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Dear readers!

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

The most important event of this period which specifically influenced the immediate past and the near future of Belarus is we think pre-term presidential election. In the light of this decision, many events of social and political life are assessed differently. What previously seemed an issue of imagination (scientific or casual) is coming true presently. Survey results given in this issue help understand better the true causes and possible consequences of this decision. Clearly, latent factors which are beyond comprehension of experts or general audience exert considerable influence on the social and political life and the decisions of the supreme power. In the opinion of many, the most recent meeting of the Belarusian and Russian presidents in Sochi has become such a factor. They probably discussed possibility and cost of A. Lukashenko’s election for the third term. However, we are convinced that the most important factor taken into account both in the Red House (presidential residence in Minsk) and in the Kremlin (as well as in Brussels and Washington) is the real situation in Belarus and, first of all, readiness of the society to go on with or change the current course.

The major reason which urged the Belarusian president to approximate the election date (even at the cost of his current term reduction by almost four months), as our latest survey shows, has become the growth of his rating as compared to growth… of his main rival’s rating. In reality, there’s nothing surprising in this decision. On the one hand, president’s rating has gone up by more than 10% over the past six months (according to our data, it is for the first time since the Russian default in 1998 that it exceeded 50%) which gives him obvious advantages but they cannot remain for long as concentration of administrative, socio-economic, informational and other resources exhausts the authoritarian regime. On the other hand, rapidly growing rating of A. Milinkevich (especially since he failed to organize a large-scale informational campaign for the two months after his election) and the possibility of further consolidation of democratic forces are hardly threatening but very unpleasant for the president as his aim is not a victory but ‘an elegant victory.’ We assume that any experienced politician who thoroughly analyzed our latest data would take the same decision even disregarded the factor of V. Putin. At the same time, analysis of this data helps any participant of the presidential race develop a strategy or tactics which would increase his chances for victory. Who and how will use it – it’s their own affair.

Another important focus of our latest survey is geo-political orientations of Belarusians, which has become the topic of the special round table discussion held in Brest. Analysis of dynamics of these orientations among the elite and among the electorate reveals both positive and negative tendencies. Apparent pro-European and pro-Russian orientations conflicting with one another or making odd maneuvers within many years have lately started opposing apparent isolationist orientations. What’s more, we think that the opinion on the Belarusian geopolitical choice made in the Red House and not in the Foreign Ministry or the Parliament does not correspond to reality. This choice – deliberate or not – is constantly made in the minds of millions of Belarusians. Hence, it can be influenced even under no freedom conditions. How? Politicians and experts may find answers to this question if they analyze our data including the materials of the round table discussion. Therefore, as usual, we give our readers an opportunity to make independent analysis based on the results of our surveys which are presented in the so-called count-up form in the light of basic socio-demographic characteristics.

On the “Open Forum,” well-known Belarusian writer Vladimir Neklyaev, Chairman of the Belarusian PEN-Center, shares his thoughts about the current living and possible prospects as well as relations between the intellectuals and supporters of changes and the authorities. He spent years both beside the authorities and in emigration, so he well realizes the subject matter of his talk. 

Unfortunately, it has become a tradition to publish here the materials demonstrating increasing fight of the Belarusian authorities against the civic society, including independent research centers. As it has turned out, these attacks haven’t stopped after IISEPS closure in April of 2005. On the New Year eve, Santa Claus came to us in the person of S. Novikov, senior investigator of the Chief Prosecutor’s Office, and presented us a gift – “Official warning of Inadmissibility of Law Violation.” The materials of this case are presented before our “Bookshelf,” and a noted Belarusian scientist L. Zaiko introduces in this column to a new book of Prof. O. Manaev about emerging of the civil society in independent Belarus. 

All in all the life’s going on, and therefore, as usual, we look forward to your feedbacks!

IISEPS Board

STRENGTHENING PRO-"WIDE EUROPE"

ATTITUDES IN BELARUS
In the end of November – beginning of December of 2005, independent sociologists at the assistance of O. Manaev’s group conducted a nation public opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed – 1 514 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error does not exceed 0.03) as well as the opinion poll among public opinion leaders and experts. The questionnaires, 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. “No answer” and “Find it difficult to answer” alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. As usual, the tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount may be different from 100% since the interviewees could choose more than one alternative. 

NOVEMBER-DECEMBER – 2005
Other Alexander, other Belarus

In mid-December, the authorities announced that the forthcoming presidential election in Belarus would be held on March 19, 2006 and not in Jule as planned before. This is four months earlier. Obviously, the authorities try to expedete the process. Why?

Within six months, April through October, almost a thousand delegates were nominated for the National Congress of Democratic Forces at open meetings held in all regions of Belarus. Most of them are representatives of disparate backgrounds and various public associations and not regular members of political paties. They are highly respected and enjoying people’s confidence. Early October, the Congress elected a sole candidate for the presidential election who would lobby the interests and hopes of millions of Belarusians looking for changes in their lives and in the life of the country. This is A. Milinkevich, 58, physicist by education, former Vice Mayer of Grodno and activist of the civic movement.

On the other hand, A. Lukashenko publicly stated in August that he actually began new election campaign right after his re-election for presidency in 2001. It is no wonder that his present rating, i.e. people’s readiness to vote for him again, makes over 50%: let alone the power, he keeps under his thumb all the governmental resources like mass media and schools, courts and banks, prosecutor’s offices and army, parliament and local governmental bodies. 

What do the Belarusians know about A. Milinkevich? The majority know nothing as his name, his associates or the program of revival for Belarus have never been mentioned within state-run organizations or in the state-run mass media. The authorities pretend that this person and the millions of people whose interest he upholds do not exist. Yet, opinion polls in Belarus show a fairly different situation. Although the majority of Belarusians do not support the idea of “colored revolutions” and radical changes, many of them look for changes to the better: 43% of respondents nowadays think that “it is more important to change the current situation in the country than to preserve it”, 38% say that “it is time to give presidential powers to some other candidate” and almost 55% are ready to vote “for democracy promoter” rather than “hardliner supporter” at the presidential election. This vast potential for changes accumulated in the society over lately is now been seeking the way to burst out.

Apart from A. Milinkevich, there’s a number of other politicians in Belarus who have declared their presidency ambitions. This is how their ratings are distributed as per December opinion poll. (See Tables 1 and 2).

Table 1

Ratings of potential presidential candidates, %*



Politicians
Rating:


Open
Closed (in pair with А. Lukashenko)

A. Lukashenko
52.6
55.9**

А. Voitovich
0.2
7.3

S. Gaidukevich
1.2
9.2

Z. Poznyak
1.1
10.1

А. Kozulin
0.8
9.7

P. Kravchenko
0
7.0

V. Leonov
0.4
7.5

А. Milinkevich
6.6
18.1

V. Frolov
1.0
8.6

А. Yaroshuk
0.3
7.4

* Table is read across 

** Average percentage on all pairs of candidates

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and …* at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?", %**



Variant of answer*
A. Lukashenko
 ...*
None of them
DA/NA

А. Voitovich
56.0
7.3
25.2
11.4

S. Gaidukevich
55.0
9.2
25.1
10.7

Z. Poznyak
56.4
10.1
23.9
9.7

А. Kozulin
56.0
9.7
23.2
11.1

P. Kravchenko
56.4
7.0
24.3
12.3

V. Leonov
55.6
7.5
25.3
11.5

А. Milinkevich
54.8
18.1
14.4
12.6

V. Frolov
56.3
8.6
23.5
11.6

А. Yaroshuk
56.6
7.4
23.9
12.1

* Politician from the list accordingly

** Table is read across

These two tables take to several important conclusions. First, it is obvious that the current president remains a key player at the electoral field, his rating almost never changing under any conditions. Second, he’s still a key but not the only player at this field. However, supporters of changes should not have illusions. Many of them (people who are far from both sociology and even reality) “sum up” the potential voters and then operate with absolutely wrong figures. In reality, the figure 84.9% (adding of the ratings of eight alternative candidates) simply doesn’t exist. The voters ready to vote for any of these candidates are only 1.6%. However, adding up all people ready to vote for any of candidates (for example, in case their candidate fails to get registered), their number increases to 28.0%! This draws to the third conclusion: maximum consolidation of alternative candidates and their electorates is crucial to ensure feasible competition with the current president. Is this an attainable goal? Data in Table 3 helps to see this.

Table 3

Totality of electorates of alternative candidates*, %



Potential 

candidates
А. Voito-vich
S. Gaidu-kevich
Z. Poznyak
А. Kozu-lin
P. Krav-chenko
V. Leo-nov
А. Milin-kevich
V. Fro-lov
А. Yaroshuk
_

X

А. Voitovich
X
49.1
49.6
60.1
56.6
52.5
76.3
44.4
50.0
54.8

S. Gaidukevich
39.2
X
46.7
39.6
43.0
35.7
63.7
34.6
36.0
42.3

Z. Poznyak
36.2
42.5
X
39.7
37.6
37.3
73.4
35.4
35.9
42.3

А. Kozulin
45.8
37.7
41.5
X
42.4
42.3
78.4
51.1
42.3
47.7

P. Kravchenko
59.8
56.8
54.5
58.8
X
55.2
91.4
49.4
61.1
60.9

V. Leonov
51.4
43.8
50.1
54.5
51.2
X
78.8
54.1
42.7
53.3

А. Milinkevich
31.0
32.4
40.9
41.8
35.1
32.6
X
36.0
33.6
35.4

V. Frolov
38.0
37.1
41.6
57.4
40.1
47.3
76.0
X
45.9
47.9

А. Yaroshuk
49.8
44.9
49.0
55.3
57.5
43.4
82.3
53.3
X
54.4

In average
43.9
43.0
46.4
50.9
45.4
43.3
77.5
44.8
43.4
X

* Table is read as follows. Across: 49.1% of A. Voitovich’s supporters (out of 7.3% mentioned in Table 1) are ready to vote as well for

 S Gaidukevich and 49.6% – for Z. Poznyak, etc. In average, 54.8% of them are ready to support another alternative candidate. Down: 39.2% of S. Gaidukevich’s supporters, 36.2% – of Z. Poznyak’s supporters, etc. are ready to vote for А. Voitovich. In average, 43.9% of other candidate supporters are ready to vote for A. Voitovich.

Also, there are several important conclusions going from Table 3. First, it is obvious that, in average, electorates of alternative candidates are neither totally scattered nor totally merged. They most likely overlap. This means there is a foundation for consolidation of the voters looking for changes. Second, P. Kravchenko’s electorate is the least stable and the least focused on its candidate (60.9% are ready to vote for other candidate as well) while A. Milinkevich’s electorate is the most stable and focused on its candidate (only 35.4% are ready to vote other candidate as well). Third, electorates of other candidates are less of all inclined to vote for S. Gaidukevich (43.0%) and most of all inclined to vote for A. Milinkevich (77.5%). This means that the majority of active supporters of changes (i.e. those ready to vote for an alternative candidate) take A. Milinkevich for the most suitable presidential candidate. At the same time, only a third of voters have heard about the Congress for Democratic Forces and A. Milinkevich’s election into the position of a sole candidate, and 13.9% of respondents did get a piece of information about him or met and talked to him and his representatives. Provided there’s an efficient information campaign (over 30% of respondents would like to get information about A. Milinkevich, meet with him, or his representatives), the sole candidate’s rating might have increased to one third of voters. If other candidates are not registererd (or quit voluntarily), that’s him who already now can count on three thirds of votes of their supporters. 

Of course, it is unlikely that the alternative candidates who joined the presidential race – A. Voitovich, V. Frolov, Z. Poznyak and A. Kozulin whose consolidated electorate makes 25.1% – will at the very last moment call their supporters to vote for A. Milinkevich. The academician and the general may possibly do this (if they fail to collect 100,000 signatures necessary for registration) but Z. Poznyak and A. Kozulin will obviously not. Apparently, these are S. Gaidukevich, A. Kozulin and A. Milinkevich who will be able to collect the necessary signatures and get registered. Thus, four candidates will get on one list with A. Lukashenko, which means that the sole candidate won’t become sole for the majority of supporters of changes ready to vote for an alternative presidential candidate. In its turn, this will result in growing number of drop-outs (they were over 16% at the past presidential election) as well as in scattering of votes between alternative rivals.

This is why maximum consolidation of supporters of changes in Belarus around the up-and-coming candidate who will really become a sole candidate for them is the key goal of the current presidential campaign. It is a key goal not because over 18% of respondents are presently ready to vote for him or because his rating is higher that that of other candidates except for the president. Difference between the two Alexanders – this is the point. (See Table 4).

Table 4

Comparative socio-demographic portraits of A. Lukashenko’s and A. Milinkevich’s supporters, %



Socio-demographic characteristics
A. Lukashenko’s electorate
A. Milinkevich’s electorate

Gender:

Male
39.7
52.3

Female
60.3
47.7

Age:

Under 30
12.7
36.0

30 to 50 
32.3
48.9

Over 50
55.0
15.1

Education:

Elementary/secondary incomplete
36.5
12.4

Secondary general
34.2
36.4

Secondary vocational/higher
28.9
51.2

Social status:

Private sector employees
7.8
29.8

Public sector employees
41.8
40.0

Students
3.6
10.2

Pensioners
43.1
8.5

Unemployed/housewives
3.6
11.5

Type of settlement :

Capital
12.7
21.4

Regional center
15.6
20.9

City
14.7
20.6

Town 
18.1
14.2

Village
38.8
22.9

Use modern means of communication:

Cable TV
27.6
51.5

Cell phone
32.0
72.7

PC
21.3
52.1

Internet
11.6
42.8

Comparative analysis of socio-demographic portraits of A. Milinkevich and A. Lukashenko shows that supporters of the first are mainly men, youth and middle-aged people who are economically active and well educated, who are residents of big cities, active PC-users, Internet, cell phone and cable TV users. Supporters of the second are mostly women, pensioners, village and small town residents, poorly educated and few of them using modern communication means. In other words, the citizens ensuring country’s socio-economic and cultural development will vote for an alternative candidate. If they meet A. Milinkevich, they will first of all ask him about his election program and peculiarities of his election campaign as well as for his opinion of how Belarus can go out of the deadlock and what should be done for this. Those citizens who depend on the state mainly support the current president. If they happen to meet A. Lukashenko, they will first of all ask him to increase their wages and pensions and ask him the question ‘when will their living standard increase?”

Comparative analysis of socio-political portraits of A. Lukashenko’s supporters and A. Milinkevich’s supporters reveals even greater difference. (See Table 5).

Table 5

Comparative socio-political portraits of A. Lukashenko’s and A. Milinkevich’s supporters, %



Socio-political characteristics
A. Lukashenko’s electorate
A. Milinkevich’s electorate

How has your welfare changed over the past three months?

Improved
25.3
9.7

Hasn’t changed
60.7
58.1

Aggravated
11.7
30.7

To which extent do your current incomes ensure normal nutrition for you (your family)? 

Not sufficient
8.4
19.5

Hardly sufficient
40.7
36.4

Fully sufficient
49.8
43.8

To which extent do your current incomes allow you (your family) buy clothes and footwear? 

Are not sufficient
24.3
29.5

Hardly sufficient
48.1
47.5

Fully sufficient
26.3
22.4

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

Will improve
52.0
8.9

Will not change
35.5
39.9

Will aggravate
3.7
41.7

What is more important for you, preserving or changing the current situation in the country? 

Preserving current situation is more important
79.3
13.3

Changing current situation is more important
18.5
84.2

Attitude to amendment of the Electoral Code so as to make election in Belarus more free and fair:

For amendment of the Electoral Code
20.3
77.7

Against  amendment of the Electoral Code
62.0
13.7

Have you suffered an offence from representatives of authorities over the past three years?

Yes
14.0
40.8

No
85.9
58.8

Is Orange Revolution possible in Belarus like it happened in Ukraine?

Yes
8.6
39.9

No
78.7
49.2

Have you heard about the Congress of Democratic Forces which elected A. Milinkevich for a sole candidate alternative to A. Lukashenko?

Yes
19.8
66.8

No
79.9
33.2

Did you receive fly leafs about A. Milinkevich, met or talked with his representatives? 

Yes
5.7
35.9

No
94.3
63.8

If not, would you like to get such fly leafs about A. Milinkevich, meet or talk with his representatives?

Yes
15.9
60.5

No
79.8
20.7

Will you support A. Milinkevich at the presidential election of 2006?

Yes
0.9
48.8

No
75.8
1.8

I will see from circumstances
19.1
47.3

If the authorities find a reason not to register a sole democratic candidate A. Milinkevich, will you join the street actions of protest?

Yes
1.1
30.0

No
94.5
43.5

Will you come to vote at the presidential election of 2006?

Definitely yes/rather yes
95.4
83.7

Definitely not/haven’t decided yet
3.3
12.7

Do you think the presidential election of 2006 will be free and fair?

Yes
75.0
11.5

No
10.3
80.6

Will you participate in street actions of protest if the presidential election is rigged?

Yes
5.8
36.8

No
84.0
40.3

If the presidential election is held tomorrow in Belarus, for whom will you vote? (open question)

For A. Lukashenko
89.7


For A. Milinkevich

35.0

If you were to choose between integration with Russia and accession into the EU, which one would you choose?

Integration with Russia
78.7
27.2

Accession into Europe
10.7
64.5

As for the sole candidate’s supporters, their welfare and prospects leave much better to be desired, although these very people take forth the Belarusian economics and culture. Despite their contribution into the country’s development, the current authorities don’t favor them much. Most of them are skeptical about the possibility of colored revolution in Belarus, and therefore they pin their hopes on an alternative candidate, even though they understand that the presidential election will be neither free nor fair. In other words, other Alexander represents different Belarus, the one which is thinking and working actively, which is dissatisfied with the current situation, and which searches for a better future for its children and for its country.

