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Dear Readers!

We offer to your attention the next issue of the bulletin presenting the materials which reflect the most important findings of the IISEPS studies in the fourth quarter of 2006. As we already mentioned, The "IISEPS News" has become a Lithuanian mass media (periodical): the appropriate ISBN’s (different for printed and electronic version of the Russian and English issues) are given on the first page. On the one hand, this means that activity of the Institute is moving more and more outside Belarus due to constant pressure from the Belarusian authorities. On the other hand, legal status of a Lithuanian media will let the Belarusian mass media and all the citizens distribute our data and analytics without a fear of being jeopardized by the repressive legislation of their.

Socio-political and socio-economic processes in Belarus were influenced in this period by two very important factors: agonizing suspense of price rise for Russian gas and oil as well as the the Local election (regional, city, and village) set for January 14, 2007. For well-known reasons ("not to agitate the people") neither of the events was covered on the front pages of the state-run press or in the prime time on TV but the authorities prepared actively for both. Thus, the Electoral Code was revised for the first time over many years (the local election is now carried in one round) and governmental delegations spent nearly all of their time in "consultations and negotiations" in Moscow.

According to the opinion polls, the Belarusians became more concerned about their state in view of coming rise in Russian gas prices. Although this concern is mainly connected with particular economic interests, it starts affecting people’s attitude to integration with Russia in general. The issue of national identification is getting more and more topical for millions of people. However, the problem is that this process is growing under the influence of negative factors (like building of the image of enemy already in the East) rather than positive (like revival of the Belarusian language, culture, history, etc.) which can bring to further self-isolation and degradation of the country rather than to its national revival and renovation.

Such prospect is getting more real since the position of the Belarusian authorities may get stronger and not weaker. High level of local election attendance readiness among Belarusians – despite almost complete neglect on the official agenda and criticism by the opposition (the majority again spoke about boycotting the election) – is pointing out to this. Thus, according to the latest opinion poll, expected attendance of the January election was 70% approximately and the official results showed almost the same figure. In addition, most part of voters going to the election planned to vote for the candidates supporting the current power.

However, it is still early to talk about dawning of the long-awaited "age of stability": only 21% of respondents said that their economic state improved over the past few months and only 42.5% of the polled expect improvement of socio-economic situation in the country in the coming years. Growing gas and oil conflict between Minsk and Moscow may become the key reason of socio-economic destabilization for millions of Belarusians. The Belarusian elite are those who understand this best of all. Thus, according to November public opinion poll, 58.8% of respondents assume that gas price increase will bring to "aggravation of the situation in my family and in the country in general" (34.9% – to serious aggravation, and 23.9% – to certain aggravation) and 36% hope that "the government will find a way out and prevent aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general". According to the December opinion poll among the elite, only 7% of the polled rely on the country’s government and 91% show concern and anxiety.

Many of the problems relating to the influence of these and other factors on geopolitical self-identification of Belarus were discussed by Prof. O. Manaev's group at the fourth round-table discussion held in early October in Mogilev and at the fifth round-table discussion held in mid-November in Grodno (the first was held in December’05 in Brest, the second – in May'06 in Vitebsk and the third – in July'06 in Gomel). The most important results of these discussions are given in this issue.

As usual, we present sociological data, i.e. the so-called count-up tables, in the light of basic socio-demographic characteristics as well as the trends of change in Belarusian public opinion to those of our readers who prefer pure figures to analytics and look for independent analysis. 

Geopolitical prospects of Belarus have again become the subject of our "Open Forum". This time it offers interview of IISEPS founder Prof. O. Manaev to the ARCHE journal which for some reasons wasn't published in the journal.

On the "Bookshelf", a noted Belarusian economist L. Zlotnikov presents a new book by independent experts L. Zaiko and Y. Romanchuk "Business in Belarus: The First Circle" as well as the book by independent journalist and analyst K. Skuratovich "Fears and Hopes of Belarus" close to the first one in the spirit and the subject-matter. We believe that both books will give the reading public rich food for thought and discussion.

We hope that you will find these materials interesting and helpful for you and your colleagues. All comments and requests are as usual welcome!

IISEPS Board

STRENGTHENING PRO-“WIDE EUROPE” ATTITUDES IN BELARUS
In the fourth quarter of 2006 independent sociologists have conducted the following surveys:

In late October – early November – nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.527 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03);

In late November – early December – opinion poll among public opinion leaders and experts (those face-to-face interviewed are over 60 policymakers, mass media leaders, scientists and businessmen almost equally representing private and public sectors).

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 prepared by IISEPS experts. “No answer” and “Find it difficult to answer” alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. The tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount may be different from 100% as the interviewees could choose more than one alternative.
OCTOBER-NOVEMBER – 2006

In anticipation of election

The date of the next election in Belarus has been established. On January 14, 2007 Belarusian citizens will choose over 22.500 deputies into Local Councils – regional, district, city and village Councils. In its consequences, this election stands beyond any comparison with the presidential election. Coming to the presidential election, even under the authoritarian regime, the citizens choose not merely a head of state, they choose the course for country’s development for the next five years. They choose their future and future for their children after all. This expounds for an extremely high percentage of voters which grows election by election.

Who and why are chosen at the local election, this is what most voters don’t actually understand. Under a stiff presidential vertical of power, independence of Local Councils is very much limited and deputies have a tiny possibility to influence the living of common citizens. According to the official version (see article Suffrage in Sovetskaya Belorussia of November 9, 2006), “The choice we make will determine how efficiently will the President’s objective to build the state for the people be implemented.”In other words, Local Councils of Deputies aren’t political agents which is already recognized by the official propaganda and even not concealed from the people. Thus, elected representatives of the people appear only assistants in implementation of presidential decisions.

In general, voters do understand this. What’s more, many of them trust to the president and therefore don’t wish to disperse the powers of government. In their opinion, there should be one head in the country. This is not by chance that asked the question “Do you think the powers of Local Councils should be expanded?” 43.8% of respondents said a firm “no.” However, quite many respondents (34%) supported the opposite viewpoint. Nearly every fourth respondent (22%) appeared confused by this question and found it difficult to answer.

Let’s look closer to the above groups of respondents. (See Table 1). This all is not that simple. There are total 49.6% of the polled who are going to vote for a candidate supporting A. Lukashenko, 18.6% who will vote for candidates opposing A. Lukashenko, 12.5% - for other candidates and 19.4% who found it difficult to answer. Contrary to our expectations, percentage of the citizens standing for expansion of powers for Local Councils is much higher among pro-Lukashenko oriented voters than among their opponents. How this can be explained? In our opinion, this is by far a more powerful factor than understanding of the role of local authorities under the current conditions which influenced the final distribution of votes. President A. Lukashenko himself is such a factor. Personification of power in Belarus has reached such a level when most of voters accept any authority as A. Lukashenko’s and this is why don’t stand up for its strengthening in any form.

If the above suggestion is true, distribution of answers to all other questions of Table 1 appear quite logic: those who disagree with expansion of powers for Councils give lesser trust to analytical programs of Belarusian TV and they are not very active in their intentions to come to voting, but they more often stand for inclusion of opposition representatives into election commissions.

Data in Table 2 will let us assess the degree of influence Local Councils take on everyday life of citizens. Quite expectedly, the number of respondents who feel this influence is considerably higher among supporters of the authorities. It should be taken into account that in general the degree of people’s trust to Local Councils is not very high and the number of those who trust them is less than those who don’t trust (38.5% vs. 44.3%). To compare, 60.3% of respondents trust to the president and only 26.0% don’t trust him.

Table 1

Political characteristics of voters depending on their attitude to expansion of powers for the Local Councils of Deputies, %



Variant of answer
Attitude to expansion of powers for Councils


Agree 
Don’t agree
DA

For what candidate would you vote at the election?

For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
65.4
42.1
40.4

For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
34.1
23.3
12.3

Do you trust analytical programs of the Belarusian TV?

Trust 
52.9
28.1
26.6

Indifferent 
23.9
43.5
41.8

Trust not
15.5
20.5
15.0

Should representatives of the opposition be included into election commissions?

Yes 
59.1
69.1
64.2

No 
34.1
23.3
12.3

Will you come to vote at the election into Local Councils of Deputies?

Yes 
77.6
63.7
51.7

No 
15.3
23.3
14.4

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "To what extent do Local Councils and deputies influence your life?", %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of authorities
Opponents of authorities
Indifferent to politics

Influence significantly
18.4
24.4
15.9
11.8

Influence insignificantly
37.1
42.2
34.9
28.3

Don’t influence at all
36.5
27.1
47.5
47.8

What regards local executive authorities, the degree of trust to them is nearly the same as to the Councils. It is possible that the majority of citizens simply don’t see any difference between these two power agencies. This is no wonder under the current political regime in Belarus. 

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will you come to the election into Local Councils of 

Deputies which will be held in January of 2007?", %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of authorities
Opponents of authorities
Indifferent to politics

Yes 
65.7
79.6
60.3
46.5

No 
20.3
13.0
24.3
32.0

Low importance of the Councils in view of their restricted opportunities is particularly displayed in that 50.9% of respondents don’t know who their deputy is. Nevertheless, the expected attendance should be high. (See Table 3). As the practice shows, the number of those willing to vote is growing as the date of election is coming. The authorities are interested in this. High percentage of attendance is an indicator of public support for them. Actually, this was the basis of all Soviet elections when the percentage of voters was always close to 99.9%. This concern of the government will show up in the election campaign in the state-run mass media which will begin really shortly. Administrative measures will surely be taken to ensure pre-term voting, as it is already a tradition in Belarus. This mechanism works perfectly well and it would be unreasonable not to use it again.

Data in Table 3 let us see not only nation-wide electoral activity but also single it out separately for supporters and opponents of the regime. The difference between the two groups is quite large (19.3%) yet the majority of opponents will also come to voting. These figures witness against those opposition leaders who are consistent with boycotting the election.

Asked “Do you know persons who would be worthy candidates and for whom you would like to vote at the election into Local Councils?” 28.8% said “yes.” This is quite many since the question was asked before the election campaign began and respondents answered from their knowledge of the people around them. In addition, their political preferences are to a great extent based on the national Belarusian peculiarity which is no division into communists and liberals (the left and the right). Understanding of politics is utterly personified, so that making a choice means deciding on the standpoint towards President A. Lukashenko. Proceeding from this logic which is clear for the majority, candidates divide into A. Lukashenko’s supporters and opponents. The decision to vote for “other” candidate is a certain form of weak protest. However, election committees will take maximum efforts to eliminate these “other” from the ballots by the date of election.

The forthcoming election will not be an exception, as it now goes from the results of election commission formation. Not a single representative of the opposition was included into a commission. Paradox of the situation is that, according to the Belarusian legislation, election is a major means of achieving political goals for the parties. Quiet naturally, the parties concerned in transparent voting want to monitor the electoral process. However, representatives of the opposition parties are omitted from election commissions. Perhaps, there’s something the authorities want to conceal from the public. Voters should not forget about this when they fill their ballots before putting into the ballot boxes.

Unlike the officials who form election commissions, voters have a different opinion about presence of opposition representatives in election commissions. Thus, asked the question “Do you think representatives of all political forces including the opposition should be presented in election commissions?” 64.8% of respondents said “yes”. Those who think like Cabinet fighters for public happiness are the minority – 24.5%.

Quite similar is distribution of answers to the question “Do you think observers from all political forces including the opposition should be present at the polling stations?” ("Yes" – 67.8%, "No" – 22.8%). Another point is if independent observers are able to monitor the count of votes taking into account modern electoral procedures which the authorities have been practicing for twelve years by now. It is not by chance that there’s ahead of term voting procedure in Belarus and that attendance percentage is going steadily up election by election. It is already approaching one third of the total number of citizens coming to voting.

What do belarusians expect from the opposition?

A. Lukashenko started accumulating the political power in his hands right after the first presidential election in 1994. What did this publicly elected man begin from? As V. Lenin recommended, he yielded the mass media. Television was the first victim. Step by step, all state-run printed editions including Narodnaya Gazeta – an official mouthpiece of the Supreme Council – were taken under control.

Conversion of the television into a propaganda tribune affected its popularity and trust to ideology programs like “Postscript,” “Contours” and “Tough Talk.” Over a third of Belarusians (36.4%) are presently indifferent to the programs of this kind and approximately the same number (36.2%) trusts them which is much lower than the rating of trust to the president whose standpoint these programs express. Even under the conditions of information blockade, the majority of Belarusians knew about the action of protest against rigging of election held at the October Square in Minsk on March 19-24. (See Table 4). Nearly a third of respondents knew about the Chernobyl March as well.

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question: "Various actions of protest (rallies, marches, demonstrations, etc.) that took place in Minsk and other Belarusian cities at the initiative of democratic forces after the presidential election of March 19. Which of them have you heard about?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Ready to vote again for 

A. Lukashenko
Other

respondents

Action of protest at the October Square in Minsk on March 19-24
66.8
66.0
66.7

Chernobyl March on April 26
30.0
16.2
34.8

Day of Will on March 25
25.0
16.2
34.8

Jeans Fest in Minsk on September 16
14.4
10.1
19.2

Don’t know anything about this
24.4
25.8
22.8

We should like to consider the degree of awareness among Belarusians depending on their answer to the question “If the presidential election is again held tomorrow and the same candidates who ran for presidency on March 19, 2006 are on the ballot, for whom would you vote?” We shall divide all answers into two groups: the first will incorporate the respondents who would vote for A. Lukashenko (52.7% of the total number of respondents) and the second – all the rest (47.4%) including those who refused to answer or found it difficult to answer.

As it goes from Table 4, there is no dependence between awareness of citizens and their readiness to support or not A. Lukashenko. Thus, unity of awareness about the actions of protest at the October Square in Minsk on March 19-24 is absolutely obvious while variance on all other opposition actions is twofold. How we can explain this? Events at the October Sq. took place right after the election when political interest in the society under the conditions of election mobilization was higher than normal. In addition, the authorities failed to conceal the events and this is why any citizen who wanted to receive political information did receive it. Undoubtedly, it was much more complicated for A. Lukashenko’s supporters than for his opponents to know about the Day of Will. Chernobyl March and Jeans Fest were held much later and the latter event wouldn’t attract many people as the Belarusians don’t have any long-lasting Chernobyl tradition.

How do citizens treat the actions like these? Thus, 29.3% are indifferent. Under the conditions when growth of wages and pensions is measured in two-figure numbers for a third year already, the majority sees and hears what they want to. It seems voters ask the authorities “Make it nice. Persuade us that we live better than anyone, better than the European countries.” The power eagerly responds to such requests and produces really nice pictures on TV screens.

Certainly, a sharp increase of wages and pensions cannot be doubted. Yet, those indifferent to politics and those condemning the opposition are not concerned in where the authorities take money and for how long this will continue as well as they are not interested in the fact that vaunted growth of Belarusian economics is twofold lower than growth of social payments. Is this a major component of the Belarusian economic miracle?

Despite all hindrances on the part of authorities, Belarusian opposition keeps upholding its goals. They are simple and well known: independence of Belarus, but not the Belarus where officials rule ignoring public opinion but of a democratic Belarus. The example of the Constitution discussed for already years by the presidents of Russia and Belarus is enough to illustrate that “servants of the people” ignore public opinion. (See Table 5).

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question: "Draft Constitution developed for already several years by official delegations of Russia and Belarus hasn’t been signed yet. Why do you think this is happening?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll
Ready to vote again for 

A. Lukashenko
Other

respondents

The Constitution should not be published before it is approved by the two presidents
36.6
52.0
19.5

The power doesn’t think it necessary to discuss the Constitution with the people
24.9
14.0
37.0

It doesn't matter
24.6
19.1
30.7

There’s no other more important norm which would relate to every citizen of Belarus. Yet, has anyone seen its draft? The authorities don’t think it necessary to introduce people to it, let alone any public discussion. The scheme is very simple: officials will agree on all points and will then simply put it on a referendum. What do citizens of Belarus have to do then? Just like under the Soviet Union, they will come to polling stations and prove the unity of “the party and the people.” There’s nothing else possible under such procedure. 

Many of Belarusians have got accustomed to this disrespectful attitude over the past three referenda. This is not by chance that 36.6% of respondents believe that the Constitution shouldn’t be published before prior approval from presidents of Russia and Belarus. Another 24.6% are indifferent about all this which is very convenient for the authorities. How many are now those who clearly see arrogance of the authorities towards the people? They are quite few – 24.6%, but these are the people who make the core of the opposition-minded part of the Belarusian society. Naturally, percentage of those who trust the decision of this issue to the president is much higher among those who are ready to vote again for A. Lukashenko as compared to all other citizens. This difference shows the true nature of those who prefer an authoritarian leader. Such people are looking to shirk their problems on someone else and therefore they elect not a head of state at the presidential election but a father.

