crimes, many journalists confuse the reader with distorted and immature biased interpretation of political events and the situation in the opposition democratic circles.

In the beginning of this article, I briefly outlined the history of the united democratic forces. The process of consolidation is not yet accomplished and is still to undergo severe trial. The first of such turning points was voting for a sole candidate at the Congress. 

Almost equal number of votes given to A. Milinkevich and A. Lebedko points out to parity of the forces supporting these two leaders. This means foundation of this unity is fairly weak but, as the latest events show, this crisis will be overcome successfully.

Perhaps, some politicians anticipate collapse of the united democratic forces. Others hope that sole candidate election is not completed and therefore further negotiations with the politicians outside the process and appearance of a different contender is absolutely possible. There are some more opinions and expectations as well. 

Yet, I think it is all over now. All the hopes are vain hopes. Consolidation of democratic forces is inevitable and it has no alternative. It is inevitable because only unity and solidarity of all adherents of democratic changes within opposition circles and in the public sector is a necessary and sufficient prerequisite to victory in the struggle against dictatorship and to country’s civilized development.

Internal crisis of the united democratic forces after the Congress is the first serious test for endurance and political maturity of regional and national leaders. I’m sure that the majority within democratic corps is ready to fight for victory and will join the new bodies and organizations of the united democratic forces formed to participate in the presidential election struggle.

The strategy of democratic forces accounts for all the situations already observed and possibly expected in the future.

To illustrate, it includes the following aspects:

- actions aimed at A. Lukashenko’s non-admission to the presidential election of 2006;

- informing of general public and target groups from different tiers of society, also for the purpose of strengthening and increasing popularity of a sole candidate;

- involving relations with Russia and use of Russia’s TV channels;

- involving relations with Ukraine and other CIS countries and use of Ukraine’s TV channels;

- involving relations with the EU and USA and use of the mass media in Poland, Lithuania, Latvia and other European countries;

- cooperation with international organizations (UNO, ILO, OSCE, PACE, etc.);

- drawing up measures to avert falsification of election results, to ensure control over counting of votes, etc.;

- involving of the citizens looking for changes into mass meetings for support of a sole democratic candidate, for freedom of election and against A. Lukashenko’s dictatorship.

All this is more or less reflected in the decisions of the Congress. Yet, the image of the new democratic Belarus is the key line of the decisions. I give you so detailed description of the some strategy aspects so as to influence all those who spend time, paper and ink to blame the opposition of having no “feasible strategy” or those who take up teaching “general methodology.” As our rival says, “We should proceed from living.” He is right in this. It is crucial to proceed from reality, from what we have nowadays and what we will have tomorrow. To achieve certain results, it is necessary to get ready and work by a single plan and, as they say, “cultivate public field.” It is important to cut off all the groans like “the wrong person was elected.” Those who can’t do this should just leave not to hinder the common work.

We should also give place to sociological activity as a basic indicator of feedback in the political campaign. It should be honest and unbiased as the sociological science is. 

In addition, we need our own mass media in this hard struggle. I never believed in independence of the mass media. This just cannot be true because all the press is biased being a product of someone’s thinking.

We need the party press. Our party is the party struggling against dictatorship, looking for changes and ready to give life for this. Nowadays, such press doesn’t exist. None of the so-called democratic newspapers can be called our press and our newspapers. Our press should promote consolidation and unification rather than give estimates on who are better or who are worse. It should neither become statisticians displaying current events in facts and figures.

Democratic forces can and should make the firm step to consolidation. The head and the leaders have been elected in the forum which has never before taken place in the modern history of Belarusian democracy. We all should become one team and go uphill despite possible hardships and obstacles, without panic and disputes but supporting each other. The strong should share their strength with the weak and the weak should overcome their weakness and go forth to the victory.

At present, democratic forces surpass the authorities both intellectually and spiritually. We are fairly stronger than A. Lukashenko with his protégées and spies. We call to freedom and light, but control takes to bondage and darkness. Citizens hesitate for already long time and their majority is ready to follow us. What we are to do is to persuade them that the time of changes has come and we shouldn’t miss it. 

I’m convinced that the spirit and symbols of the Congress will become attributes of the new public movement for changes, the movement which will finally bring freedom and social progress to the Belarusian people.

Brief on the talk with O. T. Manaev in the Belarusian Ministry of Justice*

On August 6, 2005 O. T. Manaev was invited to the Belarusian Ministry of Justice for a talk.

In regards to the questions asked, O. T. Manaev explained the following: 

He was introduced to the report of the OSCE office in Minsk No. 6(29)/2005 page 4 which he could read earlier that day in the Interior Department’s Office on Mass Activities of the Minsk Executive Committee. In particular, it reads “On June 8, OSCE Head attended the quarterly briefing of the Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies (IISEPS). The decision of the Supreme Court of April 15, 2005 on IISEPS closure didn’t prevent the independent research center from its further activity aimed at introduction of the Belarusian society to opinion poll results. IISEPS was registered in Lithuania. The briefing took place in the Embassy of Lithuania in Belarus.”

O. T. Manaev verified that the IISEPS is registered in Lithuania and has the appropriate certificate. Registration was issued in 2005. O. T. Manaev is the Director of the IISEPS.

On June 8, 2005 the IISEPS did hold a briefing in the Lithuanian Embassy in Minsk.

Upon the decision of the Supreme Court of April 15, 2005, national public association IISEPS was closed and doesn’t continue its work at the territory of Belarus.

Sociological researches of public matters and informing of citizens on their results have been carried by a group of Belarusian citizens including O. T. Manaev and his colleagues.

The statement in the OSCE report quoted above is a pure interpretation of its authors.