A. Milinkevich’s prospects to win the presidential election or at least to change, if he yields to A. Lukashenko, the current status quo in the Belarusian politics depend, first of all, on whether voters get introduced to his candidature and whether he becomes a really sole candidate for most supporters of changes in this country. As of now, the first scenario looks rather hazy while the second one is absolutely feasible.

Elite recognized a sole candidate for democratic forces A. Milinkevich 

Changing the status quo is presently more important for Belarus than maintaining it. This is the prevailing stance of public opinion leaders and experts from both public and private sectors: 78% of respondents. In the private sector, this is the opinion of an overwhelming majority (93%). As regards the nation public opinion poll, it shows a more reserved support to adherents of changes (55.7%). At such a background, even the public sector elite appear more revolutionary comparing to common citizens: 63% of the polled leaders and experts from public sector spoke out for changes. From the viewpoint of scholars who define the Belarusian culture as consensual, i.e. conservation of traditional values and distrust to innovations breaking traditional way of living, the elite happen to be alien for common people. Yet, opinion leaders often walk a step ahead of the entire society.

The date of presidential election, which is March 19, makes very topical the analysis given by the elite to the coming campaign. According to the polling, 93% of private sector employees are certain that the coming presidential election will be neither free nor fair. In the public sector, 60% of respondents stand to the same viewpoint. As regards the electorate, only 28.9% of them give the same negative estimate of the forthcoming election while about a half (49.5%) thinks that the presidential election will be free and fair.

It can be assumed that, among both leaders and common citizens, they see differently the ways of changing situation in the country. Thus, some stand up for changing the course of the current power and the other want to replace personalities symbolizing current power and those governing the country. Answers of respondents to the following question reveal their aspirations: “If V. Goncharik or S. Gaidukevich and not A. Lukashenko was elected the president in 2001, what do you think would be the current situation in Belarus?” (See Table 6).
Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question "If V. Goncharik or S. Gaidukevich and not A. Lukahsenko were elected the president in 2001, what would be the current situation in Belarus presently?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector

 employees


Better than today
34
13
55
16.0

The same as today
20
33
7
19.0

Worse than today
31
47
15
39.7

DA/NA
15
7
23
25.3

Thus, 34% of experts said that the situation would be better than today. Among them, this is the opinion of over a half of respondents from the private sector (55%) and only 13% – from the public sector. The opinion prevailing within governmental elite is that the situation would be then worse than today (47%). The largest group of common voters (39.7%) takes the same standpoint.

At first sight, it looks like adherents of changes didn’t see a decent choice in 2001 and the past four years only made them certain of this. A more thorough analysis of answers given by experts from two different sectors draws to other conclusions. Thus, leaders from the public sector couldn’t find a suitable promoter of changes, so 80% of them decided that election of a new alternative candidate would aggravate the situation in the country or wouldn’t change it. In the private sector, 62% of respondents came to the conclusion that this would improve the situation or wouldn’t change it, which indicates a considerable advance trust to an alternative candidate. Actually, the coloring of this trust is not very optimistic: private sector elite are convinced that it cannot be worse under the other governor than it is now. V. Goncharik and S. Gaidukevich are two very different figures and therefore their interpretation as of a general hypothetical alternative caused disagreement of a part of respondents. This expounds for a high percentage of those respondents within the elite who refused to answer the question.

Comparing answers of leaders and common citizens, we should like to underline that common people take the position close to public sector leaders, i.e. aggravate or will not change. However, percentage of those who found it difficult to answer is very high among common citizens as well, and the stance “will improve or will not chaneg” is approximately equal to the answers “will be worse than today.” All this draws to the conclusion that there is no common position on this issue within the society today. There is still not enough data for a grounded conclusion on the mechanisms of changing the situation preferred by the elite, but we assume that the public sector rather hopes that the president will change his course and not that the president will be replaced (73% will vote again for A. Lukahsenko) while the private sector apparently sees the prospects for changes only if the current president resigns (42% will vote for a candidate for democratic opposition). The standpoint of the elite from the public sector opens wide possibilities for A. Lukashenko. In case the head of state undertakes to change or adjust his course, there will be no need to change his team. The current one, except for several persons, is ready to carry out a new course. For public sector leaders looking for changes, it is important to preserve their positions in the system of power which to a greater extent depends on their loyalty to the current president. For the private sector, remaining within the system is not regarded as an issue on the agenda; this is why its representatives easily tie up changes in the country with removal of the president.
Do the elite expect dismissal of president in 2006? Data Table 7 can help us see this.
Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, will voters support A. Milinkevich at the presidential election of 2006?", %



Variant of answer
Opinion poll among leaders and experts
Nation public opinion poll*


All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector 

employees


No
41
60
23
46.8

Yes
25
7
42
10.2

Will see from 

circumstances **
–
–
–
36.9

DA/NA
34
33
35
6.1

* This question had the following wording in the nation public opinion poll: Will you support A. Milinkevich at the presidential election of 2006? 

** This alternative was not given in the opinion poll among leaders and experts

Thus, prevailing among polled leaders and experts is the standpoint that voters will not support A. Milinkevich at the coming presidential election (41%). At the same time, a significant number of respondents (34%) found it difficult to answer this question. Similar thing can be found in comparison of the results of the nation public opinion poll and opinion poll among leaders: 46.8% of respondents said they wouldn’t support A. Milinkevich at the election, 36.9% will see from the situation and 10.2% would vote for a single candidate for democratic forces. Thus, the opposition leader has the potential of support. He needs to build the appropriate conditions when voter’s evasive answer will transform into decision to vote for his candidature at the election. It should be noted that the elite haven’t yet fully determined its standpoint which is seen from a high for the elite percentage of those who found it difficult to answer. Meanwhile, there are obvious distinctions between the two sectors. Answer “no” is firmly dominating (60%) in the public sector while the most recurrent answer in the private sector is “yes” (42%). Obviously, this is another witness of communication failure between representatives of the two sectors.

What stops them from taking the standpoints? The main reason for common citizens is their unawareness about Congress of Democratic Forces held in Minsk on October 1-2 and election of A. Milinkevich as a sole candidate for the presidential election of 2006 (66.6% of people didn’t hear anything about the Congress). However, this isn’t the reason for the elite (97% of the polled experts did know about the Congress results).

Apparently, leaders and experts have enough information about personality and political standpoints of the new opposition leader but they don’t have reliable information about A. Milinkevich’s support by voters. Election of a sole candidate was an inner opposition event, this is why for the elite the results of the Congress don’t mean people’s support of this figure. What’s more, for the past several months A. Milinkevich didn’t have an opportunity to demonstrate mass public support of his candidature in a street action or in some other way. Certain opinion about support to the new opposition leader can be made after submission of collected signatures for his nomination into presidential candidate to the Central Election Commission on January 27. The number of collected and valid signatures will certainly influence the opinion of the elite.

Meanwhile, it can be noted that experts have recognized A. Milinkevich as a sole candidate for democratic forces. Asked an open question “If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, for whom will the majority of people vote?”, leaders gave the highest rating among opposition candidates to A. Milinkevich (11%). Ratings of all other politicians opposing current president appeared below the margin of representative error. This means that in the eyes of elite A. Milinkevich is not just a sole but the only candidate for democratic forces.

Stub of freedom

"Liberty is a common principle which either all or none of nationals enjoy as their inalienable right. Partial liberty is, as I see it, the worst form of slavery. This is a true peril when liberty is cut in bites and each time as to the expediency,” said Edmund Burk, prominent British philosopher, several centuries ago.

It is almost ten years from the statement by Central Election Commission on that the citizens don’t wish any more to elect heads of local bodies of government and to establishment of criminal responsibility for discrediting of Belarus. Each time the authorities found a plausible pretext to “bite off a piece of freedom” and often with the hands of common citizens voting at referenda or electing needed deputies. This time there is also an excuse: the country has “turned out encircled by the enemy” and is getting ready to repel “informational attacks.” On the eve of the presidential election campaign those who don’t like the situation in the country may appear to speak out their thoughts to common citizens which is a great peril. 

Thus, liberty in Belarus has been “bit off in pieces” till it turned into a stub. Public opinon polls have been showing for several years already that most citizens are afraid to speak out their political standpoints. (See Picture 1).
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Only 14% of respondents said that no one is afraid to express their political viewpoints. Another 10.7% of citizens preferred not to answer such a tricky question at all. All others pointed out to this or that degree of fear. What freedom do we talk about then if people are afraid to express even their political views? 

However, it isn’t all that simple: 16.1%of respondents say they are totally satisfied with democratization in Belarus. Then go 37.3% of those who are “rather satisfied than dissatisfied.” This means that over a half of population in general agree with what’s going on presently. Perhaps, some still remember the times when people were put in jails for telling political jokes (this isn’t the case in Belarus yet), and the other think that not too big but stable wages are more important. If believing all they say on TV, then neighboring Russia always backpays pensions to its citizens!

There’s yet other part of citizens who are dissatisfied with the “stub of liberty.” These people don’t with to live under fears. They want to build their future themselves. This is their liberty which the authorities cut down. These people don’t show off their stances and they don’t air them often, unlike representatives of the first group. Supporting a chief is not terrifying but it is bravery which is needed to uphold your rights when this chief infringes upon them.

By the way, answers to the questions “Are human rights observed in Belarus?” and “Will the presidential election of 2006 in Belarus free and fair?” to a greater extent back up the ratio of satisfied and dissatisfied with democratization in Belarus. Those who accept this power and who are satisfied with it claim that they don’t see human rights violation in Belarus. They are certain that their president A. Lukashenko will be elected for the third term in a free and fair election.

Those who are dissatisfied with the atmosphere of fear assess the situation quite differently. They point out to human rights violations. They don’t believe that free and fair election is possible under such conditions. On the other hand, such an estimate doesn’t yet mean that they will go for street actions of protest if the presidential election is rigged. According to the nation public opinion poll, only 12.2% are ready to go into the streets. However, this small figure is very impressive if related to the number of citizens – nearly one million people!

Furthermore, an abstract question on human rights violation does not reflect fully attitude of the Belarusian society to the current political course. A specific question gives a different answer. Those who take in the negative court’s sentence on the leaders of Belarusian opposition N. Statkevich, P. Severinets and A. Kilimov who were imprisoned for organization of street actions of protest (35.2%) are twofold more than those who take the part of the authorities in this issue (16.3%). By the way, exactly the same number of citizens are fully satisfied with democratization and don’t know anything about human rights violation in Belarus. That’s right. If people don’t think that penalty for expression of political views is human rights violation, they think there isn’t any human rights violation in this country at all.

It should be noted that the Belarusian society can be divided not only into supporters and opponents to the current president. Around one third of citizens sticks to the rule “it’s none of my business.” These people don’t care about political struggle. They prefer to yield to circumstances and mind their own business only. They don’t take offence against actions of authorities. For common people, the power-offender is usually the militia or an executive committee. Talks about politics seem strange and unclear for them. 

These people are quite satisfied with their ‘stub of freedom’ and are ready to tolerate the current situation, yet only till the authorities bite off too much. However, the authorities tend to rise up their aspirations: they think they can determine the music to listen, the clothes for children to wear to school, the money transfers to get from abroad, the newspapers to read, where and how to spent vacations, etc. Invasion of privacy is taking place progressively more often, petty and irritant. It makes more and more of ‘not caring’ citizens make a choice.

As of today, only 17.8% of Belarusians think that a colored revolution like the ones which have recently swept across post-Soviet territories can take place in Belarus. Yet, the stub of freedom is getting less and who knows which will be the choice of our country fellowmen when it has only an end left…

How do "common citizens" live?

The state propaganda has been praising socio-economic achievements of Belarus over lately and gave due to the president’s good care about common Belarusians.

What is the true situation in the socio-economic field? Is everything as good as the mass media inform? Has the living of a common Belarusian really improved over the past eleven years of A. Luka-shenko’s governance? What we presently have is well demonstrated in the data of December public opinion poll.

The polling results show that, in the opinion of most citizens, we haven’t approached the living standard of the neighboring countries which started Perestroika at one time with Belarus and which deliberately followed the path of fundamental market reforms. (See Table 8). Many Belarusians personally know about achievements of these countries so as to ensure worthy living standard of their citizens: every second Belarusian have been to Russia, every third – to Ukraine and every fourth – to EU countries. Hence, 55% of respondents are convinced that living standard in Poland is higher than in Belarus (only 6.6% – that it is lower), 42.4% – that it is higher in Latvia (10.5% – lower) and 40.5% – in Lithuania (10.9% – lower). These figures are fairly illustrative!

As regards attitude to Russia, the Belarusian public opinion also tends to think that socio-economic conditions of life are better in Russia than in Belarus. For example, six years ago 70.5% and now about 60% of Belarusians say that living standard in Russia is the same or even lower than in Belarus. The figure goes down despite regular mass media reports on how Russians protest against hard living conditions. By the way, similar protests in Belarus are simply concealed. 

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question "Please compare the living standard in Belarus and in the neighboring countries. Which is higher?", %



Variant of answer
Higher
Same
Lower
DA/NA

Poland
55.0
14.1
6.6
24.3

Latvia
42.4
14.0
10.5
33.1

Lithuania
40.5
15.5
10.9
33.1

Russia
21.7
35.4
24.5
18.4

Ukraine
4.2
21.9
55.1
18.8

Quite illustrative in this regards are answers to the question if people can provide their families with their current incomes. (See Table 9). Thus, 50.7% of respondents said their incomes cannot or can hardly ensure normal nutrition, 73.5% said their incomes are not enough or are hardly sufficient to buy footwear and clothes. Only three citizens out of a hundred (!) can presently afford more expensive purchases like furniture, a car or an apartment.

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question "To which extent do your current incomes ensure or allow your (your family):"



Variant of answer
Not sufficient
Hardly sufficient
Fully sufficient
NA

Normal nutrition
12.3
38.4
48.5
0.8

Purchasing of clothes and footwear
25.9
47.6
25.3
1.2

Making big purchases (furniture, a car, an apartment)
79.6
15.2
3.2
2.0

Picture 2 shows the size of per capita incomes (including wages, pensions, allowances and other earnings) in the Belarusian families. Thus, two thirds of Belarusians have incomes below the level of social survival (so-called minimum consumer budget.) This means that two thirds of citizens of a “strong” and “prosperous” Belarus have to lead an almost beggarly life refusing themselves in the most necessary things! Although as compared to October of 2001 the situation has slightly improved, statements in the mass media about high social achievements are still far from reality.

Picture 2. Dynamics of average per capita incomes in a family, %
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As per respondents, welfare of 77.8% of Belarusians either aggravated or didn’t change over the past three months. This is the opinion of both men and women, young and elderly, i.e. almost all population groups.

One more thing indirectly characterizes the standard of living in Belarus. This is the fact that around 60% of citizens are going to spent vacations either at home or in the country. Another 13.6% of respondents hope to have a more comfortable rest in Belarus (sanatorium, holiday center, tourist center, etc.)

As the polling showed, 81.6% of Belarusians faced the problems of everyday living over 2005. (See Table 10). The most painful among them are low living standard, high and constantly rising prices, insufficient means of subsistence. Troublesome are as well housing problems, poor municipal service and growth of rates for utilities. Many respondents pointed out to crisis and decline of the enterprises where they work. As regards the other problems which are the source of concern for Belarusians, every fourth citizen noted expensive and poor medical services and every seventh – unemployment.

Clearly, most of respondents would rather have their problems solved than have a new national library, ice palaces or a TV tower built, new military jets and missiles purchased, etc. (See Table 11). In the opinion of 60% of respondents, these are the bodies of state government headed by the president who should solve their problems first of all.

The power really solved its problems in the first place and not those worrying common citizens, which can be seen from people’s opinion that socio-economic situation in the country hasn’t changed over the past year. Thus, almost 55% of respondents both in the beginning of 2005 and now say that nothing will improve but can even worsen in Belarus in the near future.

Perhaps, this is why every third adult Belarusian said he/she would like to emigrate from Belarus if there was an opportunity. (See Table 12). This is the opinion of citizens in a country which doesn’t have ethnic, religious or war conflicts. What’s more, the largest flow of migration moods goes not into Russia, a country close to Belarus in history and culture, but in Germany, France, USA, and other Western countries. Unfortunately, the situation almost hasn’t improved in this regards over the past year. 

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question "What are the most painful problems which you faced in 2005?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

Problems of everyday living
67.5

Healthcare problems
22.9

Unemployment
14.1

Personal problems
13.9

Problems in educational field
4.3

Corruptibility and red-tape
2.2

Problems pertaining to the law,  law and order , fight against crime
2.0

Drug and alcohol abuse
1.9

Human rights observance and political persecution 
1.6

Other problems
8.6

No problems
4.9

DA
2.5

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question "If changing current situation in the country is more important for you, what should change in the first place?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

Problems of everyday living (rise in prices,  social safety net , taxes, housing, wages, pension)
28.0

Political problems (change of power, human rights observance, international relations)
15.5

Unemployment
5.0

Problems pertaining to the law,  law and order , fight against crime
4.3

Healthcare problems
3.6

Problems in educational field
1.4

Other problems
11.1

DA
2.4

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question "Would you like to move to another country for permanent residence if you had an opportunity?"



Variant of answer
%

Wouldn’t like to move anywhere
62.3

Germany
9.6

USA
7.3

Russia
2.2

Poland
1.7

Baltic States
1.2

Other country
9.1

DA/NA
6.6

We should like to underline that less than 15% of respondents aged 50 and over would like to leave abroad while among the youth under 30 this figure is almost 50%. Can a country be called “strong” and “prosperous” if every second young man wants to leave it? What is the future of such a country?