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question: "What should the opposition do to receive greater support of population?" (no more than three answers)



Variant of answer
%

Be just and fair
26.8

Work better
25.2

Increase the living standard
23.7

Change its methods of struggle
22.5

Go into the masses
20.8

Opposition should unite
16.8

It doesn’t have a potential to do anything
13.7

We don’t need the opposition
13.5

Opposition parties resolved to participate in the election into Local Councils of Deputies even under repression from authorities. They don’t have illusions about national peculiarities of the Belarusian electoral process. Election in Belarus is presently one of a few legal opportunities for party leaders to meet the electorate. Let’s look into Table 6. It proves that voters do understand this decision: 20.8% of respondents say that the opposition should go into the masses to win support of the population.

What stands on the first place in Table 6? This is justice and honesty. What does this indicate? First of all, this is the result of the official propaganda. What is a key subject of all the Postscripts, Contours and Tough Talks? Obviously, this is ripping into all those who presently don’t dare to share the official viewpoint. In accordance with the official version, there’s only one person in Belarus who can be just and fair. All efforts of state-run propagandists are focused to proclaim this.

On the other hand, putting honesty and justice on the first place reveals lack of these traits in the real life. Data in Table 6 is also a crib for all those who can act and not simply sit in front of a TV set with a fig in a pocket this way expressing their protest against inequity and injustice of the authorities. The society has the demand for activity of the opposition, and this is why they express a wish to have the opposition work better (25.2%). Of course, this is almost impossible to increase people’s living standard outside governing bodies and outside Local Councils of Deputies. This is why the authorities take such well-considered decisions like not to admit the opposition into electoral bodies of all levels.

All’s fine, my fair lady!

Looking through state-run newspapers and those that are referred to as opposition newspapers in Belarus make give an impression that they are published in two different countries. First, almost any political event, either international or domestic, is given different and sometimes mirror-like assessment. Second, what is the breaking news for state-run editions may be omitted in opposition editions and vice versa.

Here is an example. What has been non-state socio-political press discussing issue by issue for several months already? Russia-Belarus relations, this was their subject. What’s the reason for such close attention to the issue everyone’s quite bored with? The Constitution, which has been a source to live on over years for journalists, seems to have been buried by President of Russia V. Putin. The Kremlin has directed all its power onto the coming parliamentary election of 2007 and the presidential election of 2008. They have no time for the Constitution, which V. Putin mentioned during his TV talk with the people. 

That’s true, and the reason is not the Constitution itself. Yet in spring Head of Russian gas monopoly Gazprom A. Miller stated that starting from January of 2007 the monopoly will sell gas by world prices to Belarus. It is now five months since then. The talks between Minsk and Moscow are going all the time without any positive result for Belarus. On the contrary, nearly every week this or that high-ranking Russian official steadily re-iterates inevitable increase of gas prices. 

The Europeans are doing pretty well despite these high prices. Why should the Belarusians literally lose their shirts if they get into equal conditions with their Western neighbors? The reason is the Belarusian economic model which President A. Lukashenko has been practicing for years. It can demonstrate miracles only provided there are multibillion investments from abroad. Top offices do know this but they keep silent to hide this awareness. When it turns really bad, state-run newspapers publish a lullaby article persuading that the Father will settle it all this time again.

It comes as no surprise that the majority doesn’t show any anxiety. What’s more, the key trait of the Soviet man (confidence in the future) grows as the tenseness in Russia-Belarusian relations increases. Look into Table 7: public optimism has taken a giant step forward over the past two years. That’s based on this optimism that the latest presidential election was held in Belarus.

Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question: "How do you think will socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the near future?", %



Variant of answer
06'04
03'05
06'06
08'06
10'06

Will improve
21.8
29.7
46.0
40.8
42.5

Will not change
46.2
40.8
35.8
36.3
37.7

Will aggravate
21.5
16.8
11.0
12.0
10.7

Apart from the gas issue, there’s the oil problem in Belarus. Along with cheap oil Belarus gets a subsidy from Russia which experts assess for $1.5-2 billion. Who wins and who loses in such a situation? The profit of Belarus is obvious. Russian oligarchs aren’t down either: they get their money anyway even with such bargaining unlike the Russian budget that misses all export duties. Why don’t Russian officials set it all to rights then? It’s all not that simple. According to the noted Belarusian economist L. Zaiko, “This issue is even more delicate than the gas problem because big Russian figures are involved in it. It’s not only legally that oil is imported in Belarus. Its very substantial part comes here in shade paths, for example via offshore companies. Such a scheme was convenient for everyone including lobbyists in the Kremlin. This was also beneficial for oil companies, oil refineries and Belarusian officials who lived on this. V. Putin well understands that if he cuts the quote for Belarus he will cut a very good source of income for the many including high-ranking Kremlin officials.”

A. Lukashenko well understands this as well. He is not alone ruling the country, and he will not manage it without the officials. The well-known Soviet curse “May you live on your wages alone!” is as relevant for present-day Belarus as never before. Wages of a minister is nowadays not enough even to start building of a one-room apartment in Minsk let alone a cozy two- or better three-stored cottage house in suburbs. Construction of this kind doesn’t slow down in Minsk suburbs which indicates that processing of oil at the Belarusian plants is given proper control. 

Whatever further developments at the oil market are, all decision-making on oil duties allocation is done in Moscow. If they want to wait, they will. If they don’t want to wait, they will press on Belarus with another economic or political demand. A. Lukashenko will have nothing to do with his inefficient economic model. As they say, they reaped as they sowed.

As long as high-ranking officials are bickering on export duties on the oil, common Belarusians are showing their belief in the Belarusian model and in the future it builds. (See Table 8). It should be noted though that by far not all citizens believe in it. Opponents of the authorities take a sober view of things despite the official propaganda. They are perfectly aware that the country is deadlocked.

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the country in general is going in the right or in the wrong direction?", %



Variant of answer
10'06


All population
Supporters of

authorities
Opponents of

authorities

In the right
61.6
90.5
19.5

In the wrong
24.0
4.0
72.4

Apart from macroeconomic questions given in Tables 7 and 8, we asked the respondents some utilitarian questions (which they are asked on a regular basis) like the question about dynamics of their personal welfare over the past three months. (See Table 9). Due to the nature of the question, answers to it little depend on propaganda. They go from people’s real living. 

Table 9

Dynamics of answers to the question: "How has your welfare changed over the past three 

months?", %



Variant of answer
02’06
04’06
06'06
10'06

Has improved
23.5
24.7
23.4
21.0

Hasn’t changed
59.7
61.8
63.0
64.7

Has aggravated
14.2
12.4
11.1
12.8

Table 9 doesn’t reveal any significant dynamics. In the year of presidential election, the personal life situation has stabilized. There’s statistic explanation for this sociological phenomenon: the Ministry of Statistics and Analysis registered the most rapid growth of real income of population – by 17.8% - for January-September as against the previous year. Comparing this October with January won’t give such a bright picture. In the conditions of too high expectations, the average Belarusian doesn’t feel the growth of real wages within 10% limits. Such expectations may bring to a grave situation in 2007 if even some of Russia’s economics threats are implemented.

Who believe in independent statehood of Belarus?

They use to install billboards in Belarusian cities promoting national prosperity where Belarusians of all ages (from babies to gray-haired veterans) are portrayed at the background of a short and eye-catching slogan “For Belarus!” rather than billboards with toothpastes and bright packages with detergents. This is not surprising. Despite globalization, the national axis remains a central axis in the beginning of 21st century and the most pressing problems in any society are concentrated around it. The power is aware of this and this is why it lashes out on advertising. Speaking on the results of the past five years at the third All-Belarusian Popular Assembly, A. Lukashenko deliberately opened his speech with the following words: “For the first time in its history our people have built a sovereign country which is the Republic of Belarus. Nowadays our sovereignty is a real factor of world politics, the factor which cannot be neglected. We managed to make this country not only sovereign but economically independent which is by far more difficult.”

Yet, an official statement from the platform is one thing and comprehension of the vague concept like national sovereignty by the majority of citizens is quite another. Let’s have a look at the data of the nation opinion poll conducted in late October of 2006 (See Table 10). We shall make a small remark before we start. In the line with other questions respondents were asked the question “Some people place themselves among supporters of the current power and other – among its opponents. In what group do you place yourself?” According to the answers we received, supporters of authorities make 47.8% and opponents of authorities – 15.5%. Another 26.2% said they never thought about this and it doesn’t matter to them, and 7.4% found it difficult to answer.

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "Has Belarus become a really independent state over the past 15 years?"*, %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of authorities
Opponents of 
authorities
Indifferent to 
politics

Yes, it has
68.8
86.9
44.3
59.7

No, it hasn’t
20.5
6.6
44.4
24.7

DA/NA
10.7
6.5
11.3
15.6

* Table is read down

Thus, those respondents who answered in the positive to the above question are threefold more than those who don’t agree with such a conclusion. We will give proper assessment to this result if compare it with the data of the opinion poll conducted by the All-Union Centre for Public Opinion Research in spring of 1991 yet before the collapse of the USSR. Fifteen year ago, 69% of ethnic Belarusians considered themselves in the first place the citizens of the USSR and only 24% - the citizens of the BSSR. Of course, the public mentality has undergone deep changes over the years of independence, but splitting of opinion poll results into opinions of supporters and opponents of authorities as well as of those indifferent to politics will help us extract additional information for analysis. 

As it goes from Table 10, Belarusian statehood did take place for supporters of authorities, first of all. This is their government, and they trust it and support most of its decisions. Cabinet and statehood are indivisible in Belarus. In fact, Cabinet is the only agent of politics in this country. At least it claims for this. Concerned in the formation of national identity, it at the same time intensively fights against any civil initiatives it doesn’t control. Those who dare to propagate their personal views of Belarusian nation formation and in particular those who take some steps in this direction are labeled with a ‘nationalist’ label. In accordance with the official version, these are exactly the nationalists who broke the great country by cutting apart the fraternal peoples. That’s them who ruined the economy and took the majority of their fellow citizens to poverty.

The state in Belarus was formed before the national identity developed and this is why it took the initiative and strives to unite the customer, the architect, the foreman and even the skilled bricklayer in one person at the major Belarusian construction site. All others are given the role of unskilled workers bringing bricks and taking out bags with construction waste.

However, as it goes from Table 10, such distribution of rights and duties doesn’t suit everyone in the country. The percentage of those who don’t believe in independence of the Belarusian statehood built with such a technology is six-fold higher among opponents of authorities as compared to supporters of authorities.

Is there any connection between recognition/non-recognition of independent statehood with people’s personal benefit? A third of the polled found it difficult to answer the question. (See Table 11). Usually, this is a very seldom variant of answer (please compare it with the same column in Table 10). However, it shows some positive aspect in this particular case. Independent statehood itself is value for many citizens and it is not related directly to personal benefit or loss.

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you personally benefited or lost from that Belarus has become an independent country?", %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of

authorities
Opponents of

authorities
Indifferent to politics

Benefited 
49.8
62.8
39.9
37.5

Lost 
15.6
12.7
21.3
16.7

DA/NA
34.6
23.9
36.3
44.3

Data in Table 12 well illustrate no connection between per capita income in a family and the percentage of respondents who feel any personal benefit/loss from the formation of independent Belarusian state. It should be noted that such unanimity is not often registered in Belarusian opinion polls. The well-know Marxist statement that social being determines consciousness doesn’t work all the time and this gives us optimism.

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you personally benefited or lost from that Belarus has become an independent country?" depending on the average per capita income in the family, %



Variant of answer
Below 170.000 BYR
170.000-260.000 BYR
260.000-500.000 BYR
Over 500.000 BYR

Benefited 
49.1
50.5
50.0
48.4

Lost 
19.2
16.1
13.3
17.0

DA/NA
31.7
33.4
36.7
34.6

This conclusion is indirectly proved in the results of the opinion polls conducted in December of 2003 and in August of 2006. Thus, answering to the question “What is more important for you, improvement of economic situation in Belarus or country’s independence?” in 2003, 62% of the polled chose improvement of economic situation which is much more than the number of those who chose independence (25%). Three years after, the number of no-nonsense men has gone down considerably (48.5%) while supporters of independence have grown to 41.9%.

Of course, all’s not that simple. Real wages and pensions in Belarus have risen over this period. Economic problems moved to the background for the majority of citizens. It is now time to think about the problems of other level. Why can’t the rich understand the poor? This is not because the rich have fewer problems but because these are the problems of a different level.

Belarusian nation will prove to exist if the majority of citizens have a national idea in their hearts and minds. In any country the government does participate in the formation of this idea. There’s nothing bad about this. It is bad when the state strives to become the only player on the national field. One player can move in his/her personal interests only. Comparing official national ideas of authoritarian states, one may see that they all are the same and focus on consolidation of people around the figure of the president (“father”, monarch, emir, ayatolá, etc.)

Solidarity of people is a compulsory condition here. This is why in his curriculum article “Once Again about Ideology” A. Rubinov, First Deputy Head of Presidential Administration, singled out this condition as basic: “developing the idea of the Belarusian nation as a single solidarity within the sovereign Belarusian state.”

This is very simple. Unified people should have one common interest, which it will entrust to express to the nation-chosen man. This expounds for the incredible voting results for A. Lukashenko and the figures which only grow as the date of election goes more and more in the past. Thus, the level of support to the president he himself announced in March in Havana was 95%. Who will dare to say that this is his limit?!

In real life, there is no consensus on interests including national. They are peculiar for every social group and they tend to change as the time goes. Also, there doesn’t exist any final solution to the national problem. Nationalism is the environment which is changing constantly. The problems which seemed already settled may arise again as well as new ones may emerge, and they have no final solution.

Love to Russia, how much is it?

According to opinion polls conducted this year by independent sociologists, attitude of Belarusians to integration with Russia changed insignificantly during this year. (See Table 13)

Table 13

Dynamics of answers to the question: "If a referendum on Russia-Belarus integration is held today, how would you vote?", %



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03
06'04
06'06
08'06
10'06

For integration 
53.8
57.5
42.9
44.9
45.4
46.4

Against integration
26.3
23.8
25.0
28.9
34.2
33.5

Wouldn’t come to voting
7.8
8.6
16.5
13.8
9.6
10.6

Comparing to previous years, the number of supporters of integration with Russia has slightly decreased and the number of opponents has slightly increased but these fluctuations hasn’t changed the general situation: supporters of integration make approximately a half of respondents and opponents – from a quarter to a third of respondents.

This situation in general favorable for further approximation changes significantly when the questions to respondents concern particular moments in Russia-Belarus relations and especially the most pressing problem of the bilateral relations. Yet in April of 2006, almost immediately after the election in Belarus, the board of Russia’s gas monopoly Gazprom stated that starting from 2007 the price for gas sold to Belarus would be raised several times – from $46.67 to $200-250 per 1,000 cu m. Intense talks and political demarches of the two sides haven’t brought to any result – there’s yet no answer to the question what the gas price for Belarus will be in a month. 

While Moscow puts forward economic arguments mainly (“we are rising the price for all, so why Belarusians should be an exception”), the Belarusian side presses on political aspects saying that this is not the way to behave with allies. In addition, they say this rise in price will actually break the allied relation, as A. Lukashenko stated September 29, 2006 at the press conference for Russian journalists. 

As the results of October polling show, the majority of respondents share this understanding of bilateral relations. Asked the question “Speaking recently at a press conference for Russian journalists, A. Lukashenko commented on Gazprom’s plans to increase gas prices for Belarus from January 1, 2007 and he then said, ‘Rise of prices for gas to this level means break of all our relations. At least, in economics.’ Do you share this opinion?”, 53.3% of respondents supported the head of state and only 32.4% disagreed with him.

Meanwhile, Belarus (as well as Russia) maintains really beneficial economic relations with many countries of the world trading by international prices with them. If over a half of Belarusians along with the president consider that conversion to this kind of quite normal relations with the ally means “break in relations,” then love of these people to the great neighbor like Belarus is purely financial. We can easily calculate it. Belarus buys about 20 billion cu m of gas in a year from Russia. Its current price is $47 per 1,000 cu m. Gazprom wants $200, so Belarus will have to spend approximately $3 billion more a year.

Clearly, Belarus doesn’t wish to give away this money like anyone else wouldn’t. Yet, the opinion of A. Lukashenko supported by the majority shows that both sides use market approach: the Russians demand to pay for their product and the Belarusians – for allied relations. On the other hand, the majority of Belarusians agree with the price A. Lukashenko established for Russia to pay, but when it comes to the price the Belarusians should pay, this is the minority which agrees with this – about a quarter of respondents only. (See Table 14).

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "What’s your opinion of A. Lukashenko’s statement at a recent press conference for Russian journalists: "If there are any tanks attacking Russia from the West, we will stand up and die for Russia. Our people should be ready to this"?



Variant of answer 
%

I approve and support this
25.9

It doesn't matter
10.8

I don’t approve and don’t support this
51.4

Apparently, people are not ready for this despite president’s opinion. Of course, the probability of tanks going from the West to Moscow is absolutely low, so the results in Table 14 more likely reflect attitude of Belarusians to Russia as an ally and at the same time as a stranger for which they don’t wish to shed their blood.