The above explanations are recorded by Adviser of the

Department on Non-Governmental Organizations 

of the Belarusian Ministry of Justice

                               


A.P. Khariton

Recording of explanations is witnessed by Principal

Officer of the Department on Non-Governmental

Organizations of the Belarusian Ministry of Justice




О.R. Bondar

My words are recorded correctly: 






О.Т. Manaev


* Style and orthography of the original are kept unchanged

BOOKSHELF
"Belarus: Road into the Future. Manual for the Parliament". Edited by L. Zaiko and Y. Romanchuk. Minsk, 2005, 472 pgs.

The book Belarus: Road into the Future. Manual for the Parliament written by a group of authors under guidance of L. Zaiko and Y. Romanchuk is the first edition of this kind in Belarus. As it goes from the title, its aim is to give to the members of Parliament a brief and comprehensible outline of basic socio-economic and political problems of country’s development. Peculiarity of this job is its good structure and consistency, in-depth analysis and acute estimates. It cannot be called a purely scientific job, but I think this is how the authors wanted to do it. The strongest side of this publication is the analysis of political, legal and socio-economic policies. The book clearly explains how and from what resources Belarus lives and develops, who can work and earn well and easily in Belarus and also what business is profitable and what shouldn’t be taken up.

In facts and figures the authors explain the so-called Belarusian phenomenon. Actually, many authors including recognized experts of international organizations have been writing a lot over lately about ‘Belarusian economic miracle.’ Such a conclusion doesn’t seem reasonable after getting introduced to the book under review. Free from ideological and propaganda clichés, analytics helps to even an unsophisticated reader see the real state of the key fields of the Belarusian economics like budget, banking and financial systems, taxation, pension system and healthcare, etc.

This work consists of many author’s know-how’s which will draw attention of Belarusian policy-makers within either the National Assembly, government or the opposition. This is, first of all, administrative reforming which is worth mentioning. The authors offer several possible variants. In particular, the proposed variant of joint reforming of budgetary taxation and pension scheme in the countries of Central Eastern Europe and CIS hasn’t ever been developed. Also, very uncommon are the proposals on privatizing in Belarus. Even though taking into account the experience of Russia, Lithuania and Poland, many provisions will undoubtedly raise hot debates among politicians, officers and boards of directors. The solutions proposed by authors involve interests of many social groups which presently share exclusively fuel and energy annuity or have total control over the most profitable markets.

Noteworthy is thorough knowledge of subsystem reforming in different countries of the world displayed by the authors in this book. They are the first in Belarus who not only made a critical review of the common recommendations of Western economists but also gave new estimation of the transition experience of Central and Eastern European countries including Russia, Ukraine and Poland. Provided the Belarusian government implements at least a half of proposals on favorable business and investment climate building, Belarus could overcome many of its structural disparities and problems. 

Authors of this book don’t divide reforms into social and economic. This is absolutely correct. Of course, concepts stand far from adopted laws but the principle of target assistance to population along with formation of encouragement system for service providers in a particular social field seems a very successful solution.

Furthermore, this work shows a detailed analysis of foreign political and foreign economical components of country management. The authors convincingly demonstrate necessity of entering into the WTO in short terms and offer the scheme of accession into the European Union. Alongside, they feature the structure of relations with Russia and make an attempt to go beyond the framework of West or Russia cold war resistance. The proposed ideology ‘make friends and integrate with all’ does comply with the national interests of Belarus. More attention should have been given here to the description of Belarus-Russia relations after Belarus would have started negotiating about accession into the EU.

It is clear why the book is addressed to Members of Parliament. The authors look for the public dialogue on country’s strategic choice. In my opinion, it is rather addressed to the civil society in the broad sense of the word. These are not only members of the National Assembly who should discuss country’s future but also leaders of Belarusian NGO’s, political parties and nomenclature.

From the viewpoint of its topicality, this job ideally fits the political processes currently taking place in the country. It is now the time of preparation for the presidential election campaign. A new program of socio-economic development for 2006-2010 has been drafted and the relations with Russia and the EU have been as well revised. Authors of this book offer their opinion on all these issues. Remarkably, they don’t impose their standpoint like it happens in publications of this kind. Furthermore, they are quite careful in overview of the events which have taken place in Belarus over the past ten years. I think they have published an intellectual platform which may serve a foundation for a constructive dialogue on the future of Belarus in the modern world. Belarus: Road into the Future is undoubtedly a valuable contribution to the development of the market of ideas in Belarus.

At the same time, it is hardly possible to use the materials of this book for a deep and step-by-step reforming of the Belarusian society and state under the conditions when the Parliament is totally controlled by the executive power forming it. We hope that this book will be helpful at least for education of the current deputy corps and will serve a good manual for all students studying Belarusian reality.

I. Pelipas, PhD in Economics

OUR AUTHORS
· Dr. Oleg Manaev – Director of IISEPS, Professor of the Department of Social Communication at the Belarusian State University. Chairman of Coordinating Board of the Belarusian Think Tanks. He was one of founders of United Democratic Party of Belarus and Chairman of Board of Belarusian Soros Foundation.
· Dr. Alexander Sasnow – Deputy Director of IISEPS, member of the Political Council of the United Civil Party and Chairperson of the "Open Society" Foundation. He was a member of Presidium of the XII Supreme Soviet and Minister of Labor of the Republic of Belarus.
· Pavel Bykowski – Head of the Center for Documentation of IISEPS and Head of the Department for the daily Belorusy and Rynok.

· Alexander Bukhvostov – Chairman of Organization Committee for the Congress of Democratic Forces, Chairman of closed Belarusian Labor Party, Co-Chairman of the Motor Vehicle and Agricultural Machine-Building Industry Trade Union.
· Dr. Igor Pelipas – Director of the Research Center at the Institute of Privatization and Management. 
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