Therefore, advertising of the country’s socio-economic “progress” is a typical example of the election propaganda intended for the people who don’t have true information. As our research has revealed, real life of common Belarusians is far from bright TV images.

Civic identity

There’s a common opinion that the Belarusian nation is “semi-built” and the Belarusian identity is hazy and unclear. However, polling results disprove this pessimistic standpoint. (See Table 13).

Clearly, by far not all Belarusian citizens have been abroad, and therefore this issue is to a certain extent hypothetical for many of them. On the other hand, comparison with foreign countries (even hypothetical) reveals the most accurate identification as the man recognizes himself/herself in comparison with others. 

Table 13 disproves the fears that identities different from Belarusian civic and ethnic identities are widely spread in Belarus. 

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question "How would you answer to the question on how you can 

identity yourself if asked this question abroad?"



Variant of answer
%

Citizen of Belarus
44.3

Belarusian
43.7

Russian 
4.1

Citizen of the USSR
1.4

Representative of some other nationality (Tatar, Ukrainian, Jew, etc.)
1.3

Other
1.8

DA/NA
3.4

On the contrary, it is noteworthy that the part of respondents who said they would identify themselves as Russians or other ethnic minority representatives abroad are by far less than the parts of these nationalities within the population of Belarus as per population census. For example, according to the census, the part of Russians is 11%. This points out to a great assimilation force of the Belarusian society when other, non-ethnic community, i.e. citizenship of Belarus, appears more notable for a considerable part of other ethnic representatives, yet this doesn’t mean that they forget about their ethnicity. 

Comparison of data in Table 13 with the results of population census shows that this substitution of ethnicity with citizenship is as well typical of ethnic Belarusians. According to population census, they make 81% of the country and according Table 13 only every second of them follows this type of self-identification. 

Such preference of civic identity is also proved in answers to the question on the role and rights of the country’s largest ethnicity. (See Table 14).

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question "The Belarusians make the majority of population in Belarus. There are various opinions of what Belarus should be like. Which one do you agree?"



Variant of answer
%

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages. 
54.2

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
25.6

Belarus is a country of Belarusians
13.6

DA/NA
6.6

Table 15

Connection between preferable status of Belarusians and their political standpoints, %



Variant of answer
Preferable status of Belarusians in Belarus


All should enjoy equal rights (54.2)
Belarusians should be given more rights (25.6)
Belarus is a country of Belarusians (13.6)

Should Belarus become an EU member?

Yes (36.7)
36.5
40.5
32.1

No (38.3)
40.6
35.7
38.8

Geopolitical choice "or, or"

Integration with Russia (51.6)
53.9
52.5
46.3

Accession into the EU (24.8)
23.4
26.2
24.3

Voting at the election of 2006

For A. Lukashenko (53.6)
59.0
47.9
55.5

For a candidate for democratic opposition (12.5)
11.4
15.9
10.3

There is an obvious superiority of those who adhere to the civic model of Belarusian nation while supporters of ethnic nationalism make only 13.6% of respondents. We should like to compare this data with the results of Russia’s opinion poll conducted by Y. Levada’s center one year ago. According to this polling, 16% of Russians totally supported the “Russia for Russians” slogan and 37% more agreed that “it would be good to implement this idea, yet within reasonable limits.” This data cannot be fully comparable with the data in Table 13 as our question offered several variants of status of basic nationality while the Russian question required building up your attitude to only one variant. In addition, the formula “Belarus (Russia) is the state of Belarusians (Russians)” is not as strict as the formula “Belarus (Russia) – for Belarusians (Russians).” However, taking into account these adjustments we can say that there was more adherents of ethnic nationalism in Russia a year ago than in Belarus now.

How is the preference given to this or that key ethnicity status related to political stances of respondents and their foreign political preferences? Table 15 gives the answer to this question.

Difference of political standpoints within studied groups is not very significant. The betweennes group is slightly more inclined to accession into Europe and less – to integration with Russia. It is the least willing to vote for A. Lukashenko and the most – for an opposition representative. As regards the two strongly marked groups, the so-called “civic nationalists” and “ethnic nationalists,” their political aspirations appear pretty close except for their attitude to Russia-Belarus integration. Thus, civic nationalists are most inclined while ethnic nationalists – least inclined to integrate with Russia. Although the state-run mass media claim that the opposition expresses the opinion of those who “are ready to make all the Russians go away,” this is still a question if ethnic nationalists want to oust the Russians. As regards the electoral preferences of ethnic nationalists, they are approximately the same as in the society.

However, we should like to remind that, as the data in Table 15 shows, in this case the state-run mass media pursue their political goals and appeal to the dominating conception of the preferred nation model.

European prospects for Belarus

Despite high popularity in Belarus of the politician who promised nine years ago not to lead its people after the civilized world, the Belarusians have fairly kind feelings to this very civilized world. (See Table 16).
Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question "What is your attitude to the European Union (EU)?"



Variant of answer
%

Positive
36.4

Indifferent
33.9

Negative
12.9

I don’t know what it is
6.7

DA/NA
10.1

One of the reasons is that, despite horrifying stories of the state-run mass media about living in Western countries, most Belarusians are convinced in the opposite. (See Tables 17 and 18).

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question "Where do you think people live better, in Belarus or in EU member states?"



Variant of answer
%

In EU countries
51.0

In Belarus
26.9

DA/NA
22.1

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question "Would you like to live like people in EU countries?"



Variant of answer
%

Yes
63.4

No
29.6

NA
7.0

It is noteworthy that slightly more respondents would like to live like the EU as compared to those who said that the united Europe lives better than Belarus, and by far more as compared to those who take the EU in the positive. Giving assessment of the EU involves a political issue. Thus, some cannot give preference to the EU as compared to Belarus because of their patriotic feelings. When the question seems to have no political pretext and doesn’t mean comparison with the homeland, the preference given to the EU appears dominating.

At the same time, respondents feel lack of information about living in EU countries but still demonstrate love to the knowledge and knowledge advancement. (See Table 19).

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question "Would you like to know more about what’s going on in EU member states as well as about activity of European organizations?"



Variant of answer
%

Yes
54.0

No
32.6

DA/NA
13.4

As for the attitude to fellow citizens who managed to enter educational institutions or find a job in the EU countries, the Belarusians are in general positive about them and don’t think they are traitors or turncoats. (See Tables 20 and 21).

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question "What is your attitude to the European Union (EU)?"



Variant of answer
%

Positive
81.0

Indifferent
12.6

Negative
2.5

DA/NA
3.9

Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question "Some Belarusian citizens work in European countries on a permanent or temporary basis. What is your attitude to this?"



Variant of answer
%

This is very good
64.6

I don’t care about this
21.9

This is very bad
8.5

DA/NA
5.0

Table 22

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
12’05

Yes
52.8
47.4
38.0
36.7

No
44.4
35.4
44.0
38.3

Yet a more thorough research shows that attitude of the Belarusians to the European Union is unsteady and contradictory. (See Table 22). 

There have been a considerable reduction of European path followers within the past year, and it is especially significant as compared with the highest indicator of 2002 when the number of those who stood up for accession of Belarus into Europe exceeded 60%.

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question "What countries of the European Union have you visited over the past five years?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

Poland 
11.4

Germany
4.7

Lithuania 
3.4

Latvia 
1.7

Benelux
1.3

Austria 
0.7

France 
0.7

UK
0.5

Czech Republic 
0.5

Italy 
0.4

Scandinavian countries
0.2

Spain
0.1

Greece, Cyprus
0.1

Estonia
0.1

Slovakia
0.1

What’s the reason? It might seem that accession of neighboring countries – Poland, Lithuania and Latvia – into the EU should have strengthened pro-European moods in the Belarusian society as more Belarusians now can see this united Europe with their own eyes and, as the polling data shows, these very EU countries aren’t a picture on TV any more. (See Table 23).

However, accession of new members into the EU, or to be more exact, assessment of consequences of accession for these countries has turned away a part of Belarusians from the European future. (See Table 24).

Hardly the assessments given in Table 24 should be assigned to the Belarusian state-run mass media which in all details describe ‘horrors’ of living of EU member-states neighboring with Belarus. As we can see from Tables 17 and 18, these state-run mass media are very influential yet not all-mighty and they failed to persuade the Belarusians that their living is a pure paradise if comparing with living in the EU in general. Perhaps, this is the influence of assessments by the Poles and Lithuanians with whom the Belarusians communicate. The situation in the new EU member-states hasn’t yet become clear-cut while uncertainty is often taken by people rather in the negative. At the background of great expectations the reality is often estimated as worse than it is: positive changes are taken as self-evident but negative changes are taken especially painfully.

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question "Neighboring countries of Belarus (Poland, Latvia and 

Lithuania) are EU members from May 1, 2004. In your opinion, has living in these countries became better or worse?"



Variant of answer
%

Worse
23.7

Hasn’t changed
25.2

Better
19.4

DA/NA
31.7

Table 25

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "In 2005, the conflict over the Union of Poles in 

Belarus has brought up to a sharp aggravation in relations between Belarus and Poland. 

In your opinion, who is the most guilty of this?", %



Variant of answer
09’05
12’05

Polish authorities
16.7
25.6

Board of the Union of Poles
14.7
12.3

Belarusian authorities
19.7
10.6

USA
8.1
9.3

European Union
3.5
2.7

Probably, this is the conflict around the Union of Poles in Belarus (It developed into a big international conflict between Belarus and the most influential as well as the nearest new EU member state) which played its role in reserved assessment of the European Union and reserved pro-European moods. In December, when the conflict already went down, mass moods of the Belarusians (also due to the efforts of the state-run mass media) turned even more distant from the Polish stance than in the peak of the conflict. (See Table 25).

Nevertheless, this is not only the conflict with the neighboring Poland and adaptation problems of the new EU member-states to EU regulations and conditions which explain attitude of the Belarusians to accession into the EU. (See Tables 26 and 27).

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question "If you stand up for accession of Belarus into Europe, why do you?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)*



Variant of answer
%

This will increase living standard
13.5

Visa-free regime, simplification of procedures when going abroad
6.9

Development of economics, expansion of trade
6.9

More opportunities
3.2

Normalizing relations with developed countries
3.0

Democratization, observation of human rights
2.6

Belarus is a part of Europe, this is why integrating with it is natural
2.5

Possibility to work in the West and earn good money
2.2

Worthy payments for labor
2.0

Hope for changes to the better 
1.9

In-flow of foreign investments
1.6

Possibility to get education in the West
1.1

This is prestigious and will increase prestige of Belarus at the international arena
1.0

* Quoted are the answers given by over 1% of respondents

Table 27

Distribution of answers to the question "If you stand up against accession of Belarus into Europe, why do you?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)*



Variant of answer
%

They don’t need us, our economics is too backward
4.0

We need to preserve independence and ensure non-interference into our affairs
3.2

Unemployment will increase
3.0

We’ll get into a greater poverty
2.9

Rising prices
2.6

We should go after Russia which will be against our accession
2.5

There’s no sense in this
2.4

Situation in Belarus will aggravate
2.4

We do live well as it is
2.2

We cannot go with the EU; we have a different mentality
2.1

Distrust of the EU
1.7

We will turn into a cheap workforce for the West
1.4

Everything will be worse; more of negative stuff in everything
1.3

Decline of Belarusian industry
1.2

There will be no order in the country; plenty of disorders
1.1

*  Quoted are the answers given by over 1% of respondents

Every positive or negative reason gains comparatively little votes. As it has turned out, supporters and opponents of accession to the EU have very different motivation. There is no a single and recognized conception in the country why Belarus should or should not enter the EU. This means that the issue of accession into the EU isn’t a national topic for discussion. When such a discussion takes place, respondents usually retranslate in their opinion one of explanations given in such a discussion.

On the other hand, when respondents are offered a closed question with already given reasons of possible consequences of accession to the EU, answers appear more definite. (See Table 28).

Despite all concerns and the fact that respondents divided in two halves as regards accession into the EU, only less than one third of them are firmly convinced that Belarus will never be a part of the united Europe. (See Table 29).

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question "If Belarus becomes an EU member, to what consequences may this bring?" (more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer
%

More opportunities to travel around the EU, work and study there
38.4

Increasing living standard in Belarus
30.3

Severe competition of European goods in industrial and agricultural fields
29.9

Growth of unemployment in Belarus
24.8

Wider range of goods
20.0

Aggravation of relations with Russia
19.9

Table 29

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, will Belarus some day enter the EU?"



Variant of answer
%

Never
29.7

Yes, but not earlier than in ten years
24.0

Yes, within the next ten years
16.1

DA/NA
30.2

The number of those who think that Belarus should become an EU member is 38.3% (see Table 22) and it is approximately equal to the number of those who think that this possibility is very real for Belarus – 24.0+16.1=40.1%. The reasons given by opponents of integration into the EU are less coordinated which indicates that anti-European moods are not very strong in Belarus. 

As it goes from Table 30, there are few optimists believing that this country will join the EU in the near future. However, respondents are ready to join a kind of a game when they are asked questions about the politics they think the EU and Belarus should carry within such a union. Despite conditional mood of these questions, answers of respondents provide intensional information about how the Belarusians see themselves, Europe and their country’s future.

They think Russia is the most desirable candidate into the EU, even though it doesn’t makes any claims in this direction itself and Western politicians think such a scenario is the least possible of all. However, for the Belarusians, its Eastern neighbor is the best company to go with to the West. Furthermore, quite illustrative is the low degree of religious distance in the answers to the question on accession of Muslim Turkey into the EU. Such prospects provoke wide protests in many European countries. This is exactly cultural or religious distance which is usually the main reason. Of course, the conditions are not comparable: the Poles and the French assess prospects of Turkey’s accession into the Union as members of the EU while for the Belarusians this is still a game to a greater extent. On the other hand, strong phobias would get uncovered in the game as well, but the Table 30 shows that the Belarusians don’t have either strong phobias towards the Turks or a feeling of their insurmountable cultural distance from Europe. The Belarusians show even greater readiness (if this would depend on them) to admit Turkey rather than fraternal Slavic Ukraine into the EU.

Table 30

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, should or should not the following countries be admitted into the EU?", %



Variant of answer
Should be admitted
Should not be admitted
DA/NA

Russia
32.0
31.5
36.5

Turkey
26.0
32.4
41.6

Ukraine
23.8
39.6
36.6

It has become customary to use the notions “new Europe” and “old Europe” which were borrowed from US Defense Minister D. Rumsfeld yet at the time of hot debates around Iraq in 2003. The political configuration of the continent has changed since then, but this division still takes place in the minds of Belarusians and their choice is fairly unambiguous. (See Table 31). Answer to this hypothetical question opens by far not hypothetical preferences. After integration of new members into the EU, many politicians from both Western and Eastern Europe assumed that these new member states bordering with Belarus might have become an example for it and a kind of guides into Europe. However, data in Table 31 makes us doubt if the Belarusians are ready to accept such a role of its neighbors. 

Assessment of the political courses of various countries given by Belarusians also proves their choice in favor of the “old Europe.” (See Table 32).

Table 31

Distribution of answers to the question "If Belarus were an EU member, what groups of countries should it rather go after?"



Variant of answer
%

Old continental EU member states – Germany, France, Spain, etc.
41.4

New EU members – Poland, Lithuania, Czech Republic, Hungary, Slovakia, etc.
12.9

UK
5.1

DA/NA
40.6

Table 32

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you approve or approve not the political course of the following countries?"



Country
Approve
Don’t approve
Index*

Russia
74.8
15.9
+0.589

Germany
70.8
16.4
+0.544

Belarus
72.0
22.3
+0.497

Sweden
67.3
17.9
+0.494

France
64.4
20.6
+0.438

Czech Republic
61.9
21.9
+0.400

UK
56.5
29.9
+0.266

Slovakia
53.8
28.0
+0.258

China
53.2
30.3
+0.229

Kazakhstan
46.6
36.5
+0.101

Poland
46.0
39.1
+0.069

Estonia
39.6
43.5
-0.039

Israel
37.5
45.9
-0.089

Cuba
36.0
45.1
-0.091

Lithuania
35.0
48.9
-0.139

North Korea
31.6
48.9
-0.173

Latvia
33.3
51.2
-0.179

Moldova
31.3
50.2
-0.189

Turkmenistan
30.2
49.6
-0.194

Ukraine
26.9
59.2
-0.323

USA
25.2
61.7
-0.365

Georgia
22.8
61.2
-0.384

Iran
20.4
61.6
-0.412

Iraq
16.8
65.4
-0.486

* Index is the percentage difference of the answers “approve” and “don’t approve” divided by 100

Table 33

Distribution of answers to the question "What society is the most fair in your opinion?"



Variant of answer
%

Belarusian 
37.8

German
18.9

American 
5.7

Russian 
2.7

Polish
1.7

Baltic (Lithuanian, Latvian, Estonian)
1.5

DA/NA
31.7

What looks especially impressive in Table 32 is the assessment of Berlin’s politics. Attitude to the politics of Western European member-states of the EU varies greatly: assessment of the Czech politics is close to the French while Warsaw politics is assessed as rather positive, but in general there is a clear distinction in assessments of the political courses carried in the countries of old and new Europe which is proved in Table 31.

As Table 33 shows, these assessments also have a moral aspect.

This data partially explains why an overwhelming majority of Belarusians want to live like the EU (see Table 18) and at the same time by far less of them want accession of Belarus into the united Europe. The barrier is created with not only fear but with the system of values. Now, the EU values are taken as alien and dissimilar.

Table 34

Distribution of answers to the question "Shouldn’t the EU become a political counterbalance to the USA?"