At the same time, respondents are greatly concerned about possible sharp growth of the gas price in connection to their welfare first of all. (See Table 15).

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, what will be the consequences of gas prices growth for your family and this country in general?"



Variant of answer
%

Prices for central heating as well as for other goods and services will jump up which will greatly aggravate situation in my family and in the country in general
34.9

Prices for central heating as well as for other goods and services will start growing which will slightly aggravate situation in my family and the country in general
23.9

I believe the government will find a way out and prevent any aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general
36.0

Data in Table 15 can be analyzed from different perspectives. On the one hand, only about a third of respondents expect serious troubles following rise in gas price while over a half of the polled believe that there will be no aggravation or it will be not very bad. On the other hand, only 36% of respondents think that the Belarusian authorities will retain the current situation and over a half fear that they will anyway have to tighten their belts.

In his latest addresses and statements A. Lukashenko keeps mentioning the group of new allies of Belarus which are first of all China, Venezuela and Iran. These are not only words. Quite recently President of Venezuela U. Chavez came on a work visit to Belarus and in early November A. Lukashenko went to Iran. The official mass media underline that cooperation with these countries will bring great economic benefit to Belarus and will help it compensate for the losses pertaining to rise in price for Russian gas.

Will these promises come true is still a question, but the data of the opinion poll show that partnership with these new friends doesn’t have any firm political or at least emotional foundation (unlike in relations with Russia). Asked “Would you like Belarus to make a Union with the countries like Venezuela, Iran and China?”, only 28.4% of respondents answered in the positive and 52.9% - in the negative.

One of the reasons for this reluctance is a cultural distance between Belarusians and citizens of these countries with whom the Belarusian authorities so much want to make friends. Europeans and Americans, from whom the Belarusian authorities are constantly waiting for some dirty tricks, are much closer to the average Belarusian. (See Table 16).

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question: "What nationalities are closer to you, the Chinese, the Iranians and the Venezuelans or the Americans and Europeans (the Czech, the Polish, the Lithuanians, etc.)?"



Variant of answer 
%

The Chinese, the Iranians and the Venezuelans are closer to me
11.3

Americans and Europeans are closer to me
58.3

DA/NA
20.4

Thereby, the authorities will hardly succeed in replacing warm attitude of population to Russia by cooperation with the countries far away in every sense.

What is the belarusian nation?

This question raised hot debates in some periods of the modern Belarusian history. Members of those discussions made their political conclusions on various answers to this question including the radical ones. In general, answers to this question group around three different variants – foundations of national identity, which are citizenship, birth (ethnicity) and culture (language). Respondents were offered to make choice out of these three identifiers of Belarusian nation. The results are given in Table 17.

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is the Belarusian nation for you?"



Variant of answer
%

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
38.2

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
26.8

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
25.6

DA/NA 
9.4

One may see that none of the above concepts of a nation received an absolute majority in the Belarusian society. What has been given a relative majority is citizenship, which is by the way the basis of the EU policy. At the same time, the total number of respondents who support definition of the Belarusian nation as the unity of culture and blood exceeds 50%. 

A great number of those who chose definition of nation by culture demonstrates possible expansion of influence (as well as the ceiling for this influence) on the part of this concept adherents. According to this same opinion poll, only 7.8% of respondents speak Belarusian in their everyday communication but the number of the polled for whom the Belarusians are those who speak Belarusian are about threefold more. It can be assumed that these people have motivation and willingness to speak Belarusian and they would speak it under more favorable conditions.

In reality, connection between the language of everyday communication and the preferred definition of the Belarusian nation is more complex and quite unexpected. You may see it in Table 18.

Table 18

Connection between answers to the question "What is the Belarusian nation for you?" and "What is the language of your everyday communication?"*, %



Language of everyday 

communication 
Definition of the Belarusian nation


By citizenship (38.2)
By ethnicity (26.8)
By culture (25.6)

Belarusian (7.8)
40.1
11.7
40.4

Russian (52.8)
32.2
33.7
18.3

Both Belarusian and Russian (16.1)
27.8
25.3
39.4

Mixture (23.0)
46.1
17.5
27.9

*Table is read across

Quite naturally, Russian-speaking population is less inclined to recognize belonging to the Belarusian nation by culture. The majority of Russian-speaking citizens place themselves among Belarusians and approximately a half of them are ethnic Belarusians. So, they don’t think that use of the Russian language expels them from the Belarusian nation.

All other points appear quite unexpected. Ethnic definition of Belarusian nation is the most popular among Russian-speaking population. This is most likely grounded on the following two factors.

On the one hand, it is obvious that representatives of ethnic minorities, the Russians first of all, stay in the group of Russian speakers mainly. Many of them (yet not all) don’t place themselves among the Belarusian nation for different reasons. For them, the Belarusians are not them but those who, to say in the Soviet manner, has a note “a Belarusian” in the fifth column of passport. Perhaps, taking them into account the part of those among Russian-speaking citizens who support identification of the Belarusian nation by ethnicity may be higher than among other language groups.

However, other polling data don’t prove this hypothesis. The opinion poll asked the question “To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?” If some representatives of ethnic minorities don’t relate themselves to the Belarusian nation, they most likely will not relate themselves to the Belarusian culture either. If our hypothesis is correct, the part of those supporting identification by ethnicity would be higher among the respondents who pointed out to the other but Belarusian cultural self-identification.

On the contrary, the polling data show that the cultural self-identification almost doesn’t influence the preferences given to ethnic identification of the nation: those supporting identification by ethnicity among respondents who relate themselves to the Belarusian tradition are 29%, to the Russian culture – 26.2%, to the Soviet culture – 23.2% and to all-European – 28.8%. This refutes our hypothesis.

This means the other natural hypothesis should be correct. This other explanation is as follows:  ethnic Belarusians incorporated into the group of Russian-speaking citizens ensure bursting popularity of identification by ethnicity among the Russian-speaking. Identification by ethnicity is the only remaining possibility for them speaking Russian to identify themselves as Belarusians.

As it was noted in IISEPS surveys (see Clever Tongue Will Take Anywhere? in the bulletin IISEPS News, No. 4 (34) of 2004), Russian speakers distinguish rather with pro-European aspirations. At the same time, as it goes from Table 18, they are least of all inclined to national identification by citizenship generally accepted in Europe.

These are Belarusian speakers and especially those speaking the crude mixture who are the most inclined to such definition of a Belarusian nation. They are most of all ready to place all their fellow citizens among Belarusians.

It should be noted that the weight of villagers and town-dwellers is higher among representatives of these two language groups than among two other language groups – Russian-speakers and bilingual citizens. Belarusian speakers and crude mixture speakers live in a more ethnic and culturally more homogeneous environment, this is why it is easier for them to recognize vast definition of the nation incorporating all Belarusian citizens. Perhaps, Soviet internationalism played its role here: representatives of these two language groups have lower education level and so they got rid of its influence to the least. This is a paradox, but the Soviet ideological heritage appears here favorable for recognition of the modern European standards.

Study of the direct connection between the preferred definitions of the Belarusian nation and socio-demographic characteristics proves this interpretation. (See Table 19).

Table 19

Connection between answers to the question "What is the Belarusian nation for you?" and the level of education and place of residence*, %



Variant of answer
Identification of the Belarusian nation


By citizenship (38.2)
By ethnicity (26.8)
By culture (25.6)

Education:

Elementary 
37.0
17.6
27.0

Secondary incomplete
38.8
23.2
25.2

Secondary 
38.7
27.2
25.6

Secondary vocational 
37.3
28.2
27.0

Higher 
39.2
34.4
22.9

Place of residence:

City 
37.4
31.7
21.1

Village 
40.9
15.6
36.9

* Table is read across

Educated people and city-dwellers embody to the greatest extent the Belarusian modern society. That’s them who establish the direction of development for the Belarusian society including the development of national self-consciousness. Therefore, it is disturbing that ethnic identification is the most popular among them.

It should also be noted that although ethnic identification is nonsense in the modern Europe (at least at the level of official EU ideology and the governments of EU member states), its adherents in Belarus want to see this country within Europe and speak out against integration with Russia. (See Table 20).

Table 20

Connection between answers to the question "What is the Belarusian nation for you?" and "How would you vote at a referendum on accession of Belarus to the EU?" and "How would you vote at a referendum on Russia-Belarus merging?", %



Variant of answer
Identification of the Belarusian nation


By citizenship (38.2)
By ethnicity (26.8)
By culture (25.6)

Accession to the EU: 

For (35.2)
31.4
41.6
36.2

Against (37.4)
41.3
32.9
39.1

Integration with Russia:

For (46.8)
52.7
38.5
46.8

Against (33.3)
28.2
42.1
36.0

Although supporters of identification by ethnicity are more than all other disposed to the European choice, these are very different forces including the current authorities that can use them. Last year campaign against the unruly board of the Union of Poles in Belarus as well as the grounds for the campaign publicized in the article Once Again about Ideology by A. Rubinov, Deputy Head of the Presidential Administration, (http://www.sb.by/article.php?articleID=53008) have become the most vivid examples of how the power can use this potential. In this article, academician A. Rubinov actually refuses to ethnic minorities in Belarus in their right to self-actualization demanding that they totally yield to the national Belarusian standard.

A. Lukashenko’s well-known statement “The Belarusians are the Russians with the high-quality mark” is another attempt to turn ethnic feelings into one more support of power. Yet, it should be admitted that the power adhered to a very peculiar Soviet version of a civic nation until very recently. The data in Table 20 show that it is hard to build anti-European policy on ethnic nationalism alone. At the same time, the conflict around the Union of Poles and the article by A. Rubinov may show direction of a perceptive evolution and ethnic nationalism may become an auxiliary component of anti-nationalist nationalism built by the Belarusian power.

Whose are you, guys?

During the latest population census in Belarus, 81.2% of population placed themselves among Belarusians, 73.7% said Belarusian is their native language but only 36.7% said they speak Belarusian at home (according to the data of opinion polls, the part of Belarusian-speaking citizens is several times lower.)

Asked about their mother tongue, why did several times more people than those who speak Belarusian at home chose Belarusian as their mother tongue? One of the possible explanations is as follows. Many took the question about mother tongue as the question about national identification – Belarusian should be my mother tongue since I’m a Belarusian. In addition, difference between the groups of Belarusian speakers registered in population census and in opinion polls is also explained with the mechanism of national identification. When the state asks the question about language of communication at home, many feel uncomfortable to say that they are Belarusians but communicate on non-native language with their husbands, wives and children. Thus, 81% of those who place themselves among Belarusians during the census is quite a convincing indicator of ethnic identification.

Data of the latest opinion poll as well show the great power of cultural identification. Connection between answers to the question about cultural identification and about the language of everyday communication is well seen in Table 21.

Table 21

Connection between answers to the question "To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?" and "What language do you mainly use in everyday communication?"*, %



Variant of answer
To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?


Belarusian 
(64.2)
Russian (13.6)
Soviet

(13.3)
All-European 

(8.1)

Language of everyday communication:

Belarusian (7.8)
90.7
2.3
3.6
2.3

Belarusian and Russian (16.1)
78.6
3.2
10.2
7.4

Crude mixture (23)
66.9
5.7
17.3
6.8

Russian (52.8)
55.4
22.0
13.9
9.7

* Table is read across

The majority of respondents relate themselves to the Belarusian culture in all language groups without an exception. People can put different sense into the concept of culture but we think this is the declared choice which has prior importance in this case rather than compliance of answers with certain criteria of belonging to a culture. While ethnicity is taken almost as a nature-given feature, the situation with culture is more flexible. Man’s cultural identification can change and this is more than ethnicity a matter of choice. On the other hand, culture is a more multifaceted connection than the unity of birth. If the majority including the majority of Russian-speaking citizens relate themselves to the Belarusian culture, this means the talks about non-existence of the Belarusian nation and its outstanding formation have no grounds.

Remarkably, although around a half of Belarusian citizens still consider themselves Soviet people (see http://www.iiseps.org/6-06-4.html), only 13.3% relate themselves to the Soviet culture. The gap between the part of people considering themselves Soviet people and the part relating themselves to the Soviet culture shows that the number of Soviet people will be going steadily down. What’s more, many of those who assess themselves in this way may appear to be cunning even with themselves. The reality of independent nation state blurs the Soviet identity. 

We should like to draw your attention to the group of respondents identifying themselves with the all-European culture. It is small but very significant. It is (8.1%) much smaller than the number of respondents standing for accession of Belarus into the EU (36%) and it is smaller than the number of those who place themselves among Europeans (36% in March opinion poll). In other words, different cultural self-identifications except Soviet are consistent with the European choice.

Data in Table 22 show in what way cultural self-identification is connected with some socio-demographic characteristics.

Table 22

Connection between answers to the question: "To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?" and age and education*, %



Socio-demographic 
characteristics 
To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?


Belarusian (64.2)
Russian (13.6)
Soviet

(13.3)
All-European 

(8.1)

Age:

18-19
60.5
19.2
1.4
16.5

20-24
58.6
21.3
2.4
14.5

25-29
64.7
16.3
5.3
17.0

30-39
61.5
16.3
8.4
11.5

40-49
66.5
14.1
11.8
6.4

50-59
64.3
9.2
23.9
4.1

60 and over
67.1
8.4
21.8
1.8

Education:

Elementary 
66.3
11.3
20.7
1.8

Secondary incomplete
64.3
9.4
20.9
3.3

Secondary 
63.3
14.1
11.8
9.0

Secondary vocational 
65.9
15.1
9.9
8.7

Higher 
62.0
15.4
9.1
14.4

* Table is read across

Thus, the Belarusian culture remains dominating in all age and education groups. Connection between self-identification and age and education appear quite weak. However, quantities in other groups seem to depend greatly on socio-demographic characteristics. The respondents who relate themselves to the Russian culture are more often youths and their part decreases progressively as we pass to elder age groups.

As regards those who identify themselves with the Soviet culture, this connection changes mirror-like and becomes stronger. Thus, the people of Soviet culture among respondents who are 60 and over exceed nearly 20-fold (!) this same group among young respondents. Age appears as well a very strong factor for bearers of all-European culture.

Similar dependence can be found if we look into connection between cultural types and education. Bearers of Russian culture make greater part among well-educated people even though the difference between the parts is a little more than the margin of error. The percent of those who relate themselves to the Soviet culture is twice as much among poorly educated respondents than among well-educated respondents. Finally, percent of adherents of all-European self-identification jumps up 7-fold in the group of well-educated people!

In conclusion, we should like to say that Belarusian cultural self-identification is dominating in Belarus. It is also dominant in all language, age and education groups. Self-identification with the Russian culture is more characteristic of the youth and the Russian-speaking citizens. Soviet identification is the least typical of Belarusian-speaking respondents and the youth and the most typical – of elderly respondents and poorly educated respondents. All-European cultural identification is popular the most among the youth, well-educated people and Russian-speaking population.

Mother tongue

IISEPS surveys of the languages which Belarusians use for communication usually provoked much criticism. In particular, they claimed that answers to the questionnaire might reflect only external side of language behavior which was coercive. In the opinion of critics, it would be more correct to ask respondents about their aspirations and about the language they would like to speak as their mother tongue. We assume that in this case critics extrapolated onto the whole society their personal life experience or experience of the people in their circle for whom preservation of the Belarusian language or conversion from Russian to Belarusian language were the result of a deliberate spiritual choice.

We deeply respect their choice, but we would like to note that language behavior of overwhelming majority of people springs out from different motives which is proved in the data of opinion poll conducted by independent sociologists in October of 2006.

As the Table 23 shows, only 13% of the polled explained their language behavior with top values of the nation and the country. Respondents could choose several variants of answer when answering to this question, and it has turned out that, apart from these 13%, the majority of respondents feel that motivation “because this is the language of my people and my homeland” is just alien to them. 

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "Why do you speak the language you speak?" 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer 
%

I speak this language from my childhood
63.7

This is the most common language in the place where I live 
23.5

This is the language of my people and my homeland
13.0

At the same time overwhelming majority – nearly two thirds – explained their choice of language of communication with a much more natural reason – “this is the language I speak from childhood.” In a sense, this motivation is also based on values, yet it is based on the values not of the nation but of the family.

It is worth to compare data in Table 23 with the result of a recent opinion poll conducted by Center of Economic and Political Studies of A. Razumkov in Ukraine (see http://www.zerkalo-nedeli.com/nn/show/610/54246/). In accordance with their research, natural motivation of language behavior (“I speak this language from my childhood”) won absolute and relative majority in all regions of Ukraine – from 47% in the west of the country to 62% in its east. Value-based motivation (“This is the language of my people and my homeland”) is the most popular in the west of Ukraine – 43%, and it makes 22% in the center, 11% in the east and 8% in the south of the country.

Dominance of natural motivation for language behavior in Belarus (as well as in Ukraine) reveals that the majority speaks in mother’s language proper – this is exactly the language their parents taught them in childhood. The problem is what languages and to what extent are mother tongues for Belarusians. This situation is reflected in Table 24. 

Table 24

Connection between answers to the question "What language do you mainly use in everyday 

communication?" and "Why do you speak the language you speak?"*, %



Language of everyday 

communication
Why do you speak the language you speak?


I speak this language from my childhood

(63.7)
This is the most usual 

language in the place where I live (25.3)
This is the language of my people and my homeland (13.0)

Belarusian (7.8)
57.3
16.3
27.4

Russian (52.3)
72.9
17.2
9.7

Russian and Belarusian (16.1)
53.0
33.4
23.0

Crude mixture (23.0)
53.2
41.9
8.9

* Table is read across

This is not new that Belarusian-speaking citizens make the minority while Russian-speaking – the majority in Belarus. Unexpected is that almost three quarters of Russian speakers chose natural motivation for their language behavior and said that the Russian language is exactly their mother’s language. What’s more, this motivation appeared the most popular among Russian-speaking respondents only as compared to other language groups.

The number of Russian-speaking citizens defining natural motivation for their language behavior makes 38.1% (52.3 х 72.9 : 100) of all respondents. Taking into account that, according to the population census of 1991, 81% of citizens are ethnic Belarusians in this country, at least a half of these 38% are Belarusians by blood.

Value-based motivation “because this is the language of my people and my homeland” is little characteristic of this group as compared to others. In this sense Belarus appears similar to Ukraine. According to the data of Razumkov’s Center, there is a close connection between prevalence of the Ukrainian language in the region and popularity of value orientation: 43% of respondents in the Ukrainian-speaking west and 8% - in the Russian-speaking south point out to this.

However, this ratio is different in Belarus: popularity of value-based orientation among Belarusian-speaking population stands at the level of Ukraine’s center and among Russian-speaking population – at the level of Ukraine’s east. Although value-based motivation is less characteristic of Russian-speaking citizens than of Belarusian-speaking and the bilingual, in absolute expression Russian speakers with value-based orientation are larger in number than representatives of other language groups with the same motivation. Thus, Russian speakers with value-based motivation make 5% of the total number of respondents, Belarusian speakers – 2%, bilingual citizens – 3.7% and those speaking crude mixture of the two languages – 2%.

The above 5% are probably constituted from ethnic Russians who mean Russia and the Russians by “my homeland” and “my people” as well as from representatives of various nations considering that Russian is the language of Belarus and Belarusians.

It is obvious that very few stick to this viewpoint. Russian-speaking respondents almost to the same little extent as Belarusian-speaking respondents are inclined to explain their language behavior with any pragmatic reasons or with influence of environment – “this is the most common language in the place where I live.” This reason is the most popular in transition groups and especially among those who speak crude mixture of the two languages. Native speakers of the crude mixture most likely understand that they speak incorrect language, so reference to the pragmatic reason is a kind of self-approval: we are normal people who speak like anyone else around us.

Data in Tables 23 and 24 break several outstanding myths. In particular, it goes from these tables that attitude to the use of this or that language as a deliberate choice based on national values is peculiar of a very small part of Belarusian citizens. Furthermore, definition of Russian-speaking Belarusians as those who gave up their mother tongue may be correct in a generally philosophical sense but is absolutely incorrect in a literal sense: in their majority, they learned the language they speak from their mothers.

On the other hand, the fact that Russian-speaking citizens are the least inclined to take the language of their communication for the communication language of Belarus and Belarusians reveals certain self-restriction of this language group. This opens up opportunities to strive for a worthier place for the Belarusian language in the society as compared to its current place. 

Margins of populism

President A. Lukashenko is a populist. This is not the news, nor a state secret, nor a definition to disgrace or disparage the head of state because the president himself agrees with this definition. Yet in August of 1994, soon after his election, he explained his inclination to populism to Russian TV journalist A. Karaulov: “By the way, I don’t think populism is an extremely negative characteristic for a politician. Perhaps, it derives from the word popular.”

Political populism is not a new phenomenon but it started surviving a boom only in the beginning of XX century. Before that it was constrained by weak demand on the part of political audience. Before formation of industrial society and mass media politics was mainly the business of the elite. The general public rather kept silence and very seldom burst into cruel and senseless revolts. It all changed upside down in the XX century. His Majesty the man from masses came down from political gallery and demanded a seat in the stalls. Traditional theatre buildings with columns and reared up quadrigae already couldn’t fit in all newcomers. Hereditary aristocrats who scanned the people through monocles appeared absolutely not ready to such developments. Unfortunately, it tears where it is the thinnest, and soon Field-Marshal Hindenburg pressed by uncontrolled nationals had to pass over the power to a lance corporal from a neighboring state. The outcome of this event isn’t the subject of our research. We are now more concerned in the following: political populism must not be taken as an unfortunate deviation from progressing. The very idea of this progress which we inherited from Enlightenment is no more than a myth.

The question about who leads who – a politician-populist leads his adherents or vice versa – hasn’t been finally settled so far. That’s exactly like in the dialectic puzzle about the hen and the egg. Of course, a successful populist should go at least a half step ahead forward, or he/she will mix up with the common ruck. However, to be ahead doesn’t mean to lead forward. The direction may as well be backward.

Furthermore, much depends on the position in the race for power. It is one thing when a politician is in the opposition, even in constructive one (this is A. Lukashenko’s favorite definition), and it is quite a different thing when race for power comes to power retention. Pure populism is here supported by Army, militia, KGB and other equally disciplined and loyal agencies. Their presence takes down the need of accounting public opinion and moves sociological data to the background. It is much more important that the votes of discontent don’t make one single voice. Atomized countrymen expressing their indignation in front of their TV sets are not a jeopardize. The decision about construction of a nuclear plant in Belarus is a bright example in this regards. These are experts to decide if there’s any need for this but the nation-elected power should have explained its decision. Or may be not? It seems, it just didn’t need to do this in Belarus. Now, this is what’s going to happen in the country that survived the Chernobyl disaster and where, according to the nation opinion poll of 2006, nearly every third citizen (31%) buys foodstuffs depending on their ability to accumulate radionuclides and 85.3% of citizens believe that consequences of the Chernobyl catastrophe negatively affect their health!

Let’s look at the results of the latest opinion poll (see Table 25). 

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question: "The Government of Belarus has taken decision on the construction of a nuclear plant in the Mogilev region. Some people support this idea and others not. What is your attitude to this decision?", %

Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of

authorities
Opponents of

authorities

I support construction of a nuclear plant in Belarus
32.5
36.3
33.6

I don’t support construction of a nuclear plant in Belarus
47.7
47.8
50.2

It doesn't matter
14.5
9.9
13.6

Thus, the majority of Belarusians don’t approve construction of a nuclear plant in Belarus. The results we received in June are as well very close (“against” – 52.2% and “for” – 30.0%). However, the question about nuclear plant construction appeared non-political and didn’t take to the customary split in public opinion. The number of those approving and disapproving this idea among supporters and opponents of authorities is almost the same. The hint in the question wording (“The Government of Belarus has taken decision…”) didn’t work. This means that the Chernobyl issue stands above the power issue for Belarusians, so they don’t get into any political dissent.

Here is another example. (See Table 26).

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question: "Speaking two years ago in the Parliament A. Lukashenko said, "Adoption of children by foreigners is a shame for the state and we need to eliminate this once and forever." At the same time, according to official data, there are over 80.000 orphans in Belarus and the state doesn’t have enough funds to support them properly. Don’t you think that the citizens of foreign countries able to provide proper support to these children should be allowed their adoption?", %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of

authorities
Opponents of

authorities

Yes, adoption of orphans by foreign citizens should be allowed
60.5
49.6
78.3

No, adoption of orphans by foreign citizens should not be allowed
29.8
41.7
15.2

Obviously, the opinion of authorities radically differs from the opinion of majority. However, unlike on nuclear plant construction, the question about orphan children unexpectedly turned out to be politicized: in their majority supporters of authorities agree with the above opinion. What is the reason? First of all, this is active promotion of the issue by the president. He many times addressed the idea of adoption of orphans by foreigners over lately. Second, supporters and opponents of authorities take differently the nature of “shame for the state” as they proceed from different criteria. For the first, this is the very fact of adoption by foreigners which is the shame for the state (“I feel hurt for my country!”). The second feel hurt for the orphan children whom the state cannot support properly. They take this ban as yet another attempt to conceal true ‘achievements’ of the regime in the social field from the society. Therefore, their answers are a kind of a political protest.

Transfer of the main support of A. Lukashenko’s power onto the forces didn’t lift up the need in populism. On the contrary, the latter became a constituent part of the state ideology. It became a part of the planned work of hundreds of experts catering for the regime. However, every time when A. Lukashenko stands the choice to rely on popular support and lose some of his powers, he chooses power. Mass conversion of the Belarusian society to contracts of employment is a bright illustration.

The opinion of Belarusians on the contractual system is not a secret either for the society in general or for its authors. The true situation is reflected in Table 27.

Table 27

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to mass involuntary conversion of employees at state-owned enterprises and organizations to short-term contracts of employment carried over lately?"*



Variant of answer
%

Negative 
47.2

Indifferent 
30.2

Positive 
16.1

DA/NA
6.5

* According to the data of opinion poll conducted in June of 2006

Speaking at the Third All-Belarusian Assembly, right before the presidential election, A. Lukashenko refused to compromise his voters and aired his standpoint very straightforwardly: “I won’t cancel the contracts.” He referred to the experience of so not-favored West to explain this position: “Be it popular or not, contract is the agreement between two sides. Contract is practiced everywhere in the civilized world and in the Western Europe first of all.”

A politician populist addresses his/her supporters directly. He/she is a chief resource of mobilization campaigns. This accounts for absence of alternative for this person. Belarusian voters keep asking one and the same question to the opposition which the latter cannot solve: “Who can replace him?” What’s more, there isn’t any bright figure either in the opposition or among top officials and elected representatives of the people sitting in the representative bodies. Has the Belarusian land become really so exhausted or is this the nature of authoritarian power which is the reason? As everybody knows, the nature doesn’t bear emptiness. However, an authoritarian leader doesn’t bear competition, in his circle first of all. He has only two instruments in his power arsenal. These are the stick and the carrot. Their combination helps A. Lukashenko stay in power at the moment.

What is the potential of Russia Belarus friendship?

Sociologists are well aware that there are many objective factors as well as human factors that influence the formation of public opinion. The public opinion doesn’t work out notions of abstract matters that demand professional knowledge. How does it act then? It acts exactly like a visitor in a restaurant choosing from the menu. Who and why builds this menu is another question. To a certain extent, these are the mass media that focus public attention on certain events neglecting some other events as well as sociologists who work out question wordings and offer a limited list of possible answers dictating this way the range of choice for respondents. 

Thus, the nation opinion poll conducted by independent sociologists in March-April of 2006 asked the following question: “Do you think you are rather a European or a Soviet man?” The answers were distributed in the following way: 36% place themselves among Europeans, 52% among Soviet men and 12% of respondents found it difficult to answer. Strict choice between “a Soviet man” and “a European” revealed an overwhelming dominance of “a Soviet man.” We shouldn’t like to make hasty conclusions on this issue. In the end of October of 2006 the question on self-identification had a slightly different wording: “To what culture do you relate yourself?” Here are the answers: 64.2% to Belarusian, 13.6% to Russian, 13.3% to Soviet and 8.1% to European. Those who found it difficult to answer were very few.

The above example proves, on the one hand, existence of certain formative limits of opinion polls and, on the other hand, multidimensional nature of public opinion. Answers to one or two questions cannot fully describe it even when speaking about a particular issue. In addition, statement of a question and collecting of answers is just an initial state in this kind of sociological surveys. Their key point is interpretation. In particular, discrepancy in percentages of “a Soviet man” can be explained by the following – Russian variant of a Soviet man is presented in Belarus by a Soviet Belarusian. Such interpretation will put everything in its place. 

In the age of information, the position of a head-cook in the kitchen of public opinion formation is undoubtedly given to television. Let’s see the latest opinion poll. Respondents were asked a question about the political conflict between Russia and Georgia. Clearly, the Belarusians don’t have any personal interest in this conflict and so they don’t have a single standpoint. In addition, the Belarusian authorities didn’t publicize their standpoint on this issue. Thereby, Belarusians were given “the menu of the national Russian cuisine.” (See Table 28).

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "As you know, there’s a political conflict between Georgia and Russia which lasts for several months already. Who is to blame for it, you think?", %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of

authorities
Opponents of

authorities

Georgia
36.4
47.0
29.0

Russia
10.1
6.8
18.6

Both countries
36.8
31.0
42.9

Belarusians did their choice from the offered menu. It is not surprising that it appeared to be pro-Russian: the percentage of Belarusians who put responsibility for conflict on Georgia is 3.6-fold higher than those who blamed Russia. Difference in assessments is even greater within the group of supporters of authorities which is quite expected. Supporters of authorities in Belarus were always Russia-oriented and this is why they turn more subject to the influence of the Russian mass media when they get into one media space with opponents of authorities.

Let’s compare the public opinion of Belarusians with the public opinion of Russians on this issue. According to the results of the Levada Center, the majority of respondents (51%) say that these are Georgian authorities first of all who are to blame for the current aggravation in Russia-Georgia relations (and only 5% blame the Russian authorities for this). As one may see, the difference in answers is not very large. If answers of Russians are compared to the answers of supporters of authorities, the difference will lie within the margin of error. This consent is not a mere coincidence we think.

Answers to the question in Table 29 given below take us back from Russia-Georgia relations to the Belarusian reality.

Table 29

Distribution of answers to the question: "The authorities of Georgia have recently accused several Russian officers of espionage. In response, Russia announced blockade to Georgia. In your opinion, can similar developments on the part of Russia against Belarus be possible in case of a conflict between the two countries, for example, on the grounds of the gas price?", %



Variant of answer
All population
Supporters of 

authorities
Opponents of 

authorities

Yes, they are possible
39.8
31.6
58.0

No, they are not possible
45.8
57.2
33.2

It is obvious that the Belarusians have their interest in this situation. However, the result was quite predictable in the previous case while here almost 40% of Belarusians expecting such actions from fraternal Russia are really surprising. Now, where is the Slavic unity so much spoken about from the top chairs over lately? Where is that “actually single nation”?

The difference in answers between supporters and opponents of authorities is very significant in this case (almost twofold). What’s more, every third supporter of authorities whom we defined as pro-Russian is ready to believe in Russia’s blockade. The reason is the menu offered. From the viewpoint of public opinion, Russia is a very diverse country. The Russia supplying Belarus with cheap gas is one country, friendly and even fraternal. The Russia increasing price for gas to the world level is another country, by far not fraternal. When it comes to selling national heritage (Beltransgaz) to Russia, the situation changes gravely. This is why asked in June “In your opinion, on what conditions can Belarus sell its gas transportation and supply enterprise Beltransgaz?” 82% of Belarusians were resolute to say “Under no circumstances they should sell Beltransgaz.” By the way, there wasn’t great difference found in the answers of supporters of authorities and opponents of authorities.

The above examples well demonstrate the propaganda potential of authorities. In the first place, they are determined by the level of trust to propagator. Let developing as it might, like in the case with Russia-Georgia conflict, the public opinion started building up within two frameworks created yet at the dawn of Belarusian independence. Yet, in general, the public opinion in Belarus is scary. It doesn’t believe in fast friendship with Russia, and this is why it is ready to assume any actions on the part of its only neighbor-ally.

Paradox of those not thinking and indifferent

Stated press conference of A. Lukashenko to mass media representatives was held on November 23. On the next day Sovetskaya Belorussia published a many-sheet record of the meeting and made a note at its very end that the record was insignificantly abridged. Our experience of work with this kind of publications proves that these are the most important quotes and not the secondary which are generally taken off. We were right. Please see below the quote omitted in the newspaper: “Yes, we rigged the previous election, and I already told this to representatives of the West. These are… 93.5% who voted for President A. Lukashenko. They say, this is not a European indicator. Therefore, we showed 86% (Laughter in the pressroom). That’s right. If we start re-count of votes now, I don’t know what to do with all the bulletins then.” 

Now, how many votes did A. Lukashenko get at the latest presidential election? Independent sociologists claim 63% (plus-minus 3%, of course). This is substantial difference after all. We shall go beyond the customary electoral field consisting of president’s supporters and opponents in search of additional sociological arguments. There isn’t totally politicized electorate in reality, and this is why we shall single out the group of citizens indifferent to politics which is very relatively the electorate since they don’t show great willingness to come to voting.

In the opinion of Russian sociologist R. Gromova, about 20% of Russians are indifferent to politics in the type of their consciousness. “People of such mind find it difficult to answer the majority of questions pertaining to political situation, election or political preferences. This field is alien and not interesting for them. Politically indifferent consciousness can be autistic (closed on itself, on the family, etc.), or express disappointment in political institutions or simply living, or express the rational and selfish standpoint of man who counts on himself/herself in the first place”.1
It should be noted that any sociological model implies simplification. Dividing Russians into three groups in the type of consciousness (rational, mythological and politically indifferent) Gromova notes that “only from a quarter to a third of members within each group makes the core.” Let’s look into Table 30 for politically indifferent Belarusians.