Variant of answer
%

Yes 
39.3

No 
23.7

DA/NA
37.0

The preference given to the old Europe as well as a fairly negative assessment of US politics quite naturally produce a desire that the united Europe become a geo-political opponent of the United States. (See Table 34).

It can be assumed that willingness to see the united Europe counterbalanced with America is very typical of those who don’t like the USA and don’t have any pro-European feeling but take Europe as a possible rival to America: Europe, Russia, China – the more, the better. Yet, a more thorough research doesn’t prove this supposition. On the contrary, a large number of those who think that the EU should balance up the USA (48.2%) are placed exactly among those who think that Belarus should join the united Europe. About 40% of those who think that Belarus shouldn’t enter the EU also share the opinion on counterbalance. This idea is the least popular among those who didn’t give any answer on membership of Belarus in the EU.

Thus, standing a distance from the USA on the one hand and having pro-European aspirations on the other hand go pretty well together in the Belarusian society.

In fact, willingness to see Brussels opposed to Washington doesn’t generate among Belarusians any sympathies with a political scheme which could make this possible. In this regards, the Belarusians appear closer to the old Europe but not Germans – rather the French or the Dutch. (See Table 35).

Table 35

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think the EU should become a federate state (like the United States of Europe) or it should remain a union of nations?"



Variant of answer
%

It should remain a union of nations
45.6

It should become a federate state
8.2

DA/NA
46.2

According to the polling, only 12% of respondents want Russia-Belarus integration into a single state with one president, army and currency. The project of the European Union State attracts even less Belarusians. Although some may claim that identity of Belarusians is not transparent and not firm, they don’t want that their, or whoever, identity dissolve in some Russian or European super-ethnicity.

Thus, the above research has revealed, despite all concerns, that although respondents split almost equally in what regards the necessity of Belarus to join the European Union, only less than 30% of them think that Belarus will never enter the EU and over 40% say that it will sooner or later integrate into the United Europe. Hence, the European prospects aren’t as vague for Belarus as the current authorities try to persuade the citizens.

Elite want into EU but don’t believe that they can succeed

Public opinion leaders and experts from both public and private sectors are amazingly unanimous in their assessments of relations between Belarus and EU member states: an overwhelming majority called them very poor (private sector – 100% and public sector – 90%).

They are not that unanimous though when it comes to choice of a future development path for Belarus, yet their stances are well defined: 79% claim that Belarus should become an EU member. (See Table 36). Comparing answers of leaders and the population, we can assert that the country’s mass opinion hasn’t yet determined on this issue and is presently more inclined to Euro-skepticism.
Table 36

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think Belarus should become a member of the 

European Union?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees


Yes
79
77
81
36.7

No
16
16
16
38.3

DA/NA
5
7
3
25.0

At the same time, there’s nothing surprising in that the population in general and its leaders offer different development paths for the country. Actually, this is the current opinion of leaders and experts that shows what will mass opinion be after a while. They have more information and greater experience to understand the situation and its development tendencies. Let’s see now how well informed are the elite about the European neighborhood policy practiced in the EU towards its neighboring states.

Thus, Table 37 shows significant disproportion in awareness of public and private sector employees about the EU key program on cooperation with Belarus. Mirror-like disproportion points out to lack of communication between representatives of these two sectors as well as between the sectors and EU bodies.

Answers to the question in Table 37 are a kind of the litmus paper. The European neighborhood policy provides investment for the projects of transboundary co-operation and can be very important at the national level (for example, fortification of the border) as well as at the level of local government bodies, NGO’s and for business. Non-participation of most public sector employees and even their unawareness about such programs can be explained in several ways. Probably, this is unwillingness to get this information, or no access to this information. Over lately, the authorities have taken international contacts, and especially grants from abroad assigned for particular projects, under their special control. This is why “unnecessary knowledge” and what’s more participation may seem simply dangerous for public sector employees. At the same time, it is doubtful that the elite would have totally refused from monitoring of situation in this field. It is noteworthy that the private sector employees appeared well informed on this issue, even without access to state-owned resources. Speaking about the population in general, it is informed approximately to the same degree as public sector employees.
Table 37

Distribution of answers to the question "Have you heard about the European Neighborhood Policy practiced by the EU towards its neighboring countries (Belarus included)?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees


Yes
55
33
77
20.1

No
45
67
23
64.0

Once again, the Belarusian elite are unanimous in thinking that the West is not hostile to Belarus (90%) and in willingness to get more information about EU member states and activity of European organizations (85%). A more significant differentiation appears in answers to political questions.

As the Table 38 shows, an overwhelming majority of private sector employees gave positive estimates to resolutions adopted by the EU Council of Ministers and NATO PA in which they call the Belarusian authorities to observe democracy and human rights as well as undertake to render assistance to democratic forces in Belarus. These resolutions were taken in the positive in the public sector as well, yet not that unanimously. As regards the population, indifferently positive attitude is prevailing here. Unlike the elite, common citizens don’t take foreign resolutions as able to influence their lives.
Table 38

Distribution of answers to the question "The EU Council of Ministers and NATO PA have recently adopted resolutions in which they called the Belarusian authorities to observe democracy and human rights as well as undertook to render assistance to democratic forces in Belarus. What is your attitude to this?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees


Positive
72
54
90
27.5

Indifferent 
21
33
10
28.6

Negative
7
13
–
22.5

Asked about the changes which took place in the neighboring states (Poland, Latvia and Lithuania) after their accession into the EU, 71% of private sector employees said that their living improved. The opinion dominating in the public sector is that life didn’t change in these countries (47%). As regards population, 25.2% share this same viewpoint and 23.7% say that the Poles, the Letts and the Lithuanians live worse now. By the way, this standpoint is not considered at all among leaders and experts irrespective the sector they represent. Remarkably, a considerable part of public sector employees (23%) and population (31.7%) found it difficult to determine their positions on this issue. This might indicate to the lack of information about life in neighboring countries; yet in answers of experts on the EU countries which they visited, the leading is Germany (57%), main economic partner of Belarus, then go Poland (47%) and the Baltic States (43%). Frequency of visits barely depends on the sectors which respondents represent (it is slightly lower in the public sector).

Meanwhile, if a hypothetical referendum on accession of Belarus into Europe takes place tomorrow, 76% of the elite and 32% of population would vote “for” on it. Among experts, the greatest optimists on the European issue are private sector employees (84%) and, as compared with common citizens, twofold more respondents from the public sector supported this idea (67%). The skeptics on the European issue make 8% of the elite and 26.8% of the population. The alternatives “I wouldn’t vote” and “Difficult to answer” received approximately equal votes among population (about 20%) and were almost never given by the elite.

What is an incentive for the elite when they choose the European development path? Accession into the EU will let Belarusians move freely across Europe. This is how 57% of the polled leaders and experts, irrespective the sector, explained their choice. Approximately the same popular, with a small overbalance in the private sector, is willingness to bring the Belarusian legislation in agreement with the European laws. Further, 49% of respondents (52% in the private sector) are convinced that accession into the EU will increase people’s welfare. Another 41% of leaders and experts – the public sector prevails here – have chosen the geographic factor. Finally, 36% of respondents almost irrespective the sectors have given preference to the alternative that Belarus as an independent state has prospects only in the EU. 

Opponents of accession into EU explain their stance with the statement that “No one expects Belarus in Europe.” This is the most popular alternative among opponents and it received 10% from public sector leaders and experts and 6% – from the private sector. The necessity to close the border with Russia in case of accession into the EU has provoked the protest of 7% of public sector leaders and experts and 3% of private sector leaders and experts. Understanding of integration into the EU as a hindrance of integration into Russia has become an argument only for public sector representatives – that same 7%.

It is obvious that accession into the EU is very attractive for the Belarusian elite and they differ considerably in this regards from the population in general which hasn’t yet determined its position and is now ready in its majority to be a part of both the EU and Russia. Choosing between integration into Russia and accession into the EU, 79% of leaders and experts preferred the EU. This choice is almost unanimous in the private sector (79%). In the public sector, 33% chose Russia and 60% – the EU. This is economic situation which to a greater extent expounds for the choice of experts. Despite the image built by the state-run mass media, the EU and not Russia is becoming the main economic partner of Belarus.

It should be noted that possibility to visit the EU and see the real situation didn’t appear a determining factor for public sector experts when choosing the direction of integration. Asked “Have you been to the EU countries over the past five years?”, only 57% of public sector representatives and all 100% (!) of the private sector employees answered in the positive. It is not likely that 43% of public sector employees couldn’t visit EU countries because of the visa ban imposed on some Belarusian officials suspected of involvement into disappearance of their political opponents. Mostly likely, EU-Belarus co-operation confines to the trade mainly. Probably, necessity for government officials to get permission for trips abroad from the country’s top authorities can be another reason. In the private sector, there is no such a restriction.

Table 39

Distribution of answers to the question "In ten years, will Belarus be closer to Russia or 

to the EU?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees


To the EU 
49
33
65
8.7

To Russia 
48
64
32
63.1

DA/NA
3
3
3
28.2

If we compare data in Tables 39 and 36, we will see that despite their confidence in expediency of Belarus’ accession into the EU the majority of experts think that ten years after Belarus will be still closer to Russia than to the EU (48%). At the same time, the opinions of two sectors representatives are mirror-like: 65% of private sector employees say about greater proximity to the EU while 64% of public sector employees – to Russia. The opinion of the population is almost the same as that of the public sector employees: during the nation public opinion poll 63.1% of respondents pointed out to the country’s greater proximity to Russia.

Accordingly, if the elite give preference to accession of Belarus into the EU, most of its members now don’t see how they could accomplish their goals in a short-term perspective. As it goes from the analysis of opinions given by supporters and opponents of accession to the EU, integration into Europe is promoted the most by opponents to the current president of Belarus. In accordance with the nation public opinion poll, 72.6% of oppositionists stand for accession of Belarus into Europe, but for all that only 17% of respondents placed themselves among the opposition. Consequently, it is presently very difficult for Belarusians to make a geopolitical choice as the society is divided into supporters and opponents to the current authorities and, what’s more, turning to Europe is the slogan of opponents. 

We should like to underline considerable disproportion of awareness among public and private sector employees about the key EU program on co-operation with Belarus. Public sector leaders are as ignorant in this issue as the common citizens. This is not normal as the elite, especially those figures involved into country management, have more access to information. 

There are all grounds to assume that such conditions are created artificially. It is true that failure of communication between public and private sectors can go from political expectations of their employees, i.e. be natural in view of people’s independent choice. However, restricted access for the public sector to basic information necessary for decision taking on the governmental level which we found out during the polling is obviously not a self-restriction. As a rule, if a governing official refuses himself/herself from such information, this jeopardizes his/her position in view of decreasing value of this particular official. This is why we are certain there are some deliberately introduced filters which restrict access of public sector elite to information. As far as the EU bodies are information-open, the Brussels cannot be responsible for creating such filters. Consequently, it has been built within the Belarusian Cabinet, which means that making a geopolitical choice in Belarus is hard due to deliberate misinformation of public sector employees.

"Savior" of Russian civilization will come from the West?…

Results of the nation public opinion poll show that supporters of Russia-Belarus integration into a single state are getting fewer and fewer in Belarus. Today, only one of eight respondents wants this unlike three years ago when every fifth citizen supported this idea. (See Table 40). For that same period, the number of supporters of closer relations within a special union almost hasn’t changed, although the official propaganda has been actively promoting this very integration variant (51.7% previously, 52.3% now, which is a fluctuation within representative error). Then, the number of those who would rather have these two countries maintain friendly relations (like with other CIS countries) almost hasn’t changed either. In other words, any particular variant of relations between the two countries doesn’t gain new supporters while decrease of interest to USSR-type of integration has brought up to a doubled number of vacillating respondents and respondents who don’t give an answer.

The data of Table 40 takes to the conclusion that the population has disavowed A. Lukashenko’s recent statement on the integration variant preferable for Belarus. He literally said that while Russian leaders want to integrate based on EU principles, Belarusian – based on USSR principles and “rich Soviet experience!”

Table 40

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



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

Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states bound with close political and economic ties
51.7
48.0
47.8
50.6
52.3

Relations between Russia and Belarus should be the same as with other CIS member states
19.7
19.3
32.1
28.9
20.7

Belarus and Russia should become a single state with one president, government, army, flag, currency, etc.
21.2
25.6
11.6
13.2
12.0

DA/NA
7.4
7.1
8.5
7.3
15.0

Table 41

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Would you like restoration of the USSR?", %



Variant of answer
11’93
11’97
11’99
04’02
06’04
12’05

Positive
55.1
49.9
38.0
38.8
39.5
38.0

Negative
22.3
25.5
30.1
42.6
50.8
48.3

DA/NA
22.6
24.6
31.9
18.6
9.7
13.7

This conclusion has been supported with data in Table 41 which presents the dynamics of answers to the direct question on the attitude to restoration of the USSR. Thus, over the past 12 years, the number of USSR revival supporters has gone down by one third and the number of this idea’s opponents has on the contrary increased almost 2.2-fold. It comes out then that the Belarusian head of state poses his personal interests for national disregarding the public opinion.

What caused loss of interest to closer integration of the two countries among population? It might seem, administration of both countries constantly holds talks on integration, integration is actively propagated for in the mass media and special commissions have been preparing new drafts of the Constitution. All these efforts take to nothing, though. We think the reason is an undefined integration policy of the official Minsk and double-dealing of the state-run mass media.

It is obvious that integration discourse of the Belarusian authorities is actually aimed at concealing A. Lukashenko’s true aspirations in regards of its Eastern neighbor. These aspirations are revealed only in a special analysis of his statements and actions which is not the purpose of this research.

As far as the mass media regards, on the one hand they have been actively praising all the ‘advantages’ of this integration. Sovetskaya Byelorussia is especially ardent. Its manifold adepts of integration weekly sing hosanna to the Union State so as to work off the wages allocated from ‘Union State’s budget.’ On the other hand, these same mass media, especially electronic, daily persuade people that something dramatic, anti-public and apocalyptic daily takes place in Russia and they will not survive without A. Lukashenko. On the contrary, Belarus is allegedly a true paradise amidst this outrageous ocean of disorders. The result of this zombie-making procedure is obvious! Data in Tables 42 and 43 well demonstrates it.

Table 42

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Where do you think people live better nowadays, 

in Belarus or in Russia?, %



Variant of answer
12’02
03’03
12’05

In Belarus
35.1
34.2
67.8

In Russia
44.0
39.5
14.7

DA/NA
20.9
26.3
17.5

Table 43

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "In your opinion, has Belarus or Russia achieved greater progress in building a democratic state and a civic society?", %



Variant of answer
03’03
12’05

Russia
56.3
29.5

Belarus
17.8
35.1

DA/NA
25.9
35.4

Thus, for the past three years attitude of people to their eastern neighbor has changed fundamentally. Nowadays, two thirds of Belarusians believe that living in Belarus is by far better than in Russia which is twofold more than three years ago. Only every seventh citizen has an opposite viewpoint today while at the end of 2002 this was the opinion of every second respondent.

This same is true as to the progress in democratization and civic society development: in spring of 2003 56.3% of respondents were convinced that only Russia is ahead of Belarus and today they are only 29.5% which is twofold less. Likewise the number of those who puts Belarus on the first place has increased twofold (from 17.8% to 35.1%).

Table 44

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "If you were to choose between integration with 

Russia and accession into the EU, which would you choose?", %



Variant of answer
Nation public opinion poll
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All respondents
Public sector 

employees 
Private sector 

employees


09’03
12’05
01’05
12’05
01’05
12’05
01’05
12’05

Accession into the EU
36.1
24.8
90
79
83
60
97
97

Integration with Russia
47.6
51.6
10
18
17
33
3
3

DA/NA
16.3
23.6
–
3
–
7
–
–

In the Belarusian state-run mass media, it is very hard to find unbiased information about real situation both in Russia and in Belarus. Basically, people don’t know anything about real living in Russia since Belarusian media heads are picking out only negative materials from what Russian TV broadcasts for Belarus and all the decisions of Russian authorities in favor of the population are immediately interpreted by a horde of in-company ideologists in the light favorable for the Belarusian authorities. As regards Belarus, state-run media present its problems and failures as minor omissions or intrigues of enemies and impertinent bureaucrats while tiny improvements are boosted to the level of global achievements and are ascribed to A. Lukashenko personally.

In which direction can integration preferences of the people go in the near future? As we’ve already noted, one of the indicators showing the trends of changes in the mass thinking is the opinion of the elite. We should like to consider the data of Table 44 from this viewpoint. It shows the dynamics of answers given by opinion leaders and experts in comparison with the data received in the nation public opinion poll.

Thus, representatives of the elite don’t have any doubts under alternative choice: accession to the EU is more preferable than merging with Russia. An overwhelming majority (79%) have once again spoke out for the European path and only 18% – for the Russian. At the same time, support of the Western integration path has gone down by 11 points less than for a year while support of integration in the Eastern direction has grown by 8 points over the same period. 

Changing of standpoints is even brighter in the public sector. Support of the Western path has gone down by 23 points and of the Eastern one increased almost twofold. In the private sector, the situation hasn’t changed.

It is possible to conclude that, in the opinion of the elite, the role of integration in the Russian direction has been growing again in the Belarusian mass thinking. The data of nation public opinion polls only prove this tendency. As it goes from Table 44 which asked an alternative question, for the past two years support of accession to the EU has dropped down by one third (from 36.1% to 24.8%) and support of integration into Russia has increased by 8.4%. Mostly likely, this is as well what the data in Table 45 shows. Thus, the number of those who think that in ten years Belarus will remain in the field of Russia’s strategic interests has increased by 8.8% over the past six months.