Table 30

Distribution of answers to the question: "Some people place themselves among supporters and other – among opponents of the current authorities. To what group do you relate yourself?"



Variant of answer
%

I’m a supporter of the current authorities
47.8

I’m an opponents of the current authorities
18.5

I never thought about this and this does matter to me
26.2

The question of this kind usually doesn’t give the alternative “I never thought about this and this does matter to me,” so such high percentage of those who chose it was quite unexpected. Perhaps, this is the abstract notion “power” which played its role here.

We shall split this notion into components so as to make more specific (see Table 31). Of course, this is the president who embodies power in Belarus, hence only 2.3% of supporters of authorities found it difficult to define their attitude to him. This percentage is a little higher (6.3%) among opponents of authorities. Finally, such respondents make about a third among those not thinking and indifferent (below, politically indifferent). In accordance with the conception of the core, this third can be found in the assessments of almost all state and public institutions.

Table 31

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



Variant of answer
All

respondents
Supporters of 

authorities
Opponents of 

authorities
Indifferent to 

politics

President:

Trust 
60.3
92.4
15.0
39.7

Trust not
26.0
3.7
77.6
28.7

Government:

Trust 
49.0
72.2
16.3
35.4

Trust not
35.7
17.9
77.6
38.9

National Assembly:

Trust 
42.5
62.1
16.6
30.2

Trust not
37.9
24.7
75.1
37.3

Local Councils of Deputies:

Trust 
39.6
58.2
13.6
29.1

Trust not
44.3
32.0
80.0
43.2

Central Election Commission:

Trust 
44.0
65.4
13.1
32.9

Trust not
38.9
22.9
82.2
37.5

Court:

Trust 
50.4
64.5
33.7
39.5

Trust not
35.5
25.3
59.0
37.4

Army:

Trust 
58.6
75.6
35.3
46.7

Trust not
28.6
16.2
55.7
33.3

Militia:

Trust 
42.8
63.6
20.3
25.6

Trust not
44.5
27.6
76.4
52.9

KGB:

Trust 
44.1
62.1
23.7
31.9

Trust not
39.6
26.4
70.4
41.2

Orthodox Church:

Trust 
65.8
80.8
47.2
56.3

Trust not
18.5
10.0
40.5
18.2

Catholic Church:

Trust 
36.8
39.3
32.8
37.5

Trust not
40.1
41.5
51.2
32.4

Protestant Church:

Trust 
17.2
18.0
17.4
17.1

Trust not
56.8
59.5
65.9
48.1

Trade Unions incorporated into the Federation of Trade Unions:

Trust 
36.1
45.9
24.1
29.4

Trust not
39.8
34.9
65.0
35.1

Free and independent trade unions:

Trust 
37.7
37.2
50.0
33.4

Trust not
38.6
41.9
40.6
34.4

State-run mass media:

Trust 
53.8
77.3
18.5
40.9

Trust not
33.6
14.2
76.7
36.7

Non-state mass media:

Trust 
37.7
27.6
55.5
41.2

Trust not
45.1
58.3
36.3
33.0

Political parties supporting the current power:

Trust 
35.6
58.8
6.8
17.7

Trust not
42.9
26.4
85.1
46.1

Opposition political parties:

Trust 
21.4
12.2
49.1
18.1

Trust not
57.5
74.7
39.8
46.4

It would be interesting to find out the attitude of politically indifferent citizens to paired institutions: Federation of Trade Unions vs. free and independent trade unions, state-run vs. non-state mass media, and pro-governmental vs. opposition political parties. We should like to draw your attention to the following: degree of trust/distrust within a pair is almost the same while the percentage of those who found it difficult to answer still remains high. Politically indifferent citizens give the most trust to Army and Orthodox Church. They are not original in this regards because all these institutions have their own tradition of legitimacy cherished through centuries. Quite expectedly, political parties and Protestant Church received the lowest degree of trust. The level of trust to Protestant Church is equal within all the three groups which reveals foreignness of Protestantism in the modern confessional field of Belarus.

Table 32 will help assess the interest Belarusians show in politics. As a criterion of assessment, we chose the level of awareness about A. Lukashenko’s press conference of September 29.

Table 32

Distribution of answers to the question: "Did you read or listen to President A. Lukashenko’s answers to the questions of journalists working for Russian mass media which the latter asked at the press conference of September 29, 2006?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Supporters of 

authorities
Opponents of 

authorities
Indifferent to politics

Their interpretation in newsreels 
30.8
30.3
34.9
28.0

On TV and radio (unabridged)
27.3
36.5
23.2
14.9

Heard from my friends
17.6
14.3
17.7
22.3

In the press (unabridged)
5.3
7.1
5.0
2.2

In the Internet (unabridged)
2.4
1.9
4.8
1.8

Heard nothing about this
25.6
20.7
25.3
35.5

In general, only a quarter of citizens appeared not aware. The difference between supporters and opponents of authorities made up only 4.6 points and the percentage of the politically indifferent exceeded a third. Answers of respondents well demonstrate propaganda possibilities of different mass media. Traditional electronic media still go beyond competition. Belarusians are not readers but TV viewers rather. Yet, the information source like rumors hasn’t exhausted its potentialities as well which prove in 17.6% of the answer “Heard from my friends.” It is not surprising that the Internet is popular first of all among opponents of authorities since independent sociological studies show over years that opponents of the current regime in Belarus are mainly young and well-educated people. 

Now, what is the socio-demographic portrait of the politically indifferent citizens? Russia long ago found the answer to this question. These are first of all marginal groups of population: poorly educated, elderly, residents of small towns and villages and as a result – with low income. This tendency doesn’t prove in Belarus, as Table 33 shows.

Table 33

Socio-demographic characteristics of the Belarusian society depending on attitude to authorities, %*



Variant of answer
Supporters of 

authorities
Opponents of 

authorities
Indifferent to 

politics

Gender:

Male
44.0
22.3
24.5

Female
51.0
15.3
27.5

Age:




18 – 29 
26.4
29.0
38.4

30 – 39 
32.2
28.5
30.0

40 – 49 
45.0
15.4
29.5

50 – 59 
60.2
11.0
23.5

60 and over
75.3
7.3
11.1

Education:

Elementary
72.9
6.5
13.2

Secondary incomplete
69.6
6.7
18.9

Secondary complete
43.9
19.7
30.2

Secondary vocational
37.0
33.3
30.3

Higher 
33.6
28.9
27.3 

Type of settlement:

Minsk 
36.2
23.0
33.3

Regional center
43.6
21.2
27.2

City with the population over 50.000 citizens
53.6
18.1
22.6

Town with the population under 50.000 citizens
52.9
11.5
29.9

Village and rural town
50.5
18.1
22.3

Average per capita income in a family:

Below 170.000 BYR
41.8
20.4
29.4

170.000 – 260.000 BYR
59.5
15.7
18.8

260.000 – 520.000 BYR
43.5
18.5
30.6

Over 520.000 BYR
32.9
25.1
32.0

* Table is read across

Distribution in gender springs the first surprise. The ratio of women and men in Russia is 1.17 : 1 while it is much higher in the group of politically indifferent – 1.70 : 1 which seems quite logic, since interest in the politics is more a business for men. Yet, not in Belarus! The same indicators have the following ratio here – 1.19 : 1 and 1.12: 1. In other words, this difference is not as considerable as in Russia. In regards to all other socio-demographic indicators, the tendency is as well the same in this group. In Belarus, people in their active age are politically more indifferent than pensioners, graduates of high schools yield to those who failed to graduate from secondary school and residents of Minsk appear by 10 points more indifferent to politics than villagers. This paradox is completed by a reverse dependence, as compared to Russia, on per capita income in a family, yet difference between marginal groups is insignificant in this case.

To explain the above paradox, we shall once again turn to R. Gromova: “these characteristics (socio-demographic) influence to a greater extent the very presence or absence of interest to political issues and to a much lesser extent – the form of perception of these issues.” To remind, respondents were asked the question “Some people place themselves among supporters and other – among opponents of the current authorities. To what group do you relate yourself?” which served an indicator for dividing them into three groups. This question itself is strongly politicized (and this is why we chose it) but in Belarus it immediately mobilizes A. Lukashenko’s marginal supporters. Although in general their interest to politics is not intense, in this case they feel very confident and this is why get into the group of convinced supporters of authorities. The group of politically indifferent, unlike in Russia, consists of disappointed intellectuals mainly.

In conclusion, we should like to come back to A. Lukashenko’s sensational statement: how grounded are his claims for support of 93-95% of voters? The analysis shows that these figures are more likely the result of president’s fantasy rather than true election results. According to the Central Election Commission, 7.1% of Belarusians didn’t come to voting. As the results of independent opinion polls show, this is close to reality (9-10%). The survey of the politically indifferent within the Belarusian society agrees with such a result. We should like to underline that this group (26%) was registered six months after the presidential campaign. Of course, the number of such citizens goes down during the electoral mobilization but the core remains. It is free from influence of PR technologies. Apart from the politically indifferent, there are also opponents of the authoritarian power in Belarus which means opponents of A. Lukashenko personally which is quite significant.

A. Milinkevich’s rating is falling down

It is obvious that:

– A. Milinkevich’s rating started growing rapidly after his election for a sole presidential candidate at the Congress of Democratic Forces on October 2, 2005.

– On the day of the presidential election A. Milinkevich's real rating (i.e. how voters really voted) and potential rating (i.e. how they would vote again) were almost equal. This means his popularity and authority at that moment corresponded to the role of "a sole democratic leader of Belarus".

– After the election the gap between A. Milinkevich’s real and potential ratings started increasing really quickly. This means his popularity and authority don’t anymore correspond to the role of "a sole democratic leader of Belarus".

Table 34

Dynamics of A. Milinkevich's rating, %



Voting Option*
09'05
11'05
12'05
02'06
04'06
06'06
08'06
10'06

Voted for A. Milinkevich on March 19, 2006 (closed question)
–
–
–
–
18.8
17.7
20.4
14.8

Would vote for A. Milinkevich if the presidential election is  held  anew tomorrow (open question)
1.4
3.5
6.6
15.4
18.4
13.7
11.6
10.3

* According to the results of the nation opinion polls conducted by independent sociologists (in all cases those face-to-face interviewed were approximately 1,500 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error didn’t exceed 0.03)

Results of the opinion poll conducted in October-November of 2006, %

(those interviewed are 1527 persons, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03)

1. "The Government of Belarus has taken decision on the construction of a nuclear plant in the Mogilev region. Some people support this idea and others not. What is your attitude to this decision?"

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

Support
32.5
15.2
30.2
39.7
34.4
32.7
36.0
30.3

Don’t support
47.7
51.7
48.4
38.7
48.1
45.6
49.3
50.7

This doesn’t matter to me
14.5
31.4
17.7
15.8
12.3
14.4
10.0
14.0

DA/NA
5.3
1.7
3.7
5.8
5.2
7.3
4.7
5.0

Table 1.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Support
32.6
26.2
30.0
34.5
40.1

Don’t support
48.7
47.5
49.3
45.8
46.1

This doesn’t matter to me
11.4
21.2
15.5
14.4
8.4

DA/NA
7.3
5.1
5.2
5.5
5.4

Table 1.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Support
35.9
33.4
28.9
31.2
24.2

Don’t support
42.4
47.9
46.6
49.7
56.3

This doesn’t matter to me
17.5
12.9
21.7
14.0
12.1

DA/NA
4.2
1.0
2.8
5.1
7.4

Table 1.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Support
38.2
33.3
29.6
48.6
27.2
25.7
26.1

Don’t support
40.0
53.3
54.1
30.1
47.3
55.2
52.1

This doesn’t matter to me
16.0
12.4
10.2
15.8
18.9
13.5
14.6

DA/NA
5.8
1.0
6.1
5.5
6.6
5.6
7.2

Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Support
38.2
31.6
31.3
34.6
29.8

Don’t support
40.0
44.4
51.3
45.3
52.7

This doesn’t matter to me
16.0
16.3
14.6
13.1
13.2

DA/NA
5.8
7.7
2.8
7.0
4.3

2. "Has Belarus become a really independent state over the past 15 years?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Age, year old



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

Yes 
68.8
64.2
60.0
58.4
62.5
66.6
74.1
80.6

No 
20.5
19.6
25.3
29.0
27.1
22.9
16.3
10.7

DA/NA
10.7
16.2
14.7
12.6
10.4
10.5
9.6
8.7

Table 2.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
79.2
75.3
68.4
67.3
57.4

No 
9.1
12.4
21.0
23.0
32.1

DA/NA
11.7
12.3
10.6
9.7
10.5

Table 2.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
62.2
67.0
56.2
80.3
59.2

No 
27.7
22.5
27.4
10.1
25.6

DA/NA
10.1
10.5
16.4
9.4
15.2

Table 2.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes 
70.8
83.7
70.1
59.8
59.0
61.8
71.6

No 
23.5
10.0
18.6
31.6
22.9
23.5
16.5

DA/NA
5.7
6.3
1.3
8.6
18.1
14.7
11.9

Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
70.8
55.8
72.1
72.6
71.3

No 
23.5
26.8
20.4
11.6
19.5

DA/NA
5.7
17.4
7.5
15.8
9.2

3. "Have you personally benefited or lost from that Belarus became an independent state?"

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

Benefited 
49.8
46.2
46.9
51.7
52.6
45.9
45.6
53.5

Lost 
15.6
8.8
10.2
12.5
12.3
20.2
18.6
17.5

DA/NA
34.6
45.0
42.9
35.8
35.1
33.9
35.9
29.0

Table 3.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Benefited 
64.8
44.5
47.2
48.9
49.8

Lost 
10.2
23.4
14.9
14.6
16.3

DA/NA
25.0
32.1
37.9
36.5
33.9

Table 3.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Benefited 
50.3
48.4
48.6
53.4
41.2

Lost 
13.9
16.4
7.0
16.4
19.7

DA/NA
35.8
35.2
44.4
30.2
39.1

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

Benefited 
35.3
55.7
55.4
50.3
55.0
40.8
56.1

Lost 
20.4
26.0
9.5
18.6
10.8
14.3
8.9

DA/NA
44.3
18.3
35.1
31.1
34.2
44.9
35.0

Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Benefited 
35.3
50.0
57.3
50.3
52.4

Lost 
20.4
10.8
14.6
12.6
18.0

DA/NA
44.3
39.2
28.1
37.1
29.6

4. "What is your attitude to the actions of protest (rallies, marches, demonstrations, etc.) that took place in Minsk and other Belarusian cities at the initiative of democratic forces after the presidential election of March 19?"

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

Positive 
19.5
36.2
36.0
28.6
25.5
14.0
14.8
9.2

Indifferent 
29.3
48.0
34.7
30.0
34.3
31.5
26.0
20.1

Negative 
41.2
8.6
20.1
33.6
32.5
45.1
48.5
57.1

DA/NA
10.0
7.2
9.2
7.8
7.7
9.4
10.7
13.6

Table 4.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Positive 
11.7
10.0
19.4
22.9
29.4

Indifferent 
19.8
23.4
33.0
34.2
26.9

Negative 
49.4
56.3
39.3
35.0
34.7

DA/NA
19.1
10.3
8.3
7.9
9.0

Table 4.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Positive 
28.7
17.9
46.1
9.9
23.2

Indifferent 
33.7
32.5
36.9
20.1
30.1

Negative 
32.2
40.7
12.8
55.8
28.4

DA/NA
5.4
8.9
4.2
14.2
18.3

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

Positive 
20.9
20.4
19.0
26.8
19.5
11.2
18.1

Indifferent 
43.6
33.3
29.3
21.7
27.9
20.3
24.1

Negative 
31.8
39.0
45.8
38.1
37.6
52.5
45.8

DA/NA
3.7
7.3
5.9
13.4
15.0
16.0
12.0

Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Positive 
20.9
19.7
17.4
19.9
19.6

Indifferent 
43.6
21.9
30.7
26.4
24.6

Negative 
31.8
48.2
44.9
35.2
42.8

DA/NA
3.3
10.2
6.9
18.5
13.0

5. "Speaking two years ago in the Parliament A. Lukashenko said, “Adoption of children by foreigners is a shame for the state and we need to eliminate this once and forever.” At the same time, according to official data, there are over 80,000 orphans in Belarus and the state doesn’t have enough funds to support them properly. Don’t you think that the citizens of foreign countries able to provide proper support to these children should be allowed adoption of these orphans?"