Table 45

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "In ten years, will Belarus be closer to Russia or to the EU?", %



Variant of answer
03’05
12’05

Russia
58.0
63.1

EU
16.6
8.7

DA/NA
25.4
28.2

Table 46 

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "In your opinion, within the next ten years Belarus:", %



Variant of answer
03’03
12’05

Will remain an independent state
44.5
47.1

Will incorporate into Russia
33.4
21.7

DA/NA
22.1
31.2

At the same time, as Table 46 shows, the opinion that Belarus will remain an independent country and won’t merge with Russia over this period is getting progressively stronger in the Belarusian mass thinking.

All said above reveals certain controversy: the lower is the interest to closer integration with Russia, or to be exact the willingness to merge with it, the higher is the interest to integration without losing Belarusian independence. Perhaps, this accounts for decreasing number of respondents willing to vote for Union State Constitution at a hypothetical referendum (See Table 47). In fact, this decrease appears even more significant which is revealed in distribution of answers to a similar question in earlier opinion polls. However, the wording of that question was different and therefore this data is considered non-comparable.

Table 47

Distribution of answers to the question "It is possible that Belarus and Russia will soon hold a 

referendum on the Constitution which will open a way to closer integration of the two countries. 

How will you vote at this referendum?", %



Variant of answer
Nation public opinion poll
Opinion poll among leaders and experts


09’05
12’05
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees

Against Constitution
7.8
10.3
52
43
61

For Constitution
35.0
27.4
22
37
7

I will not come to such a referendum
11.6
8.9
21
13
29

I will see from circumstances
38.0
37.2
–*
–*
–*

DA/NA
7.6
16.2
–
–
–

* This alternative was not given in the opinion poll among leaders and experts

As far as the elite regards, the Table 47 shows that less than a quarter of respondents (22%) are ready to vote for this bill, most of them public sector employees. Hence, decrease of people’s support to the draft constitution may continue. It is entirely possible that the citizens are afraid to lose country’s independence if this document passes.

Indeed, there are such concerns among Belarusians which is seen from Tables 48 and 49. Thus, three thirds of respondents among the elite, irrespective the sectors they represent, are certain that Russian government as well as Russian citizens want to take up independence from Belarus. This is as well the prevailing standpoint among common citizens.

Table 48

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think the Russian authorities want that Belarus incorporate into Russia and lose its independence?", %



Variant of answer
Nation public opinion poll
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees

Yes
46.9
73
80
67

No
26.5
20
17
23

DA/NA
26.6
7
3
10

Table 49

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think the Russian people want that Belarus 

incorporate into Russia and lose its independence?", %



Variant of answer
Nation public opinion poll
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector

employees

Yes
39.2
75
76
74

No
26.8
13
7
19

DA/NA
34.0
12
17
7

All said above draws to the following conclusions. First, observed growth of interest to Russia-Belarus integration, yet without loss of independence for Belarus, fully coincides with A. Lukashenko’s many likewise statements and well fits into his policy towards this Eastern neighbor. Second, strengthened propaganda of ‘achievements’ of the Belarusian regime and persistently negative assessment of socio-economic situation in Russia given in the Belarusian mass media as well as in the Russian province’s media space proves that the Belarusian authorities has been actively preparing grounds to try again his project  which can be conventionally called ‘Attack the Kremlin’. This time it will not be presented as incorporation of Belarus into Russia which is the dream of most Russians and the concern of most Belarusians. This time it will be introduced as joining of a ‘robbed by oligarchs’ and ‘dying from wrong and anti-public ruling’ Russia to a ‘strong and prosperous’ Belarus. The Russian civilization will be ‘saved’ – by the ‘Messiah’ called Alexander Lukashenko.

Elite trust the Internet and watch EuroNews

Polling among leaders and experts has given incredible results. It has turned out that over a half of the elite trusts the Internet sources rather than traditional mass media. (See Table 50).
Table 50

Distribution of answers to the question "What are the mass media which you trust the most?", % (more than one answer is possible)



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees


Internet
57
57
57
8.8

European and other Western mass media
39
30
48
10.2

Belarusian non-state media
36
13
58
12.0

Belarusian state-run media
15
23
7
58.2

Russian mass media
10
20
–
35.2

The Internet incorporates enormous number of informational and entertainment resources. This global network is fairly compared with the library, yet it has one vital distinction – no owner as such. Art masterpieces and bletcherous works, scientific data and phony texts, news and fraud, facts and lie are published in the Internet as equal. It has no filter that would separate wheat from tares. This is what a user navigating a web site should do himself/herself. This is freedom – freedom of opinion, freedom of information distribution and freedom of choice. We think that this very freedom has become a determining factor for the Belarusian elite when they made their choice in favor of the Internet. Also, this is the speed of news which matters. Nothing will compare in this respect with the on-line journalism born by the Internet (its comments are by far more prompt than TV materials). In addition, the Internet gives an opportunity to compare interpretations of events in different sources, get introduced to the background of an issue, offers hypertexts
 and prompt feedback which is all very important for opinion leaders. 

These peculiarities of the Internet journalism are as well important for the population but they are less accessible for it. While the majority of the elite use PC’s and the Internet, common people using PC and the Internet are by far less. According to the latest nation opinion poll, around a third of common people uses PC’s and about 23% – the Internet, but the number of regular users is almost twofold lower. This is why, unlike the elite, common citizens gave the lowest mark to the Internet as well as to the mass media (8.8%). This is an argument in favor of the opinion that on-line journalism will not oust the traditional press and electronic mass media in the near future. At the same time, it should be noted that the number of PC and Internet users in Belarus has grown twofold over the past five years. This means that the role of the Internet as the source of information and a means of communication will be going up rapidly. In this regards, the elite point out to the direction in which the Belarusian society in general will develop.

The most trusted traditional mass media among the Belarusian elite are European and other Western mass media (39%). However, comparison in sectors shows that public and private leaders and experts have very different priorities. Thus, private sector employees give preference to non-state mass media and their colleagues from the public sector – to the mentioned above Western mass media. Unlike the elite, over a half of common citizens trusts the state-run mass media. As for the Russian mass media traditional for the Belarusian public, polling among the elite shows low degree of trust to them – 10% (none from private sector and 20% of respondents from public sector mentioned these media). Perhaps, we’ve got this result because the Russian mass media are taken as engaged by the Belarusian politics on the one hand and their presence is decreasing at the Belarusian media market on the other hand. Alongside, the nation public opinion poll put Russian mass media in the second place after the Belarusian state-run media in the degree of trust (35.2% and 58.2% respectively). Apparently, common people are more conservative in their likings as well as less demanding than the elite. 

The Western media in Belarus are first of all presented by the following short-wave radio stations: Belarusian and Russian services of Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty, Russian service of BBC channel, Russian service of Deutsche Welle (from November, it broadcasts the program Belarusian Chronicles in Russian and Belarusian languages), Russian service of the Voice of America as well as Belarusian and Russian services of the Radio Polonia. Cable network users usually have the TV channel EuroNews broadcasting its programs in Russian and some also have CNN, BBC, and TV Polonia. In addition, TV channels TVP1 (with the weekly Belarus Today) and TVP2 broadcasting news with captions in Belarusian are available in the areas bordering with Poland. Citizens in boundary areas can also receive radio channels Białystok, Lietuvos radijas (with a daily program in Belarusian), programs in Russian from the Latvian radio Domskaya Square, Lithuanian TV channel LRT and Latvian – LTV as well as Ukrainian radio channel Promen’. Remarkably, only 12% of respondents from elite said they don’t and 46% said they daily do watch Russian-language EuroNews channel. As for the common citizens, 67.5% of them never watch EuroNews and 7.2% watch it daily.

To sum it up, a Belarusian citizen willing to get alternative social and political information, can do this if he/she buys a short-wave radio set, gets access to the Internet or sets up a satellite dish. An average person not interested much in politics usually listens to the news on FM radio stations as well as draws them from the Belarusian state-run electronic mass media. However, in the times of burst interest to the politics or in emergencies a part of the Belarusian citizens – like in the Soviet times – turns to the Western radio. However, it is usually the minority which regularly listens to the foreign radio; this is why, quite naturally, a high percentage of elite representatives as well as common citizens found it difficult to answer the question whether foreign radio truthfully covers living in Belarus. (See Table 51).

Table 51

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, how does the foreign radio covers living in Belarus?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees


Truthfully
39
23
55
25.4

Untruthfully
8
17
–
34.0

DA/NA
53
60
45
40.6

As the Table 51 shows, the opinion that foreign radio untruthfully covers living in Belarus is prevailing in the nation opinion poll (among those who determined their attitude). The elite are more inclined to the opposite viewpoint (39% of respondents). In the private sector, 55% of leaders and experts think that news of the foreign radio stations are reliable and in the public sector – only 23%, but in both cases this viewpoint is dominating. However, both foreign radio and TV stations are hardly accessible for the Belarusian citizens: the first – because of unstable and poor quality of programs in a shortwave range, second – because of the cost for satellite dishes and control of the state over the content of cable TV.

When asked if they want to receive independent radio and TV programs on a regular basis, an overwhelming number of respondents among the elite and common citizens said “yes” (See Table 52).

Table 52

Distribution of answers to the question "Would you like to receive on a regular basis independent 

radio and TV programs covering events in Belarus and abroad from the neighboring countries 

(Poland, Ukraine, Latvia, Lithuania)?", %



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


All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector 

employees


Yes
74
67
81
49.9

No
18
20
16
33.6

DA/NA
8
13
3
16.5

Analysis of results of both opinion polls shows that the elite have a greater desire to get such an opportunity (74%) as compared with common citizens (49.9%). It is especially strong among private sector employees (81%), yet two thirds of experts and leaders from the public sector would also like to have such an opportunity (67%). Clearly, for common citizens access to alternative sources of information isn’t vital (about a third of respondents said “no”). Remarkably, approximately the same number of common citizens thinks that foreign radio is not reliable. It is no wonder though that an overwhelming majority of the elite (82%) and only 22.4% of common citizens assessed reliability of Belarusian mass media when the latter cover activity of Western countries as “unreliable.” Thus, foreign radio and TV are still inaccessible for the majority of Belarusian citizens. The elite satisfy their informational hunger in the Internet mainly as well as daily watch EuroNews transmitted in Russian. The majority of common citizens still remain prisoners of the Belarusian television.

Results of the opinion poll conducted in December of 2005, %

1. "Do you want the USSR restoration?"

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
30.3
18.6
18.8
28.9
26.8
36.1
48.1
56.5

No
48.3
69.0
64.4
60.2
57.6
52.0
35.7
31.3

DA/NA
13.4
12.4
16.8
10.9
15.6
11.9
16.2
12.2

Table 1.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher
(incomplete higher)

Yes
60.9
39.1
35.0
36.6
27.8

No
26.2
45.6
49.4
53.0
59.0

DA/NA
12.9
15.3
15.6
10.4
13.2

Table 1.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
29.6
32.8
14.0
54.8
49.2

No
60.3
51.4
70.8
32.3
37.6

DA/NA
10.1
15.8
15.2
12.9
13.2

Table 1.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes
37.6
37.6
31.5
44.9
47.2
41.9
28.4

No
48.7
48.3
53.7
42.7
35.9
43.2
62.7

DA/NA
13.7
14.1
14.8
12.4
16.9
14.9
8.9

Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
37.6
30.7
32.0
40.8
44.3

No
48.7
55.9
57.6
45.3
40.1

DA/NA
13.7
13.4
10.4
13.9
15.6

2. "Many citizens stand for changing the Electoral Code so as to make election in Belarus more free and fair. Some people support this initiative, others not. What is your opinion?"

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

Support
39.2
55.8
53.9
55.3
47.8
44.7
32.6
18.2

Don’t support
42.3
20.5
28.3
30.6
33.7
36.8
48.5
62.7

DA/NA
18.5
23.7
17.8
14.1
18.5
18.5
18.9
19.1

Table 2.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete
secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Support
13.2
32.3
39.6
45.3
56.2

Don’t support
65.0
51.2
38.8
38.7
29.4

DA/NA
21.8
16.5
21.6
16.0
14.4

Table 2.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Support
54.9
40.3
56.8
19.9
62.9

Don’t support
27.7
40.0
26.3
61.6
25.2

DA/NA
17.4
19.7
16.9
18.5
11.9

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

Support
48.2
34.0
37.8
44.7
42.1
27.9
38.4

Don’t support
35.8
59.4
39.3
31.7
34.9
48.8
44.3

DA/NA
16.0
6.6
22.9
23.6
23.0
23.3
17.3

Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Support
48.2
41.0
38.7
28.8
39.4

Don’t support
35.8
37.6
40.0
49.4
45.8

DA/NA
16.0
21.4
21.3
21.8
14.8

3. "The Government has recently adopted a regulation which is strengthening control of authorities over conduction of opinion polls and publicizing of their results in the mass media. Do you support or not introduction of such control?"

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

Support
27.6
19.4
15.2
15.9
18.3
24.8
32.6
45.9

Don’t support
58.4
67.2
70.5
73.8
68.1
62.7
51.7
39.5

DA/NA
14.0
13.4
14.3
10.3
13.6
12.5
15.7
14.6

Table 3.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Support
39.9
36.5
24.1
25.8
20.6

Don’t support
42.6
48.4
59.1
63.1
71.0

DA/NA
17.5
15.1
16.8
11.1
8.4

Table 3.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Support
18.3
25.0
18.0
41.7
15.6

Don’t support
73.9
60.6
70.6
41.1
69.2

DA/NA
7.8
14.4
11.4
17.2
15.2

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

Support
24.4
31.3
15.9
11.0
26.0
25.5
54.2

Don’t support
68.2
65.2
65.4
63.2
58.1
53.5
34.4

DA/NA
7.4
3.5
18.7
25.8
15.9
21.0
11.4

Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Support
24.4
26.5
20.6
29.4
32.6

Don’t support
68.2
49.6
62.3
59.5
55.5

DA/NA
7.4
23.9
17.1
11.1
11.9

4. "Speaking to residents of the Glusk town, Mogilev region, about the coming presidential election A. Lukashenko said, “This is not the point whether you will elect me or not. You will, there’s no other alternative." Do you agree with this opinion?"

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
40.5
16.2
24.6
28.1
35.5
33.5
45.2
61.4

No
41.1
61.9
61.5
55.2
45.6
45.4
31.5
23.3

DA/NA
18.4
21.9
13.9
16.7
18.9
21.1
23.3
15.3

Table 4.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
61.8
59.6
34.2
34.7
29.9

No
28.0
24.0
43.5
45.4
53.8

DA/NA
10.2
16.4
22.3
19.9
16.3

Table 4.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
28.9
36.2
18.4
59.6
35.0

No
57.5
42.1
62.6
22.9
53.0

DA/NA
13.6
21.7
19.0
17.5
12.0

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
28.1
40.1
43.2
49.3
38.6
42.8
44.7

No
55.1
35.6
36.9
36.3
46.3
37.4
37.3

DA/NA
16.8
24.3
19.9
14.4
15.1
19.8
18.0

Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
28.1
41.0
40.1
33.5
51.0

No
55.1
40.9
34.7
40.1
37.6

DA/NA
16.8
18.1
25.2
26.4
11.4

5. "Have you got any leaflets about A. Milinkevich, met or talked with his representatives?"

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
13.9
12.5
15.2
18.6
18.3
14.2
15.3
7.7

No
85.6
87.5
84.2
80.9
81.2
84.8
84.2
92.1

NA
0.5
0
0.6
0.5
0.5
1.0
0.5
0.2

Table 5.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
5.9
5.5
15.3
18.8
17.2

No
94.1
94.2
84.3
80.5
81.7

NA
0
0.3
0.4
0.7
1.1

Table 5.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
20.9
13.9
21.4
7.4
17.4

No
78.3
85.8
78.6
92.5
81.1

NA
0.8
0.3
0
0.1
1.5

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
27.9
11.4
13.2
17.8
8.1
12.3
5.6

No
70.4
88.6
86.4
81.6
91.4
87.4
94.4

NA
1.7
0
0.4
0.6
0.5
0.3
0

Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
27.9
10.0
17.3
9.8
9.2

No
70.4
89.6
82.7
89.8
90.5

NA
1.7
0.4
0
0.4
0.3

6. "If you haven’t, would you like to get such leaflets, meet and talk with A. Milinkevich’s representatives?"

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
30.9
39.2
40.5
38.0
35.8
31.2
30.3
19.7

No
61.1
54.2
52.8
51.3
52.3
59.2
62.4
76.7

NA
8.0
6.6
6.7
10.7
11.9
9.6
7.3
3.6

Table 6.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
16.5
24.2
31.6
35.2
40.2

No
80.6
71.9
60.3
53.5
49.7

NA
2.9
3.9
8.1
11.3
10.1

Table 6.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
39.0
33.4
41.9
19.5
33.3

No
49.7
57.5
48.6
77.0
56.4

NA
11.3
9.1
9.5
3.5
10.3

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
35.0
24.1
20.6
52.1
36.4
25.2
26.3

No
46.4
70.2
72.2
40.8
60.7
66.8
69.2

NA
18.6
5.7
7.2
7.1
2.9
8.0
4.5

Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
35.0
34.9
32.7
29.8
25.8

No
46.4
61.1
61.4
62.3
68.4

NA
18.6
4.0
5.9
7.9
5.8

7. "Will you support A. Milinkevich at the presidential election of 2006?"

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
10.2
4.5
12.5
19.6
12.2
13.2
7.1
4.8

No
46.8
23.7
24.5
26.8
37.2
45.9
57.7
68.3

Will see from circumstances
36.9
51.5
54.5
48.3
47.2
34.1
30.5
21.4

DA/NA
6.1
20.3
8.5
5.3
3.4
6.8
4.7
5.5

Table 7.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
4.0
9.0
8.9
11.4
17.4

No
68.3
60.1
46.6
38.5
30.4

Will see from circumstances
21.3
25.2
37.6
44.6
46.6

DA/NA
6.4
5.7
6.9
5.5
5.6

Table 7.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
15.8
10.4
9.0
4.8
20.7

No
27.9
45.9
18.2
67.6
33.9

Will see from circumstances
52.3
37.5
55.7
21.8
44.6

DA/NA
3.9
6.2
17.1
5.8
0.8

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
9.7
12.7
7.9
15.5
18.4
3.7
4.4

No
40.7
53.9
43.6
30.3
40.4
53.9
62.1

Will see from circumstances
46.3
32.7
39.8
49.3
35.1
28.7
27.0

DA/NA
3.3
0.7
8.7
4.9
6.1
13.7
6.5

Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
9.7
13.3
9.0
10.2
9.3

No
40.7
38.6
44.1
48.8
55.4

Will see from circumstances
46.3
40.1
37.0
35.0
30.9

DA/NA
3.3
8.0
9.9
6.0
4.4

8. "If the authorities find a reason not to register a sole democratic candidate A. Milinkevich, will you join the street actions of protest?"

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
8.2
16.3
11.6
17.0
9.3
9.4
6.0
1.8

No
79.6
63.2
69.2
68.4
74.2
78.4
81.3
94.4

DA/NA
12.2
20.5
19.2
14.6
16.5
12.2
12.7
3.8

Table 8.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
0
7.5
7.9
9.2
14.5

No
96.4
84.6
77.8
76.3
71.3

DA/NA
3.6
7.9
14.3
14.5
14.2

Table 8.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
14.7
8.1
17.5
2.0
11.6

No
68.5
79.0
68.6
93.3
69.6

DA/NA
16.8
12.9
13.9
4.7
18.8

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
7.5
8.2
7.5
13.9
9.2
7.0
5.3

No
84.2
82.9
74.8
65.2
80.8
81.8
84.8

DA/NA
8.3
8.9
17.7
20.9
10.0
11.2
9.9

Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
7.5
11.4
10.7
7.2
5.8

No
84.2
74.2
70.0
81.9
84.4

DA/NA
8.3
14.4
19.3
10.9
9.8

9. "Do you think the presidential election of 2006 will be free and fair?"

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
49.2
32.5
30.9
29.7
38.7
44.0
55.6
74.4

No
33.8
46.6
49.8
46.4
40.6
39.3
30.9
13.4

DA/NA
17.0
20.9
19.3
23.9
20.7
16.7
13.5
12.2

Table 9.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
70.0
65.3
47.8
41.5
33.1

No
17.8
21.1
34.8
38.8
48.4

DA/NA
12.2
13.6
17.4
19.7
18.5

Table 9.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
26.1
46.7
31.8
73.2
35.3

No
57.1
32.7
48.6
15.0
52.1

DA/NA
16.8
20.6
19.6
11.8
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
42.7
61.0
47.2
42.1
46.9
42.9
58.9

No
42.7
32.7
34.5
42.2
33.3
31.1
20.8

DA/NA
14.6
6.3
18.3
15.7
19.8
26.0
20.3

Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
42.7
44.5
39.7
57.3
56.1

No
42.7
39.3
41.2
21.5
28.6

DA/NA
14.6
16.2
19.1
21.2
15.3

10. "Are you ready to join the street actions of protest if the presidential election is rigged?"

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
13.4
23.7
21.2
19.8
16.3
13.3
11.6
5.4

No
71.5
51.6
56.3
63.3
65.8
68.8
74.1
88.6

DA/NA
15.1
24.7
22.5
16.9
18.9
17.9
14.3
6.0

Table 10.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
5.7
9.7
14.1
15.0
18.9

No
88.2
79.2
68.8
67.5
63.3

DA/NA
6.1
11.1
17.1
17.5
17.8

Table 10.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
20.7
12.6
27.7
6.1
19.9

No
57.4
69.7
54.2
87.4
64.5

DA/NA
21.9
17.7
18.1
6.5
15.6

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
14.0
11.2
11.2
19.6
16.9
11.5
10.8

No
73.0
74.2
73.3
63.2
67.9
72.4
74.1

DA/NA
13.0
14.6
15.5
17.2
15.2
16.1
15.1

Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
14.0
16.5
16.3
11.3
10.0

No
73.0
66.4
63.1
72.4
77.7

DA/NA
13.0
17.1
20.6
16.3
12.3

11. "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and A. Voitovich, former President of the Belarusian Academy of Sciences and currently Chairman of the Council of Republic, at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?"

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

For A. Lukashenko
56.0
27.5
28.6
33.9
45.1
50.0
65.2
87.0

For A. Voitovich
7.3
9.8
11.9
11.5
8.4
8.2
5.8
3.1

For none of them
25.2
28.9
37.1
40.7
31.8
31.5
21.9
6.4

DA/NA
11.5
33.8
22.4
13.9
14.7
10.3
7.1
3.5

Table 11.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
82.9
76.4
51.9
49.0
36.6

For A. Voitovich
3.0
2.9
6.7
8.5
14.8

For none of them
11.9
13.4
27.0
30.5
34.1

DA/NA
2.2
7.3
14.4
12.0
14.5

Table 11.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
28.6
54.2
32.9
85.5
30.4

For A. Voitovich
10.4
8.0
13.0
2.8
9.7

For none of them
47.8
24.4
31.1
7.4
47.1

DA/NA
13.2
13.4
23.0
4.3
12.8

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

For A. Lukashenko
44.2
59.1
51.9
47.6
49.6
66.1
73.8

For A. Voitovich
6.3
10.2
2.8
17.4
5.8
5.3
5.6

For none of them
39.1
29.2
22.6
19.8
35.0
17.9
9.6

DA/NA
10.4
1.5
22.7
15.2
9.6
10.7
11.0

Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
44.2
47.3
50.1
56.3
70.8

For A. Voitovich
6.3
8.7
10.1
9.6
4.3

For none of them
39.1
28.3
23.0
21.8
18.8

DA/NA
10.4
15.7
16.8
12.3
6.1

12. "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and S. Gaidukevich, Deputy of the House of Representatives and Chairman of the Liberal-Democratic Party of Belarus, at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?"

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

For A. Lukashenko
55.0
29.6
29.0
34.5
42.8
47.3
66.6
85.5

For A. Gaidukevich
9.2
13.3
12.5
12.6
12.4
11.0
7.6
3.0

For none of them
25.1
26.4
37.5
40.7
30.6
32.3
19.4
7.8

DA/NA
10.7
30.7
20.9
12.2
14.1
9.5
6.4
3.6

Table 12.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
82.9
74.6
51.0
48.0
35.5

For A. Gaidukevich
7.0
5.2
9.1
10.9
12.2

For none of them
7.9
14.0
26.7
30.1
37.2

DA/NA
2.2
6.2
13.2
11.0
15.1

Table 12.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
24.9
53.5
33.4
84.1
34.2

For A. Gaidukevich
17.7
8.2
13.4
3.6
15.5

For none of them
43.0
26.4
30.2
8.1
41.5

DA/NA
14.4
11.9
23.0
4.2
8.8

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

For A. Lukashenko
40.2
59.9
52.8
43.6
48.5
67.8
73.0

For A. Gaidukevich
9.4
13.4
6.6
19.5
8.3
5.8
2.8

For none of them
37.0
26.3
18.5
26.0
35.0
17.1
13.7

DA/NA
13.4
0.4
22.1
10.9
8.2
9.3
10.5

Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
40.2
47.3
49.9
57.1
69.4

For A. Gaidukevich
9.4
9.5
10.3
11.2
7.1

For none of them
37.0
28.7
25.7
21.6
18.0

DA/NA
13.4
15.2
14.1
10.1
5.5

13. "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and Z. Poznyak, Chairman of the Conservative Christian Party of Belarus living abroad from 1996, at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?"

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

For A. Lukashenko
56.4
33.2
30.3
35.6
43.7
49.4
68.3
86.2

For Z. Poznyak
10.1
8.7
13.2
18.2
16.0
10.9
6.8
2.8

For none of them
23.9
29.5
35.2
35.9
29.5
30.7
19.1
7.4

DA/NA
9.6
28.6
21.3
10.3
10.8
9.0
5.8
3.6

Table 13.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
83.7
74.7
52.8
48.4
38.6

For Z. Poznyak
2.8
6.3
11.4
12.4
12.7

For none of them
11.2
12.7
23.9
28.9
36.7

DA/NA
2.3
6.3
11.9
10.3
12.0

Table 13.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
28.5
54.9
37.2
84.8
30.4

For Z. Poznyak
21.8
7.6
11.9
2.7
29.2

For none of them
37.2
27.5
30.3
8.1
29.8

DA/NA
12.5
10.0
20.6
4.4
10.7

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

For A. Lukashenko
47.3
56.1
51.6
48.5
49.8
68.2
73.7

For Z. Poznyak
16.8
18.9
3.7
14.5
13.8
2.3
0.4

For none of them
29.8
24.5
21.6
27.4
27.9
20.2
15.6

DA/NA
6.1
0.5
23.1
9.6
8.5
9.3
10.3

Table 13.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
47.3
47.6
50.1
56.7
69.9

For Z. Poznyak
16.8
10.5
9.6
7.9
8.1

For none of them
29.8
26.0
27.6
24.1
17.3

DA/NA
6.1
15.9
12.7
11.3
4.7

14. "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and A. Kozulin, former Deputy Minister of Education, former Head of the Belarusian State University and currently Chairman of the Belarusian Social Democratic Party Gromada, at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?"

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

For A. Lukashenko
56.0
30.8
28.9
36.3
44.0
50.3
66.2
85.5

For A. Kozulin
9.7
19.3
14.8
19.0
12.3
8.7
7.2
2.8

For none of them
23.2
23.9
38.4
32.6
28.4
30.1
19.7
6.7

DA/NA
11.1
25.9
17.9
12.1
15.3
10.9
6.9
5.0

Table 14.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
83.4
75.3
52.7
48.8
35.4

For A. Kozulin
0
5.8
8.4
11.7
21.0

For none of them
12.3
11.1
25.0
27.0
32.9

DA/NA
4.3
7.8
13.9
12.5
10.7

Table 14.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
28.4
54.9
34.2
83.8
31.2

For A. Kozulin
15.6
9.9
20.6
2.5
14.3

For none of them
42.6
22.7
28.3
7.8
40.7

DA/NA
13.4
12.5
16.9
5.9
13.3

Table 14.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

For A. Lukashenko
44.2
59.8
52.8
48.0
48.8
66.1
72.8

For A. Kozulin
17.3
9.4
5.3
14.8
8.0
8.4
4.4

For none of them
30.8
30.4
22.3
15.3
32.8
14.5
12.9

DA/NA
7.7
0.4
19.6
21.9
10.4
11.0
9.9

Table 14.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
44.2
46.2
50.7
58.4
69.9

For A. Kozulin
17.3
8.1
8.6
9.4
7.2

For none of them
30.8
25.9
26.2
21.5
16.8

DA/NA
7.7
19.8
14.5
10.7
6.1

15. "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and A. Milinkevich, former Vice Mayer of Grodno and activist of civic movement recently elected a sole candidate for democratic forces of Belarus, at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?"

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

For A. Lukashenko
54.8
29.6
29.6
34.5
42.2
47.6
63.4
86.4

For A. Milinkevich
18.1
25.7
27.4
32.8
22.2
22.6
12.0
4.7

For none of them
14.4
17.6
20.0
17.8
18.3
17.7
15.7
4.4

DA/NA
12.7
27.1
23.0
14.9
17.3
12.1
8.9
4.5

Table 15.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
84.3
72.8
51.9
46.5
34.5

For A. Milinkevich
1.7
14.9
18.0
22.2
28.2

For none of them
9.4
4.9
15.2
16.0
22.9

DA/NA
4.6
7.4
14.9
15.3
14.4

Table 15.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
27.6
52.3
33.7
84.7
31.5

For A. Milinkevich
33.1
16.5
31.9
5.5
32.6

For none of them
24.3
16.3
17.6
4.1
18.7

DA/NA
15.0
14.9
16.8
5.7
17.2

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

For A. Lukashenko
42.0
59.9
51.1
42.7
50.0
63.6
73.8

For A. Milinkevich
23.3
22.6
11.9
34.9
20.8
10.5
4.5

For none of them
22.5
15.8
13.9
5.7
17.5
11.7
10.6

DA/NA
12.2
1.7
23.1
16.7
11.7
14.2
11.1

Table 15.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
42.0
45.6
48.7
57.4
69.3

For A. Milinkevich
23.3
20.1
22.6
14.8
13.5

For none of them
22.5
14.7
14.9
14.9
9.1

DA/NA
12.2
19.6
13.8
12.9
8.1

16. "Imagine that you are offered candidatures of A. Lukashenko and General V. Frolov, former Head of the Parliamentary Deputy Group “Republic”, at the presidential election. For whom of these candidates would you vote?"
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

For A. Lukashenko
56.3
30.8
30.4
36.1
45.5
48.3
65.5
87.0

For V. Frolov
8.6
14.1
9.3
17.6
11.2
9.0
6.6
2.9

For none of them
23.5
24.9
37.9
34.8
30.6
31.4
18.3
5.0

DA/NA
11.6
30.2
22.4
11.5
12.7
11.3
9.6
5.1

Table 16.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
84.3
75.7
52.1
49.3
37.2

For V. Frolov
2.1
4.9
7.8
10.4
16.4

For none of them
9.4
11.4
25.6
27.6
34.4

DA/NA
4.2
8.0
14.5
12.7
12.0

Table 16.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
29.8
54.1
36.3
85.2
30.3

For V. Frolov
14.6
9.2
13.1
2.6
11.6

For none of them
42.3
24.0
31.1
6.1
42.3

DA/NA
13.3
12.7
13.5
6.1
15.8

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

For A. Lukashenko
44.9
57.7
52.1
49.0
50.4
67.5
73.5

For V. Frolov
10.1
15.2
4.3
17.8
6.3
4.1
2.9

For none of them
31.4
26.3
22.1
15.6
35.4
17.3
13.6

DA/NA
13.6
0.8
21.5
17.6
7.9
11.1
10.0

Table 16.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
44.9
47.0
53.3
56.7
69.6

For V. Frolov
10.1
5.6
10.2
9.1
8.4

For none of them
31.4
29.8
23.6
22.8
15.7

DA/NA
13.6
17.6
12.9
11.4
6.3

17. "If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third time and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, for whom will you vote?"

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

For A. Lukashenko
54.7
27.7
28.0
32.5
42.4
47.4
64.6
86.7

For a candidate for 

democratic opposition
21.4
31.1
33.6
38.2
26.5
25.7
15.7
5.0

For none of them
11.6
14.6
16.8
13.5
14.7
13.8
11.7
4.2

DA/NA
12.3
26.6
21.6
15.8
16.4
13.1
8.0
4.1

Table 17.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko
84.3
75.4
51.9
45.4
32.9

For a candidate for 

democratic opposition
5.1
10.4
23.7
25.8
32.2

For none of them
7.3
7.8
11.1
13.3
16.9

DA/NA
3.3
6.4
13.3
15.5
18.0

Table 17.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

For A. Lukashenko
27.2
52.1
30.2
85.2
30.5

For a candidate for democratic opposition
39.9
20.1
37.5
5.6
38.8

For none of them
17.3
13.3
10.5
4.4
18.2

DA/NA
15.6
14.5
21.8
4.8
12.5

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

For A. Lukashenko
41.9
56.7
53.4
45.1
48.0
65.1
72.6

For a candidate for democratic opposition
29.9
22.2
11.9
37.3
29.7
15.4
5.5

For none of them
16.9
17.2
12.8
4.5
11.3
5.6
9.4

DA/NA
11.3
3.9
21.9
13.1
11.0
13.9
12.5

Table 17.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko
41.9
47.7
49.5
55.5
68.1

For a candidate for democratic opposition
29.9
24.6
22.3
20.1
15.0

For none of them
16.9
11.3
11.2
9.2
10.4

DA/NA
11.3
16.4
17.0
15.1
6.5

18. "Do you think Belarus should become a member of the European Union?"

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

Yes
36.7
51.6
48.7
44.3
40.9
40.6
34.2
22.1

No
38.3
30.6
34.5
34.6
34.4
36.9
40.5
45.3

DA/NA
25.0
17.8
16.8
21.1
24.7
22.5
25.3
32.6

Table 18.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
15.8
28.9
39.4
42.8
44.4

No
44.6
43.9
36.9
35.9
35.4

DA/NA
39.6
27.2
23.7
21.3
20.2

Table 18.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
47.3
38.6
46.3
22.0
46.2

No
32.0
37.9
36.0
46.1
27.7

DA/NA
20.7
23.5
17.7
31.9
26.1

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

Yes
43.5
26.6
35.0
26.3
50.3
38.8
34.9

No
38.6
43.0
42.1
46.6
30.7
33.3
34.2

DA/NA
17.9
30.4
22.9
27.1
19.0
27.9
30.9

Table 18.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
43.5
34.5
37.3
44.0
30.0

No
38.6
44.5
36.6
27.2
41.3

DA/NA
17.9
21.0
26.1
28.8
28.7

19. "Do you think that the West is hostile towards Belarus and the Belarusians should be very careful about it?"