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 
60.5
74.4
75.7
78.1
69.7
58.1
57.7
42.1

No 
29.8
13.9
15.2
15.6
20.4
29.6
32.7
48.9

DA/NA
9.8
11.7
9.0
6.3
9.9
12.3
9.6
9.0

Table 5.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
43.5
43.3
62.8
67.9
73.5

No 
43.2
46.5
26.1
24.2
20.7

DA/NA
13.3
10.2
11.1
7.9
5.8

Table 5.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
70.3
64.2
83.0
43.3
64.6

No 
20.1
26.0
10.1
47.3
21.5

DA/NA
9.6
9.8
6.9
9.4
13.9

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 
58.1
55.5
61.8
62.6
59.7
59.7
66.4

No 
34.6
36.0
28.2
29.7
22.9
29.7
26.0

DA/NA
7.3
8.5
10.0
7.7
17.4
10.6
7.6

Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
58.1
62.6
66.1
59.4
57.4

No 
34.6
21.9
27.3
28.8
33.9

DA/NA
7.3
15.5
6.6
11.8
8.7

6. "Some people place themselves among supporters and other – among opponents of the current 
authorities. To what group do you relate yourself?"

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

Supporter of authorities
47.8
20.6
26.0
29.4
32.2
45.2
60.2
75.3

Opponent of authorities
18.5
31.7
31.4
25.4
28.5
15.4
11.0
7.3

This doesn’t matter
26.2
45.7
34.1
40.0
30.0
29.5
23.5
11.1

DA/NA
7.5
2.1
8.5
5.2
9.3
9.9
5.3
6.3

Table 6.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Supporter of authorities
72.9
69.6
43.9
37.0
33.6

Opponent of authorities
6.5
6.7
19.7
23.3
28.9

This doesn’t matter
13.2
18.9
30.2
30.3
27.3

DA/NA
7.4
4.8
6.2
9.4
10.2

Table 6.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Supporter of authorities
28.8
43.7
18.6
73.6
41.6

Opponent of authorities
28.1
19.2
43.7
6.8
16.0

This doesn’t matter
35.8
28.1
36.1
12.5
38.4

DA/NA
7.3
8.0
1.6
7.1
4.0

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

Supporter of authorities
36.2
48.6
54.2
56.0
38.4
47.7
55.9

Opponent of authorities
23.0
20.2
20.3
17.2
18.1
14.6
14.5

This doesn’t matter
33.3
28.1
19.4
20.1
31.4
30.6
20.0

DA/NA
7.5
3.1
6.1
6.7
12.1
7.1
9.6

Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Supporter of authorities
36.2
43.6
53.6
52.9
50.5

Opponent of authorities
23.0
21.2
18.1
11.5
18.1

This doesn’t matter
33.3
27.2
22.6
29.9
22.3

DA/NA
7.5
8.0
5.7
5.7
9.1

7. "Speaking recently at a press conference for Russian journalists, A. Lukashenko commented on Gazprom’s plans to increase gas prices for Belarus from January 1, 2007 and he then said, “Rise of prices for gas to this level means break of all our relations. At least, in economics.” Do you share this opinion?"

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 
53.3
40.5
48.1
50.5
49.7
53.1
53.4
61.2

No 
32.4
40.8
37.6
35.0
36.1
32.9
31.1
25.6

DA/NA
14.3
18.7
14.3
14.5
14.2
14.0
15.5
13.2

Table 7.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
57.7
59.1
51.7
53.5
47.6

No 
26.2
25.8
31.1
35.3
42.6

DA/NA
16.1
15.1
17.2
11.2
9.8

Table 7.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
49.9
51.8
47.9
60.8
43.7

No 
38.0
34.1
38.3
25.2
31.9

DA/NA
12.1
14.1
13.8
14.0
24.4

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 
58.1
63.3
49.8
56.2
47.9
47.4
48.6

No 
29.2
28.5
39.3
28.3
30.8
37.1
34.2

DA/NA
12.7
8.2
11.0
15.5
21.4
15.5
17.3

Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
58.1
36.0
60.8
68.0
48.7

No 
29.2
37.2
32.9
20.9
36.7

DA/NA
12.7
26.8
6.3
11.1
14.6

8. "In your opinion, what will be the consequences of gas prices growth for your family and this country in general?"

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

This will greatly aggravate situation in my family and in the country in general
34.9
34.4
32.8
43.6
36.2
37.8
30.1
32.0

This will slightly aggravate situation in my family and the country in general
23.9
19.7
27.7
25.1
31.2
22.7
19.5
19.9

The government will find a way out and prevent any aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general
36.0
39.4
36.3
26.0
29.2
34.0
43.9
42.0

DA/NA
5.2
6.5
3.2
5.3
3.4
5.5
6.5
6.1

Table 8.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

This will greatly aggravate situation in my family and in the country in general
43.8
28.5
31.0
37.6
39.3

This will slightly aggravate situation in my family and the country in general
14.6
24.2
25.6
24.3
26.1

The government will find a way out and prevent any aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general
32.0
42.1
38.9
33.7
30.2

DA/NA
9.6
5.2
4.5
4.4
4.4

Table 8.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

This will greatly aggravate situation in my family and in the country in general
35.4
36.8
36.8
32.2
32.1

This will slightly aggravate situation in my family and the country in general
28.6
24.6
26.8
20.3
17.1

The government will find a way out and prevent any aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general
30.3
34.2
33.9
41.8
42.2

DA/NA
5.7
4.4
2.5
5.7
8.6

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

This will greatly aggravate situation in my family and in the country in general
27.5
23.6
48.4
37.9
30.4
34.6
43.6

This will slightly aggravate situation in my family and the country in general
25.6
21.1
23.3
20.6
23.5
30.2
23.1

The government will find a way out and prevent any aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general
43.8
53.8
22.4
34.0
33.5
31.7
30.0

DA/NA
3.1
1.5
5.9
7.5
12.6
3.5
3.3

Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

This will greatly aggravate situation in my family and in the country in general
27.5
36.0
41.5
37.6
32.8

This will slightly aggravate situation in my family and the country in general
25.6
28.2
20.2
19.1
25.0

The government will find a way out and prevent any aggravation of situation for my family and the country in general
43.8
25.5
36.0
38.8
36.6

DA/NA
3.1
10.3
2.3
4.5
5.6

9. "What’s your opinion of A. Lukashenko’s statement at a recent press conference for Russian journalists: "If there are any tanks attacking Russia from the West, we will stand up and die for Russia. Our people should be ready to this"?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Age, year old



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

I approve and support this
25.9
11.3
21.6
21.1
23.0
20.2
30.0
36.2

This doesn’t matter to me
10.8
16.7
11.2
6.2
11.2
14.4
7.0
10.1

I don’t approve and don’t support this
51.5
58.3
60.8
67.4
56.2
50.5
48.3
39.6

DA/NA
11.9
13.7
6.4
5.3
9.6
14.9
14.7
14.1

Table 9.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

I approve and support this
38.4
31.6
24.1
21.1
22.3

This doesn’t matter to me
14.6
13.4
10.4
8.3
10.0

I don’t approve and don’t support this
32.6
42.7
54.0
58.8
57.1

DA/NA
14.4
12.3
11.5
11.8
10.6

Table 9.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

I approve and support this
20.6
22.9
19.7
36.8
17.5

This doesn’t matter to me
10.4
9.2
11.0
10.6
23.6

I don’t approve and don’t support this
62.6
54.3
62.8
37.9
49.1

DA/NA
6.4
13.6
6.5
14.7
9.8

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

I approve and support this
17.0
21.0
23.2
26.2
27.3
24.7
42.4

This doesn’t matter to me
4.9
11.7
12.5
11.4
17.4
9.4
9.2

I don’t approve and don’t support this
64.6
63.3
54.5
52.5
36.4
53.1
33.4

DA/NA
13.5
4.0
9.7
9.8
18.9
12.8
15.0

Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I approve and support this
17.0
32.1
33.4
23.4
23.5

This doesn’t matter to me
4.9
9.3
8.4
11.9
15.8

I don’t approve and don’t support this
64.6
38.9
53.3
55.0
48.6

DA/NA
13.5
19.8
4.9
9.7
12.1

10. "Would you like Belarus to make a Union with the countries like Venezuela, Iran and China?"

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 
28.4
20.3
26.8
25.7
28.5
29.6
32.4
28.2

No 
52.9
57.0
57.8
56.5
59.6
49.4
49.5
48.2

DA/NA
18.7
22.7
15.4
17.8
11.9
21.0
18.1
23.6

Table 10.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
26.9
26.4
28.3
31.4
26.8

No 
47.5
51.1
53.5
52.1
58.6

DA/NA
25.6
22.5
18.2
16.5
14.6

Table 10.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
30.9
28.8
25.3
28.3
19.5

No 
56.3
52.8
58.7
47.2
64.3

DA/NA
12.8
18.4
16.0
24.5
16.2

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 
44.0
19.1
24.5
24.8
21.8
28.6
32.9

No 
38.7
69.4
63.0
55.9
56.8
37.6
48.3

DA/NA
17.3
11.5
12.5
19.3
21.4
33.8
18.8

Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
44.0
24.3
25.3
20.8
27.9

No 
38.7
53.2
60.2
59.2
52.6

DA/NA
17.3
22.5
14.5
20.0
19.5

11. "Have you heard that the European Union is considering to deprive Belarus of benefits for export of its key goods, which may bring to significant losses in Belarusian budget?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Age, year old



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

Yes 
27.4
20.3
25.2
30.1
34.9
28.1
25.0
23.2

No 
71.9
77.8
74.8
69.3
64.4
70.9
75.0
76.1

NA
0.7
1.9
0
0.6
0.7
1.0
0
0.8

Table 11.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
26.9
14.6
24.8
32.6
38.4

No 
73.1
84.8
74.4
66.6
61.0

NA
0
0.6
0.8
0.8
0.6

Table 11.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
31.6
29.5
23.3
23.6
20.8

No 
68.1
69.9
75.1
75.6
79.2

NA
0.3
0.6
1.6
0.8
0

Table 11.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes 
21.2
19.8
27.3
43.3
32.0
28.3
25.0

No 
78.5
79.8
71.5
55.8
67.4
71.3
74.2

NA
0.4
0.3
1.2
0.9
0.6
0.4
0.8

Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
21.1
32.8
27.5
27.7
27.6

No 
78.5
65.6
72.3
72.3
71.6

NA
0.3
0.4
0.2
0
0.8

12. "Do you know who is Deputy of the Local Council in your constituency?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 
respondents
Age, year old



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

Yes 
44.6
16.6
28.1
32.1
44.1
48.0
51.4
53.9

No 
50.9
79.8
69.6
63.9
50.2
48.8
42.1
41.3

DA/NA
4.5
3.6
2.3
4.0
5.7
3.2
6.5
4.8

Table 12.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
57.1
38.4
38.4
46.3
52.8

No 
39.6
55.3
56.6
49.3
44.0

DA/NA
3.3
6.3
5.0
4.4
3.2

Table 12.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
37.2
46.4
13.8
52.3
44.6

No 
58.1
49.3
84.8
41.8
53.4

DA/NA
4.7
4.3
1.4
5.9
2.0

Table 12.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes 
17.8
37.4
61.2
62.8
46.3
35.6
56.4

No 
78.9
60.2
36.0
32.9
46.8
53.0
41.1

DA/NA
3.3
2.4
2.8
4.3
6.9
11.4
2.5

Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
17.8
26.7
52.6
35.8
68.8

No 
78.9
64.4
45.4
57.6
27.8

DA/NA
3.3
8.9
2.0
6.6
3.4

13. "For what candidate would you vote at this election?"
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

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
49.6
26.2
34.7
33.1
35.7
47.3
58.4
73.8

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
18.6
31.9
29.8
30.4
25.5
19.2
10.8
6.1

Other candidate
12.5
16.8
15.0
15.8
15.6
15.0
9.8
6.4

DA/NA
19.3
25.1
20.5
20.7
22.2
18.5
21.0
13.7

Table 13.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
72.5
65.7
47.0
39.5
37.8

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
5.1
7.9
19.3
23.8
29.8

Other candidate
5.6
9.0
12.5
15.5
16.5

DA/NA
16.8
17.4
21.2
21.2
15.9

Table 13.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
32.4
47.0
24.8
71.4
41.6

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
30.6
18.8
36.0
6.7
19.4

Other candidate
18.4
13.0
16.9
6.5
13.3

DA/NA
18.6
21.2
22.3
15.4
25.7

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

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
29.8
46.4
52.5
61.0
46.7
51.0
64.0

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
25.2
25.6
16.5
14.9
19.0
17.6
9.6

Other candidate
29.4
3.9
14.6
8.6
6.4
7.1
13.1

DA/NA
15.6
24.1
16.4
15.5
27.9
24.3
13.3

Table 13.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
29.8
47.4
59.8
50.9
54.4

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
25.2
16.6
17.8
16.7
17.6

Other candidate
29.4
9.5
8.2
9.1
9.3

DA/NA
15.6
26.5
14.2
23.3
18.7

14. "Did you happen to get introduced (in the mass media, from leaflets, while talking with other people, etc.) to the results of independent opinion polls in Belarus during the past year?"

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

Yes 
30.5
25.3
38.7
40.8
37.2
38.0
25.5
16.0

No 
67.2
69.4
60.5
58.6
61.0
60.0
73.1
79.4

NA
2.3
5.3
0.8
0.6
1.8
2.0
1.3
4.6

Table 14.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes 
12.6
16.3
32.3
35.5
46.1

No 
84.9
77.4
66.0
62.7
53.1

NA
2.5
6.3
1.7
1.8
0.8

Table 14.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes 
38.4
36.6
42.3
15.6
22.1

No 
60.3
62.0
56.3
80.4
72.8

NA
1.3
1.4
1.4
4.0
5.1

Table 14.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes 
47.8
17.2
21.2
35.4
32.9
39.1
21.2

No 
52.2
77.5
77.2
62.3
65.0
57.1
77.2

NA
0
5.3
1.6
2.3
2.1
3.8
1.6

Table 14.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes 
47.8
28.3
33.6
17.2
26.8

No 
52.2
70.0
65.3
82.1
67.7

NA
0
1.7
1.1
0.7
5.5

15. "The law “On Public Opinion Polling” is being currently discussed in the House of Representatives. In the opinion of many Belarusian and foreign experts, it will set up control of authorities over the polling procedure and over publication of opinion poll results in the mass media. Do you support or support not adoption of this law?"

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

Support 
30.0
11.6
11.8
15.3
18.3
31.9
41.5
47.1

Don’t support 
52.7
64.8
70.9
66.9
68.1
50.8
40.6
34.3

DA/NA
17.3
23.6
17.3
17.8
13.6
17.3
17.9
18.6

Table 15.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Support 
39.3
48.9
30.0
21.7
17.9

Don’t support 
36.7
32.1
53.0
62.0
69.9

DA/NA
24.0
19.0
17.0
16.3
12.2

Table 15.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Support 
20.7
26.7
11.2
47.2
18.2

Don’t support 
65.0
58.5
76.4
32.5
47.0

DA/NA
14.3
14.8
12.4
20.3
34.8

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

Support 
27.7
37.7
39.1
21.1
18.1
29.0
34.5

Don’t support 
62.8
51.4
42.1
52.2
60.4
62.7
38.9

DA/NA
9.5
11.0
18.9
26.7
21.4
8.3
26.6

Table 15.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Support 
27.7
24.3
33.5
33.1
31.0

Don’t support 
62.8
48.0
54.6
52.6
48.8

DA/NA
9.5
27.7
11.9
14.3
20.2

16. "What is the Belarusian nation for you?"

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

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
38.2
39.5
43.0
34.1
39.2
35.4
38.7
39.0

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
26.8
27.2
20.4
22.9
23.8
26.5
28.8
27.5

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
25.6
26.6
26.9
37.1
31.0
27.8
22.4
21.0

DA/NA
9.4
6.7
9.7
5.9
6.0
10.3
10.1
12.5

Table 16.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
37.0
38.8
38.7
37.3
39.1

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
27.0
25.2
25.6
27.0
22.9

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
17.6
23.2
27.2
28.2
34.4

DA/NA
18.4
12.8
8.5
7.5
3.6

Table 16.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
33.5
39.7
41.8
39.3
35.8

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
24.3
25.6
28.4
27.2
20.8

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
33.6
26.7
28.6
20.8
30.7

DA/NA
8.6
8.0
1.2
12.7
12.7

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

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
30.1
32.9
37.4
42.4
40.2
48.2
40.6

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
28.8
25.4
28.2
28.4
28.7
17.0
22.1

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
34.2
37.9
23.0
21.3
18.7
27.0
22.2

DA/NA
6.9
3.8
11.4
7.9
12.4
7.8
15.1

Table 16.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
30.1
48.0
36.0
35.3
39.9

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
28.8
17.4
18.6
17.6
37.2

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
34.2
19.2
39.0
33.7
15.9

DA/NA
6.9
15.4
6.4
13.4
7.0

ARE THE STATE AND BUSINESS INTERESTED 

IN EUROPEN WAY FOR BELARUS?