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

Yes
40.0
52.7
36.2
25.9
32.9
42.2
36.6
49.7

No
41.9
35.8
41.1
48.9
50.6
40.6
46.6
32.5

DA/NA
18.1
11.5
22.7
25.2
16.5
17.2
16.8
17.8

Table 19.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
48.4
47.0
37.9
37.3
35.8

No
30.6
33.1
44.5
44.3
49.1

DA/NA
21.0
19.9
17.6
18.4
15.1

Table 19.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
33.6
38.4
46.4
46.8
35.3

No
54.2
41.2
39.4
33.8
44.2

DA/NA
12.2
20.4
14.2
19.2
20.5

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

Yes
43.1
40.9
36.0
43.8
47.8
39.6
29.7

No
42.0
43.0
44.1
38.3
34.8
36.4
51.7

DA/NA
14.9
16.1
19.9
17.9
17.4
24.0
18.6

Table 19.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
43.1
43.2
42.2
35.1
37.7

No
42.0
39.5
36.9
50.0
41.7

DA/NA
14.9
17.3
20.9
14.9
20.6

20. "The Belarusians make the majority of population in Belarus. There are various opinions of what Belarus should be like. Which one do you agree with?"

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

Belarus is a country of 

Belarusians
13.6
13.9
17.4
15.9
12.4
12.2
14.0
13.4

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
25.6
37.8
28.1
30.5
25.5
25.9
19.8
23.8

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages.
54.2
46.0
48.7
40.9
52.6
56.1
62.4
58.0

DA/NA
6.6
2.3
5.8
12.7
9.5
5.8
3.8
4.8

Table 20.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Belarus is a country of 

Belarusians
15.3
16.9
13.2
14.3
9.2

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
20.9
25.2
28.4
25.9
22.4

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages.
58.0
53.4
50.0
53.2
64.0

DA/NA
5.8
4.5
8.4
6.6
4.4

Table 20.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Belarus is a country of 

Belarusians
16.1
12.4
15.7
13.1
14.6

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
26.6
25.0
33.5
22.8
33.7

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages.
49.7
55.8
44.9
59.0
42.9

DA/NA
7.6
6.8
5.9
5.1
8.8

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

Belarus is a country of 

Belarusians
20.6
12.6
9.4
10.0
9.9
23.2
9.6

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
27.0
33.0
25.0
9.4
32.8
22.4
25.8

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages.
47.4
48.5
53.9
69.3
55.7
45.8
61.4

DA/NA
5.0
5.9
11.7
11.3
1.6
8.6
3.2

Table 20.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Belarus is a country of 

Belarusians
20.6
12.7
14.3
9.1
12.5

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
27.0
19.5
29.8
27.9
24.9

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages.
47.4
61.8
45.6
57.8
56.2

DA/NA
5.0
6.0
10.3
5.2
6.4

Results of opinion poll among leaders and experts 

conducted in November-December of 2005, %

1. Do you think Orange Revolution is possible in Belarus like it happened in Ukraine?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

No
67
77
58

Yes
18
10
26

DA
15
13
16

2. Do you think the presidential election of 2006 will be free and fair?

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

No
77
60
93

Yes
20
33
7

DA
3
7
–

3. If V. Goncharik or S. Gaidukevich and not A. Lukahsenko were elected the president in 2001, what would be the current situation in Belarus?

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Better than today
34
13
55

The same as today
20
33
7

Worse than today
31
47
15

NA
15
7
23

4. Have you heard about the Congress of Democratic Forces which was held in Minsk October 1-2 and which elected A. Milinkevich, former Vice Mayer of Grodno and activist of the civic movement, as a sole candidate for the presidential election of 2006 alternative to A. Lukashenko?
Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes, I have
97
93
100

No, I have not
3
7
–

5. In your opinion, will citizens support A. Milinkevich at the presidential election of 2006?
Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes 
41
60
23

No 
25
7
42

DA/NA
34
33
35

6. If the presidential election takes place tomorrow in Belarus, for whom do you think will the majority of citizens vote? (open question)

Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

А. Lukashenko
61
73
48

А. Milinkevich
11
–
23

А. Kozulin 
2
–
3

А. Lebedko 
2
–
3

Other
4
7
3

NA/DA
20
20
20

7. If A. Lukashenko runs for presidency for the third time and a candidate for democratic opposition stands his rival, for whom will the majority of citizens vote?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

For A. Lukashenko
44
73
16

For a candidate for democratic opposition
25
7
42

For none of them
16
7
26

DA/NA
15
13
16

8. What are the mass media which you trust the most? (more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Internet
57
57
57

European and other Western mass media
39
30
48

Belarusian non-state media
36
13
58

Belarusian state-run media
15
23
7

Russian mass media
10
20
–

9. Do you watch Russian-language EuroNews channel? 
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Daily
46
40
52

Several times a week
26
20
32

Several times a month
11
17
6

Several times a year
5
10
–

Never 
12
13
10

10. The Government has recently adopted a regulation which is strengthening control of authorities over conduction of opinion polls and publicizing of their results in the mass media. Do you support or not introduction of such control? 

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Do not support: research and formation of public opinion should be free
89
77
100

Support: the authorities should control research and formation of public opinion
11
23
–

11. How do you assess relations between Belarus and EU member states?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Poor
95
90
100

Good
3
7
–

NA
2
3
–

12. Do you think Belarus should become a member of the European Union?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes
79
77
81

No
16
16
16

NA
5
7
3

13. Have you heard about the European Neighborhood Policy practiced by the EU towards its 

neighboring countries (Belarus included)?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes
55
33
77

No
45
67
23

14. Do you think the West is hostile towards Belarus and the Belarusians should be very careful about it?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

No
90
83
97

Yes
5
7
3

DA
5
10
–

15. The EU Council of Ministers and NATO PA have recently adopted resolutions in which they called the Belarusian authorities to observe democracy and human rights as well as undertook to render 

assistance to democratic forces in Belarus. What is your attitude to this?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Positive
72
54
90

Indifferent
21
33
10

Negative
7
13
–

16. Would you like to know more about what’s going on in EU member states as well as about activity of European organizations?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes
85
80
90

No
12
13
10

NA
3
7
–

17. Neighboring countries of Belarus (Poland, Latvia and Lithuania) are EU members from May 1, 2004. In your opinion, has living in these countries became better or worse?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Better
47
23
71

Hasn’t changed
33
47
19

Worse
5
7
3

DA/NA
15
23
7

18. What society is the most fair in your opinion?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

German 
51
60
42

American  
31
13
48

Belarusian 
8
13
3

Polish
3
7
–

NA
7
7
7

19. If the referendum on accession of Belarus into the EU took place tomorrow, how would you vote?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

For
76
67
84

Against
8
13
3

I wouldn’t come to voting
3
3
3

DA/NA
13
17
10

20. Belarusian citizens have opportunity to get education and go on training to European higher 

educational establishments.  What is your attitude to this?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

This is very good
95
90
100

I don’t care about this
2
3
–

This is very bad
3
7
–

21. Some Belarusian citizens work in European countries on a permanent or temporary basis. What is your attitude to this?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

This is very good
90
84
97

I don’t care about this
3
3
3

This is very bad
7
13
–

22. In your opinion, who is to blame of the conflict around the Union of Poles in Belarus which have resulted in sharp aggravation of relations between Belarus and Poland? (more than one answer is possible)
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Belarusian authorities
70
50
90

Board of the Union of Poles
23
33
13

Polish authorities
19
20
16

European Union
7
–
13

USA
3
–
7

DA
20
23
16

23. Do you have friends, colleagues or partners abroad with whom you periodically communicate? 

(more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes, in Russia
80
83
77

Yes, in Ukraine
69
63
74

Yes, in the Baltic States
48
40
55

Yes, in Poland
53
40
65

Yes, in other EU countries
56
40
71

Yes, in the USA
41
23
58

Yes, in other countries
28
20
35

No
7
10
3

24. Have you visited an EU country over the past five years?
Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes, I have
79
57
100

No, I haven’t
21
43
–

25. If you had to choose between integration with Russia and accession into the EU, which one would you choose?
Variant of answer
All
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Accession into the European Union
79
60
97

Integration with Russia
18
33
3

NA
3
7
–

26. Belarus and Russia may possibly hold a referendum on the Constitution which will open a way to closer integration of the two countries. How will you vote at this referendum?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Against Constitution
52
43
61

For Constitution
22
37
7

I will not come to such a referendum
21
13
29

NA
5
7
3

27. In ten years, will Belarus be closer to Russia or to the EU?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

To the EU 
49
33
65

To Russia 
48
64
32

NA
3
3
3

28. Do you think the Russian authorities want that Belarus incorporate into Russia and lose its 

independence?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes
73
80
67

No
20
17
23

DA/NA
7
3
10

29. Do you think common citizens in Russia want that Belarus incorporate into Russia and lose its 

independence?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes
75
76
74

No 
13
7
19

DA
12
17
7

30. The Belarusians make the majority of population in Belarus. There are various opinions of what 

Belarus should be like. Which one do you agree with?

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Belarus is a common home for people of different nationalities. All citizens of Belarus should enjoy equal rights and none of them should be given any advantages
87
87
87

Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should be given more rights
8
13
3

Belarus is a country of Belarusians
3
–
7

NA
2
–
3

31. How would you answer to the question on how you can identity yourself if asked this question abroad? (more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Citizen of Belarus
80
83
77

Belarusian
28
20
35

Russian 
2
3
–

Other
2
3
–

Materials prepared by Prof. O. Manaev, А. Sasnow and P. Bykowski

ARE WE FAR AWAY FROM EUROPE?
On December 16-17, 2005 within the framework of the project “Strengthening Pro-"Wide Europe" Attitudes in Belarus”, round table discussion “Public attitudes to pro-"wide Europe" and Russia” was conducted in Brest at the assistance of O. Manaev’s group (formerly, the IISEPS).

The following speakers delivered reports based on many sociological researches: Associate Prof. Leonid Zaiko, Ph.D. in Economics (Strategy Analytical Center) – "Belarus: New Europeanization Features. Axiological Determinants vs. Political Paradoxes"; Oleg Manaev, Ph.D. in Sociology (formely, the IISEPS) – "Belarus: Country in the Center of Europe Failing to Take a Clear Stand'; Associate Prof. Anatoly Lysuik, Ph.D. in Philosophy (Logos Brest Public Organization) – "What Is the Road Which Leads into Europe? The problems of Euro-Atlantic integration for Belarus, Russia and Ukraine"; Associate Prof. Georgy Gribov, Ph.D. in Philosophy (Brest State Technical University) – "Integration into Europe: Value Basics vs. Prospects"; Associate Prof. Vladimir Luikevich, Ph.D. in Philosophy (Brest State University of A. Pushkin) – "Is Poland Really a Country of the European Union?"; Prof. Stanislav Bogdankevich, Ph.D. in Economics (Belarusian State Economic University) – "Belarus-Russia: Independence vs. Economic Interests"; Associate Prof. Alexander Sasnow, Ph.D. in Economics (formerly, the IISEPS) – "Integration Preferences of Belarusians (socio-demographic and geographic aspects)"; Pauluik Bykowsky (formerly, the IISEPS) – "European Subject Matter in the Belarusian Mass Media".
Leaders of the key political parties, trade unions and youth associations, and scientists from Brest universities as well as representatives of Brest business circles, law enforcement authorities and mass media took an active part in the discussion.

Members of the round table discussion have come to the conclusion that, despite controversy in the mass thinking, pro-European attitudes of the Belarusians have been steadily strengthening, even though neither the authorities nor the opposition have proposed a grounded program of geo-political development in Belarus. In the opinion of scientists, this is the civic society which should propose such a program. Otherwise, without clear geo-political goals, Belarus can turn an outsider in the rapidly developing and expanding Europe.

OPEN FORUM
ARTIST, POWER, FREEDOM

Vladimir Neklyaev, Chairman of the Belarusian PEN-Center

Idealistic expectations on the eve and during transition to the new millennium in which the humanity should have become more gentle and wiser haven’t come true. As it has turned out, the humanity hasn’t yet satisfied its hunger. It eats up the Chechen, the Iraqi… even the Americans, who haven’t yet swallowed the Red Indians. The latter, by the way, are not just aboriginal tribes, but a huge cultural layer not comprehended and cognized fully yet.

Civilization and culture stay in constant confrontation which becomes only tougher, despite our will and expectations. This is what I think is the greatest collision of the 21st century; even greater than fight for resources giving to a winner a chance for survival. For, having won a victory over culture, why else surviving?..

If the humanity defeats the culture, it will defeat itself. Presently, it is defeating steadily. It is doomed to live in its civilized way not above and close to the Heaven but below and closer to a W.C. bowl, and be flushed away by time like all that is flushed in the lavatory, even a golden one...

Sooner than many others, Belarus may already in the near future sink into the depths of history as an undiscovered and incognized cultural layer together with its aborigines who will never become the Belarusians. 

Why?.. Wasn’t it because of expansions from the West and from the East which obstructed those who called themselves locals to gain independence and become a nation? This is an essential reason, an external one. There’s yet an internal reason which is slavery and servility cringing before any new power.

Another reason is the power itself. It is rootless. It is casual. This is the power for the sake of power.

I always feel confused when I see descendants of White Eagle or Fiery Bison, chiefs of American Indians, bearing portraits of American presidents at election shows. However, it is even more confusing to see descendants of Lev Sapega or the Radzivils bearing portraits of the current Belarusian president. This is by far more incompatible than White Eagle with bill Clinton or Fiery Bison with Gorge Bush. Yet, this does happen.

I had a friend who was a brilliant artist. His name is Alexander Kischenko. At the end of his life (of course, he didn’t know that was at the end) he created an enormous gobelin picture with the portraits of prominent figures on it and called it the Gobelin of the Century. Witness of the Gobelin creation, I admired the quality and the scale of this job.

When the Gobelin was almost ready and portraits were sitting in their places from top to bottom, there was one empty place at the very top where God’s face would stand as the peak of everything. Kischenko asked me then, who do you think should stand there next to God?

I didn’t find anything strange or surprising in that question as we used to talk on many different topics. He was an incredible companion in talks. However hard I tried, I couldn’t imagine a man – even on a gobelin – who could stand beside God. He never told me this.

At the presentation of this unique work, artist Alexander Kischenko showed to President Alexander Lukashenko the place where the latter as the most prominent representative of the mankind stood at that moment – the very top of the Gobelin next to God, and even higher than God.

This is what a true artist did. One might assume that A. Lukashenko’s portrait placed higher than God’s face is a latent mockery, sophisticated demonstration of artist’s confrontation with the power. Probably, if this could be true…

In the same way, we may assume that, let’s say, writers who agreed to an open cooperation with the authorities and who served these very authorities moved to various editions of Literature and Art holding controlled and censured by the state so as to preserve at least anything Belarusian, let it be controlled and censured (and they try to persuade everyone and themselves in this first of all). Probably, if this could be true… if they saw that outside the holding, which is a kind of a national ghetto, the authorities who actually drove them into this ghetto were destroying all other Belarus. They’ve been destroying absolutely all Belarus with its language and culture suppressing these in possible native speakers and bearers of this culture and language from early childhood, from school. Now, for whom do they preserve at least something Belarusian? What do they write and edit? The works which will soon have no reader?..

We could assume that these very writers from the holding founded authorities-friendly Belarusian Union of Writers opposing the disloyal authorities-hostile Union of Writers as the demonstration of freedom of choice so inherent to creative men (as well as any other). This way they say, I don’t wish to stay in one union with you, so I move to another. Probably we would assume this, if this could be true… If the constituent assembly of this creative organization wouldn’t establish to consider for writers all present participants including two deputy ministers from the two ministries patronizing the new Union  of Writers. If journalists of regional newspapers taken to the assembly under surveillance of regional ideologists wouldn’t be warned, “Say you don’t want to be writers, you won’t be journalists! You won’t have a chance to earn your bread then …” If there was at least one writer worthy of respect for the freedom of choice displayed at least once.

In 1998, country’s chief ideologist Vladimir Zametalin tried to build a similar state-run writer’s organization. “We feed those who are with us. Those who are not with us, let them subsist themselves.” I was the Chairman of the Belarusian Union of Writers then and tried to warn the ideologist against splitting the Union explaining to him that he would not win any good Belarusian literary man into his helm let alone notable and icon writers. Zametalin wasn’t confused though. Why do I need notable and icon writers if I get organization? He said.

I don’t want to sound an evil prophet, but this is what will happen in the near future to the Union of Artists and other a little bit independent creative organizations so as to counterbalance them with organizations in the image and likeness of the state-run writer’s union.

Actually, this has already come true. The organization has been formed and has been singing praises to the president who sits somewhere beside God via all open mass media. What’s more, this isn’t a separate and specially formed agency but the one speaking on behalf of all Belarusian writers, who, as it has turned out, love and adore the current authorities.

Well, there are reasons for them to love and adore these authorities as the latter are the same as these people – flesh of the flesh… On the next allocation of handouts from authorities, it looks like a journalist gets his handout while this is actually a professional secret agent, who impudently disgraced Vasil Bykov and Ales Adamovich and who jeered at everyone making titanic efforts to recover people’s spirit. They should be so cynic who called a handout given by authorities to a secret agent the award “For Spiritual Revival.”

Isn’t this the flesh of the flesh?..
Meanwhile, there was only one song sang in Belarusian at the key cultural festival carried by the authorities – Slav Fair. At the concert “Song of the Year in Belarus”, not a single Belarusian song was sang. As for the Belarusian girl who won the children’s EuroVision, she sings nice and speaks nice in interviews but she does this in Russian solely.

Clearly, it’s not the girl’s fault… On the other hand, it is ridiculous what Belarusian boys and girls sing in their songs allegedly in Russian. For example, they sing about friends who bounce (meaning dance) like a herd of bears.
While in Minsk, Russian writer Victor Erofeev made some notes in his diary about his short stay here and many Belarusian writers now have a grudge against him. Thus, they take offence for his comments about the nasty accent he heard in Minsk… Yet, this is not the Belarusian language (how could he hear it in the streets?) but a kind of Russian spoken by Belarusians. Chief speaker here is all-time performing Alexander Lukashenko, whose kind of Russian is absolutely awful (in orthoepy, syntax or vocabulary). He seems as if hired to destroy the standard of speech, which is basically the beginning of the culture decline.