On September 29-30, 2006 within the framework of the project “Strengthening pro-"wider Europe" attitudes in Belarus”, round table discussion “The role of the state and business in strengthening pro-"wider Europe" attitudes in Belarus” was organized in Mogilev with the assistance of Prof. Oleg Manaev’s Group (PMG, Minsk).

The following speakers presented analytical and policy papers based on various surveys: Prof. Stanislav Bogdankevich (Belarusian State Economics University) – "Republic of Belarus vs. EU: drifting slowly to European values and standards"; Associate Prof. Leonid Zlotnikov (Public Association "Alternative – XXI") – "The role of the state in the formation of foreign policy attitudes of Belarusians"; Associate Prof. Alexander Ageyev (Mogilev State University, Mogilev City Council) – "The role of the state in the formation of foreign policy attitudes of Belarusians: regional peculiarities"; Vladimir Karyagin (Minsk Union of Entrepreneurs and Employees) – "Socio-economic context for business and private enterprise development in Belarus from the viewpoint of European values"; Tatiana Kozlovskaya (Mogilev Union of Entrepreneurs) – "The role of private enterprise in strengthening of pro-"wider Europe" attitudes in Belarus"; Prof. Oleg Manaev (PMG) – "Correlation of foreign policy attitudes and public attitudes to business"; Associate Prof. Alyaksandr Sasnow (PMG) – "Living standard and foreign policy attitudes"; Sergey Nikoliuk (PMG) – "Correlation of foreign policy attitudes and public attitudes to the state".

25 leaders of key political parties, NGOs, trade unions and youth associations, University scholars, as well as businessmen and mass media from Mogilev region took an active part in the discussions.

Participants of the round table discussions concluded that participation of Belarusians in business and private enterprise development strengthens their pro-"wider Europe" attitudes more effectively than direct political activities and propaganda. In opposite to pro-European public policy Belarusian authorities could not stop the development of market relations. Slowly but inevitably they affect both mass conciseness and everyday social practices. In opposite to business and private enterprise the state creates various obstacles for strengthening pro-"wider Europe" attitudes in Belarus. But despite its political and ideological commitment, due to economic and technological demands the state has to open the door for European values and standards as well. Civil society activists and private entrepreneurs should use these opportunities more effectively.

NOVEMBER-DECEMBER – 2006

Opinion triangles 

A triangle with the apexes which are the opinion of population and viewpoints of public and private sector elites cannot have rigid characteristics. In this regards, it is more correct to speak about numerous personal triangles built specially for a particular issue. Opinion of the Belarusian elite is not always elitist and this is why construction of the ‘comprehension language’ for the remaining part of the Belarusian society often appears beyond its capacity. Not everything should be reduced to the lack of intellectual resources, yet this may be the case as well. Under the conditions of a tough authoritarian regime, the elite (first of all representatives of the public sector) have to be a servant rather than to serve. This averts any creative urges.

The March presidential election is over. It is now less than a month before the election into the Local Councils. However, it is wrong to say that an election plays any crucial role in the life of the Belarusian society. Of course, the presidential election is an exception in a certain sense, yet this exception works only within a short timeframe of an election campaign.

Let’s have a look in Table 1. This is the triangle of opinions. The question asked to the elite is a kind of test on their understanding of the society which they have to lead by their status. The last variant of answer (DA/NA) is this time again the most important from the viewpoint of analysis: 28% of respondents found it difficult to answer! However, this is the average value. There are even more of those who found it difficult to answer (37%!) among public sector employees. It should be taken into account that those who make the core of private sector employees are leaders of opposition parties, editors of non-state social and political newspapers, businessmen and scientists, or in other words the people whose professional field includes the knowledge (analysis) of public opinion.

Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, for what candidate will the majority of citizens vote at the local election of January 14, 2007?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (10'06)*
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

For a candidate supporting A. Lukashenko
49.6
55
77
33

For a candidate opposing A. Lukashenko
18.6
7
3
10

For other candidate
12.5
10
–
20

DA/NA
19.3
28
20
37

* This question had the following wording: "For what candidate would you vote at this election?"

At the same time, the very public opinion (the first column) is not surprising. It has been unexpectedly stable in attitude to authorities over the entire year 2006.

The next table lets us speak about one more triangle. (See Table 2). In the opinion of united elite, the answer going definitely the first is ‘It doesn’t have the potential to do anything.’ Representatives of the public sector made the greatest contribution into this result, which is quite expected. Let’s see the first three leaders in each of the groups polled. They have no full match and only two double matches (“Change its methods of struggle” and “Work better”.)

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "What should the opposition do to receive greater support of population?", % (no more than three answers)



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (11'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

It doesn’t have the potential to do 

anything
13.7
42
67
17

Opposition should unite
16.8
28
27
30

Change its methods of struggle
22.5
28
20
37

Work better
25.2
25
13
37

Have a simple program 
15.7
22
3
40

Go into the masses
20.8
20
13
27

Be just and fair
26.8
12
3
20

Increase people’s living standard
23.7
8
7
10

We don’t need the opposition
13.5
2
3
–

Other 
3.5
7
–
13

The public opinion comes to the activity of opposition with what is most topical for it. It demands that the opposition is free and fair, works better and help increase people’s living standard. Two thirds of public sector employees, as it has been noted above, presently don’t see any sense in the opposition activity proper. Their positive contribution into the development of opposition movement comes to the most general recommendations like unite and work better. Private sector employees, many of whom identify themselves as the opposition, hope first of all on a simple program. This opinion is quite surprising since the development of a simple program is the most available action for the opposition under the authoritarian regime. Nowadays nothing and no one in Belarus hinders the development of political programs. This doesn’t require permission from the authorities or substantial sponsorship.

Awareness about forthcoming economic problems hasn’t generated in the Belarusian society any significant hopes for transformation of the political regime: 61% of public sector employees still see A. Lukashenko the head of state even in five years. (See Table 3). All the rest simply evaded the answer by putting a tick for DA/NA alternative. The opinion of private sector employees is more diverse on this really critical issue. They surely cannot agree with irremovability of the first president, yet they don’t count on their own (opposition) forces. They think help should come from outside and consider the Kremlin as the major help. 

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think there can appear a real alternative to 

A. Lukashenko by the next presidential election, and where from if you think there can?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

No real alternative will appear within the next five years
38
61
16

Real alternative may come from anywhere provided such a decision is taken in the Kremlin
12
–
23

Real alternative will come from the nomenclature 
8
–
17

Real alternative will come from the Belarusian democratic opposition
5
3
7

Real alternative will come from the masses
5
3
7

Real alternative will come from A. Lukashenko’s immediate circle 
2
–
3

DA/NA
30
33
27

Refusal to find support in its own forces is partially proved in the list of opposition leaders. Z. Poznyak is put on the first line in answers to the question “Would you please name a Belarusian politician or a public figure who expresses the best your interests?” His name was chosen by 20% of private sector employees and 10% of public sector employees (together – 15%). The second place was given to A. Milinkevich. Another presidential candidate A. Kozulin received 5% and took only fifth line in the rating of those expressing the interests of Belarusian elite.

The above data of the opinion poll among the elite draws to the conclusion that the Belarusian elite hasn’t yet presently overcome the crisis they faced after the failure at the presidential election in March. Galvanization of Z. Poznyak’s name speaks really much. This is a kind of protest against inefficiency of politicians.

Pragmatism of a statesman

Determining the topic of month, this is undoubtedly preparations to conversion of fraternal Russia-Belarus relations onto the market and pragmatic basis. Economic price of this issue is $6-7 billion and political – further existence of the authoritarian regime in Belarus. In a word, it has something to talk and argue about. The Belarusian elite don’t believe in diplomatic talents of the president. Both private and public sector employees agree about this. (See Table 4). In regards to other variants of answer, the difference is more significant here. The private sector thinks global while their colleagues are more pragmatic. They are used to looking at the world through the prism of personal interest. As they say, it depends on what they studied for.

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question: "By various assessments, subsidies into the Belarusian economics from duty-free transportation of Russian oil make $ 2-3 billion annually. In your opinion, what is the ground for such generosity on the part of Russia?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

This is the result of A. Lukashenko’s diplomacy
10
13
7

This way Russia pays for loyalty of Belarus
27
13
40

Personal interest of Russian and Belarusian officials
63
74
53

The past year will most likely put an end to the many year competition around the joint ownership of the Belarusian gas pipeline. The strategy of promises with their further denunciation has already played out. The elite are in general ready to the loss of control over this important part of national patrimony. As it was expected, public sector employees are more patriotic while the common people surprised really much. The reason is that the opinion of A. Lukashenko’s supporters (and they are the majority in Belarus) always follows the statements of the president. A. Lukashenko never spoke against sale of Beltransgaz in public, but he turned the talk onto the fair price. As regards the issues of justice, everyone knows he has no equal in the world. Nevertheless, 82% of Belarusians who chose the variant of answer “Under no circumstances they should sell Beltransgaz” is a sociological fact that cannot be denied. (See Table 5).

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question: " In your opinion, on what conditions can Belarus sell its gas transportation and supply enterprise Beltransgaz?, %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (04'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Under no circumstances they should sell Beltransgaz
82.0
37
43
30

They could sell it at the market price
16.9
58
57
60

This fact developed based on the official parasitic attitude with which the authorities themselves call to fight (“The time of parasitic attitude is over!”). It is OK to receive Russian gas for $47 per 1,000 cu m. Of course, it is because we are two branches of one nation living within the framework of the Union State! Yet, we won’t sell a part of Beltransgaz! No way! It’s ours! The years of independence weren’t lost. The national conscience learnt to distinguish between its own benefit and some general benefit. 

The question about conditions for sale of Beltransgaz was also asked to the elite in May, shortly after the first official statements by Gazprom on the forthcoming rise in gas price for Belarus. Those statements weren’t then taken that seriously. Despite this, answers given by public sector employees and by private sector employees were close. There occurred considerable changes with the opposite signs within these groups. Thus, in May the ratio on the first variant of answer was 20 : 50 (today 43 : 30) and on the second - 77 : 47 (57 : 60). Representatives of the state elite have obviously lost the ability to give rational assessment of the situation under the pressure of the economically inevitable. As it should be, archaic layers of conscience operating with simple notions like “our-alien” revealed themselves in the critical situation. For private sector employees, sale of Beltransgaz’ controlling stock means A. Lukashenko’s official recognition of his defeat. This explains the opposite trend.

The population in general as well as the elite well realize detrimental consequences of gas price increase. (See Table 6). The elite don’t believe in catastrophic future. Many-years experience of finding personal interest in the state field wasn’t lost. (See Table 4). This first of all applies to the public sector employees. On the other hand, they don't pin hopes on president's negotiator abilities. Also, it is unreasonable to deny slight aggravation, this is why there are 71% for the second variant of answer. Over a third of population still believes that everything will come to normal. In general, it is possible to conclude that neither the society nor the elite are ready to a stunning blow. It is easy to understand why. Just look through the state-run newspapers. Here is one very typical example. In December Belarusian Cabinet approved the budget for 2007. The latter doesn’t take Russia-Belarus relations into consideration. This time A. Lukashenko’s notorious call to “proceed depending on situation” was neglected.

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, what will be the consequences of gas prices growth for your family and this country in general?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (10'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Prices for central heating as well as for other goods and services will jump up which will bring to a serious aggravation
34.9
20
10
30

Prices for central heating as well as for other goods and services will start growing which will slightly aggravate the situation
23.9
71
80
64

I believe the government will find a way out
36.0
7
10
3

When Belarusian authorities face real problems they rush to seek for non-standard decisions instead of having a rational discussion with the society. Just remember the row around the Azerbaijan and Venezuelan oil. Such innovations target the PR only (to distract the public opinion). Construction of a nuclear plant is one of the trump cards in the propaganda deck of the authorities. The game into a nuclear plant construction in the society which is still suffering the Chernobyl syndrome won’t bring stable dividends. (See Table 7).

Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question: "The Government of Belarus has taken decision on the construction of a nuclear plant in the Mogilev region. Some people support this idea and others not. What is your attitude to this decision?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

I don’t support construction of a nuclear plant in Belarus
52.2
63
80
47

I support construction of a nuclear plant in Belarus
30.0
22
10
33

This doesn’t mater to me
13.4
2
–
3

In general, the results of June nation opinion poll agree with the opinion of elite, yet there’s a considerable gap between the sectors. This is a typical situation of the average temperature in the hospital. How could this happen? This is a hard question. Perhaps, public sector employees are more pragmatic in their assessment of consequences of this yet another construction of age for the country’s economics in view of their position in the government hierarchy. On the threshold of economic problems in 2007, additional load on the budget may appear fatal. This is the reason for a clear-cut “Don’t support.”

Revolt of conformists

Consolidation of elite is critical for stability of any authoritarian regime, and it should develop around the personality of the leader. In the modern Belarus this condition is observed which is particularly seen in the well-adjusted mechanism of election. Thus, the staff of the election commissions of all levels comprised over 73,000 people at the past presidential election. Choice of such a number of 
executives loyal to the regime is quite a difficult task yet it is accomplished. Not a single foul-up has been registered over lately.

Is the loyalty of the elite true? Or perhaps, this is the state of classic mass conformism? There’s no mystery about this. It is not for the first time that opinion polls among elite conducted by independent sociologists reveal disagreement of viewpoints of the elite with the official course of the authorities. First of all, this disagreement shows in geopolitical preferences. The Belarusian elite are pro-European in their majority. (See Table 8). Of course, private sector employees make the greatest contribution, yet supporters of Belarus’ accession into the EU among the public sector are as well many. However, the results appear very different during nation opinion polls. Choosing between integration with Russia and with the EU, the majority of Belarusians give obvious preference to the Eastern direction. 

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, should Belarus become an EU member?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Yes 
65
43
87

No  
32
50
13

Authoritarian Belarusian regime inherited love to mobilization mechanisms from the Soviet past. It’s quite another matter that the regime is already unable to carry out permanent mobilization of the electorate under the current conditions, yet during election campaigns mobilization mechanisms are used to 100%. Fear of unknown and therefore of extremely dangerous enemy is given much importance there. Just recall 73 terrorist organizations about which President A. Lukashenko spoke from the tribune of the Third All-Belarusian Assembly. Nevertheless, the elite don’t share these fears. If it sees any threat to the development of Belarus, this is on the contrary the Belarusian authorities proper. (See Table 9).

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, who poses threat to the development of Belarus?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Belarusian authorities
38
17
60

Russia
8
3
13

Belarusian opposition
5
7
3

West
3
7
–

Nobody threats to Belarus 
52
73
30

There are of course differences in assessments of public and private sector employees. For instance, the state elite are not that positively affirming about the “Belarusian authorities” as they are the core of the latter. However, they don’t transfer fears on other components. They rather pick up the variant of answer “Nobody threats to Belarus.”
The Belarusian elite identify themselves as the totally national elite. This expounds for its patriotism which shows in particular in unwillingness to integrate with Russia. (See Tables 10-11). Adaptation of both the society and the elite to the new conditions is almost completed for the years of independence. Now, merging with Russia would for many top echelon representatives mean not only loss of the social statuses they achieved but also direct material losses, because power and money are Siamese twins within the Belarusian economic model and the one cannot exist without the other.

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "If a referendum on Russia-Belarus integration is held today, how would you vote?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

For integration 
46.4
5
10
–

Against integration
33.5
84
80
87

Wouldn’t come to voting
10.6
3
–
7

Table 11

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



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Relations between Russia and Belarus should be the same as with other CIS member states
28.7
80
70
90

Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states bound with close political and economic ties 
51.7
17
23
10

Belarus and Russia should become a single state with one president, government, army, flag, currency, etc.
14.0
3
7
–

Sticking basically to pro-European opinions, the elite nevertheless has a very sober judgment of the Western direction in the Belarusian ‘multidirectional’ politics. In its opinion, no considerable changes are to be expected. This as well expounds for its skepticism about Europe’s proposals. The question in Table 12 is mild in its wording: it speaks about the possibility of a dialogue only, yet the elite say “No.” What’s more, the percentage of negative answers is higher among public sector employees! As they say, they know better. They know what is done and what will be done in the near future.

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "European Commission has developed a new package of proposals for Belarus offering economic support in exchange to democratic reforming in the country. In your opinion, will these proposals promote the dialogue between the Belarusian power and the West?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Yes 
10
7
13

No 
70
77
63

This same soberness appears in the viewpoints about Russia-Belarus gas conflict. After many years of delay in privatization of Beltransgaz, this issue seems have come to its logic settlement: independent appraiser ABN Amro Bank, Netherlands, have performed its mission. What will be the decision of the Belarusian side? About 75% of the elite believe that it will postpone the sale on any ground. By the way, there isn’t significant difference on this issue between different groups of the elite.

Disagreement in answers to anonymous questionnaires and real actions (this first of all applies to public sector employees) is easy to explain. It is not fortuitous that S. Milgram, developer of the theory of conformism, noted that it is easy to recruit servicing staff for a Nazi concentration camp in any US town. The point is to gradually introduce these people to their new duties.