A. Lukashenko publicly declares about his friendship with the (unfortunately, less and less) Russian people and the (unfortunately, less and less) Russian language which I don’t need as I’m Russian by blood. However, nationality isn’t a column in passport and even not the blood in one’s veins. This is exactly the language, the culture and the history which all belong to you and to which you belong. This is what builds national mentality and which gives birth to the national idea. This is why – previously under Stalin and now under Lukashenko – destruction of the nation which has just made an attempt to get formed is effected through destruction of its cultural and historical values and the language, first of all, since no other things may exist beyond the language. Those which do exist are not original, but as if presented or begged from Lithuanians, Poles or Russians…

President of Belarus, A. Lukashenko stated that neither he nor anyone else needs this language because it cannot convey any great thoughts.

First, this depends on people – some failed to speak out anything at all but nonsense. Second, (perhaps, this is a major cause why we live the way we do) do you know any other country in which the president who spoke in such a disparaging way about a national sacred thing would stay in power for at least one day? Probably, they don’t need Finnish anywhere except Finland the population of which makes a half of the Belarusians. However, after living four years in Finland, I should like to assure you that the Finn take care about their language and protect it more than anything else, more than independence, human rights and democratic freedoms. This is because they obtained all their human rights and democratic freedoms, along with independence, or rather national determination to stand it up, from the language which formed their national consciousness.

 Some time ago I worked as the editor-in-chief of a popular youth magazine Rodnik (a Spring), and I didn’t have any problems with it – neither economic nor political all the more. They appeared right after I re-formed Rodnik into Krynitsa (which is Spring in Belarusian) and converted Russian-language entertainment edition into a literary and ethnic Belarusian edition. The magazine’s run fell down considerably but its level jumped up as well considerably. It has become thought forming, especially among the so-called creative youth. They immediately started tearing to pieces the editor in the presidential administration for low run about which no one cared before that. This all happened shortly before thought formation, before writing of historical, cultural and philosophical texts in Belarusian which allegedly cannot convey any decent, let alone great thoughts, because the place of this language is in the folklore only.

Apart from political grounds of russianization, the current Belarusian authorities fight with the Belarusian culture, all the national and first of all with the language, because the marginal power doesn’t need the true arts which it doesn’t understand and which protests against it (the authorities feel this). On the other hand, creativity cannot exist beyond the language. What’s more, any creativity, and not only literature, cannot because the language is greater than speech, just like creativity is more than merely painting, music or poetry because it is practicing in freedom.

We still debate about the society we live in. Is this the dictatorship, totalitarianism or authoritarian rule that we have? As though this is the wording which means… I know for sure: If there is a confrontation between the artist and the power in the society, this means the society is not free. An artist doesn’t hinder the freedom, and the freedom doesn’t fight to death with the artist.

BOOKSHELF
Oleg Manaev. "Emerging of Civic Society in Independent Belarus. 

Sociological Experiments: 2001-2005". Volume Two. – Riga, "Laima", 2005, 784 pgs.

Belarus lacks systemic researches. It has no factual and theoretic database that would allow thorough and spacious analysis of country’s development processes even in a short-term outlook. This is why publication of O. Manaev’s book, a serious and solid monograph about formation of civic society in independent Belarus, has become a true event for researches. We should like to underline that this is continuation of the research work which he already carried earlier and results of which were presented in his first book. We are very happy that this is the research and analytics, not just a popular scientific literature. In fact, who has ever written books in this country amounting to 784 pages of text, tables, commentaries and analytics?

The above book incorporates almost everything – from estimation of country’s civilized choice to social structure of the Belarusian Internet audience. Therefore, it is a kind of encyclopedia of the Belarusian society as well as the source of new researches and scientific works for the next generation of independent scientists and analysts. Authors of dissertations will find here much material to work with while politicians who are lazy by nature and by trade (and this doesn’t depend on whether they are in power or not) will hardly research it. 

Naturally, any discussion about the development of the Belarusian society becomes knowledge-intensive when its participants possess substantial information. This book helps to judge about the real problems within the society which is important to a historian, a sociologist, a politician and an economist. What’s more, political campaigns are always accompanied with mass media stir as well as myths and illusion about the dynamics and direction of processes taking place in political and social fields. Well aware of this phenomenon, the author classified his research into five clusters: social – political – informational – liberal thoughts – external environment. This formula is very successful as it is genuine and doesn’t contain elements of Soviet scientific classicism. In fact, this book meets those expectations of the society which the official science cannot.

The cross of a scientist, especially of a sociologist, is a hard one. Activity of the IISEPS and the situation in non-governmental sector in general well prove this. Despite daily problems, Prof. O. Manaev and his colleagues have managed to reach their goal. Belarus has been changing, the elite have been regenerating, positions of politicians have been renewing and the public opinion has been changing as well. There are many refreshing ideas spoken out in speeches and author’s articles of recent time (during the years 2001-2005), especially what pertains to post-Soviet dilemmas ‘aristocracy vs. democracy’, cinema documentation and Belarusian politicians and elite in general. 

Clearly, sociological research of the political process is the key topic of Belarusian sociological surveys. These are not only presidential elections and ratings which are targeted here though. The author has made an attempt to uncover the subsurface of transformation mentality and transitive political dynamics. The period under analysis gives much material for this. What he talks about is how to assess the reality appropriately which is a serious problem for Belarus. Official researches and publications are aimed at apologetics mainly and opposition researches are filled with romanticism. Yet, what is the place of an independent analyst? The first two sections reveal that Prof. Manaev has determined this place for himself and his colleagues. This is formation of the “system of timely social notification” which would avert transformation of potential conflicts into kinetic.

The Belarusian elite, both the authorities and opposition leaders, are not ready to this very mission. Therefore, attitude to the research carried may become openly hostile. This thesis of O. Manaev proved to be true last year when the oldest non-governmental institute had to move to the neighboring country.

This is what happens at the time when the society more and more needs comprehensive researches and when it needs to study itself deeply and thoroughly. When a person doesn’t want to look into the roots of his/her disease, he/she goes to wizards. The same is true for the society: it will deceive itself until it suffers a kind of heart attack or a stroke. There are signs of such processes and O. Manaev’s team has revealed them. I mean the survey conducted in May of 2005 which showed that 15.1% of respondents take in the negative country’s current course (to be exact, the course chosen by the authorities and the elite). These are the people ready to speak out this standpoint. More careful are another 22.9% who take “rather in the negative” the president’s opinion on the right course. Thus, 38% of respondents – fairly high figure – would rather have a different socio-economic policy. At the same time, 21.3% of respondents support the current course of country’s development and 21.7% - rather support which makes 48.4% total. 

What does this mean for country’s living? Read the book (pgs 125-129)! The author calls this phenomenon “anticipation of changes” which is really true. Please, compare your opinions on these issues. He gives the answers and they are worthy of attention. To tell the truth, elegance of this topic statement is in transition from the article about “anticipation” to the article “All ages yield to swearing.” It is fairly emotional, but this is the hand of the author, a sociological and life-asserting author.

***

What next? What values move people in life? How should we live and what principles should we stick to? Let’s follow the author who admitted in an interview that “God is often my companion.” Love and freedom – this is the answer! Let us wish to Oleg and all his readers stand firm in these ideals and preserve themselves here and now.

As regards retirement, life at the seaside and listening to the sound of the waves, the time has not come yet. This way isn’t for those who are involved into research of a controversial and by far intolerant society. 

Dr. Leonid Zaiko

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.
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COLHAIBHO — 9KOHOMHYECKHX |
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(r. BunbHioc)

Masnaeny O.T.
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OdunmanbHoe npenynpexaeHue
O HEJIONYCTUMOCTH HapyIEHUs 3aKOHA

B rasere "Hama miBa" or 21.10.2005 Ne 392 B craree "P3iThIHT
MisiskeBiva: nparnos Anera Manaesa" omy6iukoBaHo Bame MHTepBbIO, B
KOTOPOM™ NpHUBEACHBI ~ JaHHBIE  ONPOCOB  OOINECTBEHHOrO0  MHEHHS
BO3I/IaBisieMbiM Bamu He3aBHCHMBIM HHCTHTYTOM COLMANBHO-9KOHOMHYECKHX
H  TOJUTHYECKUX  HccnenoBanuii  (r.  Buibhioc)  (manee-HUCDIIN)
OTHOCHTE/IbHO PEHTHHIA BO3MOXHBIX KaHIUAaToB B [Ipesunentsr Pecry6imku
benapycs.

B ony6nukoBannoit 31.10.2005 B razere "Benraszera” crathe "Bee BBIIIIE,
M BBILIE, ¥ BbIIE" Tak)Ke TOBOPHTCS 06 OMpoce OOGIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHUS B
CeHTAOpe TeKyllero rofa, NPOBEJEHHOM, KaK YyKa3aHO B cTaTbe, "MpH
CONCHCTBHM 3apETrHCTPUPOBaHHON B JIMTBe OOIIECTBEHHOH OpraHM3aLHK
"Hes3aBHCHMBIN MHCTHTYT —COLMAIBHO-DKOHOMHYECKHX M  MOJUTHYECKHX
uccie10BaHmi".

Taxum o6pasom, cornacHo myGuukauusiv, HUCDIIH, kotopblii He
3aperucTPUpOBaH U HE aKKPEAUTOBAH B yCTAHOBJIEHHOM MOPSIKE, IPOBOAUT Ha
Tepputopur  Pecry6iukn  Benapych  couuosiorndeckue HCCIeNOBAHHMS W
uHPOPMUPYeET OOIIECTBEHHOCTh 06 WX Pe3ysIbTaTax.

B coorserctBun ¢ nocranosnenusmu CoBera Munnctpos PecryGiuku
benapyck or 28.08.2002 Ne 1174 "O nesTenbHOCTH, CBA3aHHOM ¢ MPOBEICHHEM
MCCIIEZIOBAaHUH M OIMyOIMKOBAaHHEM pe3yJbTaTOB OINPOCOB OOIIECTBEHHOIO
MHEHHS], OTHOCSLIUXCS K OOILIECTBEHHO-NOIMTHYECKONW CUTyallMd B CTpaHe,
pecnybiukanckuM pedeperaymam u BeiGopam” u ot 08.11.2005 Ne 1240 "O
HEKOTOPBIX ~ BOIIPOCAX IIPOBEJEHUS] ONPOCOB OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHS,




[image: image4.jpg]OTHOCSILMXCS K pecnyOiaukaHckuM pedeperaymam, Beibopam u obLIeCTBEHHO-
TNOJHUTHYECKOH CHTyalMH B CTpaHe, U 06 omy0IMKOBaHHM MX PE3YJIbTATOB B
cpeacTBax — MaccoBod  MHpopMauMu"  MpOBENEHHE  MCCIACHOBaHMK M
ony6HKOBaHUEe Pe3yIbTaTOB OMPOCOB OOIIECTBEHHOIO MHEHHS, OTHOCALIUXCS
K pecnybaukaHckum pedepenaymam, BeiGopam Ilpesupenta PecnyOmiuku
Benapyces, nemyraros HauuonansHoro cobpanust PecriyGnuku Benapycs u
OOLIECTBEHHO-NIOINTUYECKO!  CUTYallMH B CTpaHe,  OCYIUECTBJSETCS
IOPHAMYECKUMH JIHLAMH, aKKpeIuToBaHHBIMH B Komuccud mo ompocam
obliecTBeHHOr0 MHeHHA npu HanmonansHo# akagemMun Hayk benapycH.

Takum oOpaszoM, nposeaeHne Bamu OnpocoB OOILECTBEHHOIO MHCHHS
OCYLIECTBIISIIOCH ¢ HapyLueHHeM TpeboBaHuii 3aKOHOAaTe/IbCTBA.

Onpoc 06LIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHS B MEPUOL MOArOTOBKH M IPOBEJEHWS
BeiIOOpoB [Ipesuaenta PecnyOnnkn benapycs Ge3 monmydeHus akKpeIuTaluy B
COOTBETCTBHM C YKasaHHeIMH rnoctaHoBiaeHusMd CoBera MuHHCTPOB
PecniyGnuku Benapyck sBIsS€TCs HHBIM HapyIUCHHEM 3aKOHOJATEILCTBA O
BbIOOpax M obpasyeT cocTas MpaBOHAPYIIEHHUS, pPelyCMOTPeHHOro cr. 167-3
KoAIl PecniyGnuxu Benapyce.

Ha ocHOBaHMH H3I0KEHHOTO, PYKOBOACTBYACH 4.2 ¢T.22 ¥ cT. 39 3akoHa
PecnyGnuku benapyces "O IIpokyparype PecnyGnuku benapycs”,

O¢puunaabHo NPEIYNpPeRIal0 0 HeAONMYCTHMOCTH HAPYIIEHHS
3aKOHA.

B ciyuae mposenenns BaMu B HapylleHHe YCTaHOBJICHHOTO MOpAAKa
ONpOCOB B [epHOJ MOArOTOBKM W MpoBeAeHus BblGopoB [lpesnaenta
Pecniy6nuku Bermapycs Bamm gelictBus OyAyT pacueHHMBATECS Kak WHOE
HapylIeHHe 3aKOHOJATeNbCcTBA O BbIOOpax, 3a 4to Bel Moxere ObiTh
TIPUBJIEYEHBI K YCTAHOBJIEHHON 3aKOHOATEILCTBOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

3amectuTeNb [ eHepaIbHOro MPOKypopa

Pecny6nuku Benapycs k-d/?,,m7 HM. Kynpustos

OduunansHoe npesynpeKieHHe MHE OOBSBICHO U PasbACHEH MOPSIOK
ero o0XxaIoBaHus,

n 3 nexabps 2005r. #2 -




PRESS-RELEASE

On December 30, 2005 Prof. Oleg Manaev, Director of IISEPS (Vilnius) was invited again to the General Prosecutor Office of the Republic of Belarus where he got "Official warning about inadmissibility of law violation" signed by Deputy General Prosecutor Nikoly Kupriyanov.

The warning states that "according to publications in "Nasha niva" and "Belgazeta", IISEPS that is neither registered nor got accreditation according to law, conducts sociological research on the territory of the Republic of Belarus and informs public about their results". Quoting the Resolutions issued by the Council of Ministers of the Republic of Belarus on August 28, 2002 and November 8, 2005 about conducting public opinion polls and publication of their results in mass media, the General Prosecutor Office concludes that "conducting by you public opinion polls was realized with violation of legislation demands", "public opinion poll conducted within the period of preparation and organization of presidential election without getting accreditation according to the above Resolution … is another violation of election legislation and constitutes corpus delicti specified in the article 167-3 of the Code for Administrative Infringements of the Law". The warning stresses that "in case if you conduct public opinion poll within the period of preparation and organization of presidential election with violation of the existing order your activities will be assessed as another violation of election legislation, and you could be put on trial according to responsibility determined by legislation".

In this regard we state that, firstly, after IISEPS was liquidated by the decision of the Supreme Court and registered in Lithuania in 2005, the Institute does not conduct sociological research on the territory of the Republic of Belarus. IISEPS Director Prof. Manaev together with his colleagues conducts sociological and other research as private persons, and provides scientific consulting for sociologists and other experts. Results of these researches are published in various mass media as private experts' comments. Resolutions of the Council of Ministers mentioned in this warning regulate activities "conducted by juridical persons". Scientific researches conducted by private persons in Belarus, as well as in other countries, are regulated not by legal but by professional norms, and therefore do not constitute corpus delicti. Observance of professional norms of sociological and other researches conducted by Prof. Manaev and his colleagues is ensured by their high scientific reputation inside and outside the country.

Secondly, we consider these actions of the Directorate of Public Prosecutions for Constitutional Legality do not have legal ground and violate the Constitution of the Republic of Belarus. Its Article 34 stipulates that "everyone is guaranteed freedom of opinion, ideas and their free expression". That's why we are going to appeal against these actions. Growing pressure by the Belarusian authorities on the civil society, liquidation of its leading structures forces thousands of citizens to continue their public activities as private persons. The next step will be either attempt of state-run regulation of private life of Belarusians or illegal intervention into it. For millions of our fellow-citizens as well as for the rest of the world it will mean that Belarus is transforming from authoritarian rule to the totalitarian one.

January 3, 2006

IISEPS Press Service (Vilnius)
IISEPS Awards

Annual IISEPS award "For best journalistic publications based on 

materials of independent researches" for 2005 has been given to

correspondent of the Minsk Bureau of Radio Liberty

Valer Kalinowsky.

This award was founded in 2001. Among its winners are: observer of the weekly Svobodnye Novosti Alexander Koktysh (2001), observer of the weekly Beloryssky Rynok Konstantin Skuratovich (2002), correspondent of the news agency BelaPAN Yuri Potiomkin (2003) and correspondent of the newspaper Vremya Novostei Olga Tomashevskaya (2004).

Annual IISEPS award "For best presentation of independent researches in the mass media” 

for 2005 has been given to Editor of the newspaper Zgoda

Ales Sdvizhkov.

This award was founded in 2003. Among its winners are: 

Editor-in-chief of the weekly Svobodnye Novosti Plus Vasily Zdaniuk (2003) 

and Editor-in chief of the newspaper Narodnaya Volya Joseph Seredich (2004).







� Hypertext consists of the texts built up as associated links in a form of a tree. The reader can click on any of these links and go as deeply into the hypertext as he/she wants.
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Picture 1. Distribution of answers to the question "What do you think about 







readiness of the Belarusians to express their political standpoints? 
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