The Belarusian social model is first of all the instrument of personality suppression. Unlike Stalin’s model, it doesn’t aim at aggressive coverage. It grounds on exterior loyalty which is supported by threats of losing social status (open discontent automatically moves state officials into the group of fringe officials) rather than by brute force. One should be aware that as the Belarusian society learns Western consumer behavior patterns its taste for conformism will grow. A. Lukashenko was absolutely right to state in his time, “We didn’t fire any man with an alternative thinking, who didn’t stick to the conception, from the government apparatus. There were simply no people like that. This is an axiom for us.” 

Now, what is primary, conformism of officials under stability or stability in the situation of total conformism? This is a philosophical question. What is much more important, this is absence of personality resources inside this circle able to break it. This doesn’t exclude help from outside, though. As Russia-Belarus talks show, the Belarusian miracle lays on Russia’s subsidies measured in dozens percents of GDP. Representatives of the elite stand in its center and the majority of them bite thumbs for good luck in their pockets. For how long they will keep doing is a rhetorical question. 

Blurring of the blank spot 

The seminar “National Identity of Belarus” held under the auspices of Friedrich Ebert Foundation took place in Minsk in 2003. The collected articles of the seminar included the article “Belarus: Collective Identity or Pluralist Identity?” by German political scientist T. Bayer. We should like to quote the first two paragraphs of the article. “Contrary to the trend in most Eastern European countries under transition, which realized their national identity in the 90-ies, there’s the country that presents a special case. This is Belarus.

It is almost impossible to mobilize its population with the national idea, which has become the reason for appearance of a strange blank spot at the map of national self-consciousness. Some of political scientists are bewildered by this unique case in the post-colonial world since the country that received independence surrenders this independence. Widely spread scientific attitude to this phenomenon lies in understanding of the weak Belarusian nationalism as the deficit overcoming of which is the objective of the transformation science. According to it, in view of his too strong orientation at Russia President A. Lukashenko impedes search for national identity to its people.”

It has been three years now from publication of the above quoted article. It seems this is a short term to see significant changes in such a fundamental field like formation of national identity. However, practice has once again disgraced the theory. This has become possible to a great extent due to changes in the behavior of the elite. USSR collapse and the following elimination of the single coordination center pushed the Belarusian elite into the field of independent decision taking which brought to its gradual transformation from the elite subordinate into the elite responsible. This transformation certainly influenced the identity change.

What the German political scientist failed to see in 2003, the Belarusian elite understood even two years earlier. Speaking on May 19, 2001 at the Second All-Belarusian Assembly, President A. Lukashenko pointed to the formation of independent Belarusian state as to a major achievement of the previous five years. “There were both achievements and failures over the past five years. We shouldn’t miss the major achievement of these five years at the background of miscellaneous (even very important) problems. For the first time over the long history of our people, Belarus is an independent and sovereign state.”

The opinion of the Belarusian elite often differs significantly from the public opinion registered during nation opinion polls. Data in Table 13 is well show that the question about the “major achievement” is not the case.

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question: "Has Belarus become a really independent state over the past 15 years?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Yes, it has
68.8
75
83
67

No, it hasn’t
20.5
20
10
30

Quite expectedly, public sector employees appeared more advanced. Belarusian statehood starts with administrative independence rather than with culture. Under such a model, an official will become not just a key bearer of the national idea but also its key implementation agent. Certainly, a key agent of transformations should receive the first prize. Data in Table 14 fully prove this statement. Look at the line DA/NA. Its informational capacity is rather unique for the mass opinion polls.

The question about benefit and loss from independence appeared fairly complicated for the public opinion, especially under conditions when the mass media don’t give any open hints. The state elite don’t need the hints of this kind, and it didn’t see any difficulty to answer the question in Table 14.

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you personally benefited or lost from that Belarus has become an independent country?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Benefited 
49.8
88
97
80

Lost 
15.6
2
3
–

DA/NA
34.6
10
–
20

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is the Belarusian nation for you?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

All citizens of Belarus irrespective of their ethnicity, their language of everyday communication, and their national traditions
38.2
79
90
67

All ethnic Belarusians irrespective of their place of residence and citizenship
26.8
8
–
16

All citizens of Belarus speaking Belarusian, observing Belarusian traditions and bringing up their children based on these traditions
25.6
8
7
10

Clearly, asked the question “What is the Belarusian nation for you?” (see Table 15) public sector employees who are statesmen by their position make emphasis on the statehood approach in definition of the nation. For the majority of them, such approach isn’t the result of abstract reasoning at rest but the product of daily exercise. Private sector employees are not so much restricted by stiff routine in their opinion formation, this is why their answers aren’t so rigidly determined. However, answers of both groups of the elite greatly differ from “the average on the hospital.” The reason is still the same: representatives of the elite and common citizens stand on different levels of involvement into the state formation. 

Difference in the pace of national identification within the elite and within the society in general is seen in the attitude to “the other.” Actually, the very fact of comprehending “the other” is a good indicator that the process began. Thus, it is clear that for Belarusians their attitude to Russians is important. The data in Table 10 (see pg. 43) let us understand that the process began and the elite are able to head it.

As it has been mentioned above, cultural component is not dominant in the formation of national identity of Belarusian citizens. Hence, the question “To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?” split the Belarusian elite. There’s no trace of earlier unanimity. The Belarusian elite (both public sector employees and their colleagues from private sector) identify themselves first of all as representatives of all-European culture and this way they expressed their disagreement with the public opinion. Noteworthy, percentages of “all-Europeans” among private and public sectors are nearly the same, yet several variants of answer were allowed in Table 16.

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question: "To what cultural tradition do you relate yourself?", % 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Belarusian 
64.2
48
63
33

Russian
13.6
7
10
3

Soviet
13.3
7
7
7

All-European
8.1
65
67
63

Other
0.9
3
3
3

Private sector employees didn’t use actively this opportunity. The total amount of their answers made 115% while this same figure for the public sector is much higher – 150%. What variants of answer were duplicated? It is easy to understand that public sector employees who paid tribute to the Western direction of cultural identification certainly remembered about their Belarusian roots. Judging from answers, this combination seemed quite logic for them. 

Substantial difference in the answers of elite and the results of the nation opinion poll about “all-European culture” can have several interpretations. On the one hand, elite’s cultural orientation for European values let us hope for transformation of the Belarusian society in favor of the united Europe. On the other hand, such deep socio-cultural gap between the elite and the society can bring to mutual misunderstanding in the conditions of a socio-economic crisis, probability of which has greatly increased over lately. Elite and masses can simply fail to come to an agreement at an acute moment and will thus create conditions for appearance of one more ‘populist devil from the snuff-box.’

Into Europe, without NATO 

Where does homeland begin? In the opinion of the most part of Belarusian elite (80%), it begins from the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. This is XIII-XVIII  cc. All other historic precedents are registered as merely the traces. Thus, the Belarusian Popular Republic (1918) received only 8% of votes, BSSR – 5% and the Republic of Belarus formed in 1991 – same 5%.

The roots are binding. This is the reason why the elite see the major national interest in state independence. (See Table 17). Merging with one of geopolitical giants – either in the West or in the East – is not popular. Such distribution of votes for a small country in the geographical center of Europe may seem surprising. Small political agents have little inner resources to develop and uphold their own path. As a rule, their successful survival strategies are choosing of a right ally. This is the world practice. It is entirely possible that patriotism of the Belarusian elite generates from the low level of its inner resources. The majority of the elite entered it yet under the Soviets and it is hard for them to adapt to the new life. One should not be misled by willingness of a half of the polled (40% from the public sector and 60% from the private sector) to work in an EU country. There’s usually a great distance between concourse of favorable circumstances (“… if you had such an opportunity”) and particular efforts taken to create them.

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, what are the national interests of 

Belarus?", % (no more than three answers)



Variant of answer
All

 respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

Independence and sovereignty of Belarus
80
90
70

Democratization of society
50
37
63

Human rights observance 
42
47
37

Increase of people’s living standard
37
50
23

Integration into Europe
27
23
30

Reforming of economics
27
13
40

Development of national culture
10
10
10

Improvement of demographic situation
8
13
3

Integration with Russia
7
13
–

Cooperation with the developed countries
2
–
3

Value of independence as well leaves its mark on the attitude to Union State construction. In the opinion of the majority (88%), such a union would mean loss of national sovereignty for Belarus. There is no difference here between the answers of public and private sectors. As for the threat from the West, the Belarusian elite almost don’t feel it. Answering to the question “Do you think the West is hostile towards Belarus and the Belarusians should be very careful about it?” 83% of public and 97% of private sector employees said “No.” What’s more, there’s a significant positive dynamics in answers to this question. Thus, in May only 60% of public sector employees were to the same degree definitely pro-European.

The recent Belarusian initiatives on the search of new strategic allies are not considered at all among elite representatives. (See Table 18). One can see a rare unanimity on this issue. Unlike the public opinion which is very pliable to the official propaganda, the elite have intellectual basis to work out their own opinion and so they are able to separate wheat from tare.

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like Belarus to make a Union with the countries like Venezuela, Iran and China?", %



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

No 
52.9
93
93
93

Yes  
28.4
–
–
–

The positive moment here is that despite the Soviet past of the Belarusian elite the answers pertaining to democratization and human rights observance in Table 17 go in the second and third place after independence. Nation opinion polls show absolutely different priorities. Thus, the first place is steadily given to the components of the living standard (in June of 2006 “growth of prices” received 60% while “human rights violation” was mentioned almost four-fold more seldom – 22%).

Table 19

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



Variant of answer
Nation opinion poll (06'06)
Opinion poll among leaders and experts



All 

respondents
Public sector employees
Private sector employees

No 
71.8
38
53
23

Yes 
14.9
20
7
33

DA/NA
13.1
42
40
44

Being in general pro-European, the Belarusian elite don’t transfer its sympathies to the NATO. (See Table 19). However, the difference between the two groups is really big. What surprises is a different thing – the line DA/NA. When answers require knowledge beyond daily experience, respondents almost always feel confused which is displayed in growing number of those who find it difficult to answer (extremely politicized questions are an exception).

The question about the NATO is exactly a politicized one. It didn’t cause any difficulty during the nation opinion poll. However, it appeared difficult for … the elite! Not everything is that straightforward. It is possible that we see a classic example when honey is sweet, but the bee stings. The Belarusian elite are not free from the stereotypes which were built up for decades. Even filling in an anonymous questionnaire, 40% of respondents didn’t dare to make choice. They preferred to choose neutral from their viewpoint variant and their belonging to the public sector didn’t play any role.

RESULTS OF THE OPINION POLL AMONG LEADERS AND EXPERTS 

conducted in December of 2006, %

(those interviewed are over 60 persons almost equally representing public and private sectors)

1. Would you like to work, at least on a temporary basis, in an EU country if you had such an opportunity?

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes 
50
40
60

No 
45
53
37

NA
5
7
3

2. What nationalities are closer to you, the Chinese, the Iranians and the Venezuelans or the Americans and Europeans (the Czech, the Polish, the Lithuanians, etc.)?

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

The Chinese, the Iranians and the Venezuelans are closer to me
2
–
3

Americans and Europeans are closer to me
90
90
90

DA/NA
8
10
7

3. What’s your opinion of A. Lukashenko’s statement made at a recent press conference for Russian journalists: "If there are any tanks attacking Russia from the West, we will stand up and die for Russia. Our people should be ready to this"?
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

I approve and support this
7
10
4

It doesn't matter to me
7
–
14

I don’t approve and don’t support this
84
90
78

DA/NA
2
–
4

4. Is the Union State of Russia and Belarus in which both countries would maintain their sovereignty at all possible?
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes 
10
10
10

No 
88
90
87

DA/NA
2
–
3

5. Independent appraiser ABN Amro will in the near future present its price for Beltrasgaz. In your opinion, what decision will the Belarusian party take in this regards?
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Will agree to sell Beltransgaz at the given price
7
–
14

Won’t agree with the appraisal
13
13
13

Will delay the sale on any ground
75
77
73

DA/NA
5
10
–

6. President of Belarus Alexander Lukashenko recently stated, “… Belarusians and Russians are actually one nation." What is your attitude to this statement?

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Agree
7
13
–

I don’t agree but this statement of A. Lukashenko doesn’t hurt me
72
70
73

I’m indignant and feel insulted with this statement of A. Lukashenko 
18
17
20

NA
3
–
7

7. Please give the name of a Belarusian politician or a public figure who expresses the best your interests. 

(open question, more than one answer is possible)
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Z. Poznyak
15
10
20

A. Milinkevich
12
7
17

A. Voitovich
8
3
13

S. Kalyakin
8
10
7

A. Kozulin
5
3
7

M. Marinich
5
3
7

Other (13 politicians, each mentioned by no more than two respondents)
28
10
46

8. Did you happen to get introduced (in the mass media, from leaflets, while talking with other people, etc.) to the results of independent opinion polls in Belarus during the past year?
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

Yes  
73
60
87

No  
27
40
13

9. Would you name five in your opinion the best independent research and analytical centers in Belarus?
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

O. Manaev’s group (former IISEPS)
53
30
76

Strategy 
30
23
37

NOVAK
18
10
27

Institute for Privatization and Management
17
17
17

Other (2 centers, each mentioned by no more than two respondents)
5
3
7

10. Would you name five in your opinion the best independent researchers and analysts in Belarus?
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Public sector employees 
Private sector employees 

L. Zaiko
35
23
47

O. Manaev 
35
27
43

A. Sasnow
22
10
34

V. Karbalevich 
20
10
30

A. Vardomatsky 
13
7
20

P. Daneiko
8
10
7

E. Rakova
8
7
10

L. Zlotnikov 
7
–
13

Y. Romanchuk
7
–
13

A. Feduta
5
3
7

Other (23 names, each mentioned by no more than two 

respondents)
43
23
63

BELARUS GEOPOLITICAL CHOICE COULD AFFECT ALL THE REGION 

On November 17-18, 2006 within the framework of the project “Strengthening pro-"wider Europe" attitudes in Belarus”, round table discussion “Future of Belarus inside and outside "wider-Europe” was organized in Grodno with the assistance of Prof. Oleg Manaev’s Group (PMG, Minsk).

The following speakers presented analytical and policy papers based on various surveys: Academician Alexander Voitovich (National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Belarus) – "Towards democratic Belarus via cooperation with European and Russian partners"; Sergey Kalyakin (Party of Communists Belarusian) – "Future of Belarus inside and outside "wider-Europe”: is there any alternative to the current policy?"; Prof. Alexander Ostrowsky (Grodno State Medical University) – "Belarus between Russia and EU: following a third way?"; Prof. Svetlana Kul-Silverstova (Grodno State University) – "Belarus inside and outside European culture: lessons of history"; Associate Prof. Leonid Zaiko (Analytical Center "Strategy", Minsk) – "Europe Enlargement to the East: experience for Belarus"; Sergey Nikoliuk (PMG) – "Socio-dynamics of European choice in Belarus and Russia"; Prof. Oleg Manaev (PMG) - "Belarus and "wider Europe": a partner or an obstacle?"; Associate Prof. Alyaksandr Sasnow (PMG) – "Do Belarusians affect their geopolitical choice?"; Yury Istomin (United Civil Party, Grodno) – " Strengthening pro-"wider Europe" attitudes in Belarus: regional experience".

25 leaders of key political parties, NGOs, trade unions and youth associations, University scholars, as well as businessmen and mass media from Mogilev region took an active part in the discussions.

Participants of the round table discussions concluded that Belarus geopolitical choice could affect not only the country itself, but both CIS and Europe as well. It could lead to stabilization or destabilization of situation in the region. The country has social, political, economic and other resources for going both eastward and westward.    However, despite some "geopolitical zigzags" under Lukashenko rule Belarus goes eastward or to self isolation. The existing stability based on quite fragile foundations (i.e. state control over society and economic support from Russia), and could collapse under changing circumstances. That's why all those inside and outside the country who are interested in progress for Belarus should concentrate their efforts on strengthening favourable and elimination of unfavourable resources for making the right choice.

OPEN FORUM
HOW FAR ARE WE FROM EUROPE?

Prof. Oleg Manaev answering to Arche’s questions  

"Arche": What is Europe for you?
O.M.: I look at this from both geographic and cultural viewpoint. Geographically, this is the continent where we live and in the center of which Belarus is situated. Its continental peculiarities like landscape, climate, etc. are as well very important. Yet, in the first place Europe is certainly a cultural notion, i.e. the system of values which evolved and developed in the ancient time. This is the system of values on which the western world presently stands.

"Arche": Is Belarus currently a part of Europe? Perhaps, it is still to become its part? What should be done in this regards in Belarus?

O.M.: From the cultural viewpoint, Belarus is only to a certain extent a part of Europe. Starting from the 12th century (we won’t go deeper into centuries), i.e. from the Principality of Polatsk and later the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, these territories were in a sense – religious, legal, political, economic, etc. – already a part of the European cultural space. At the same time, it belonged to the other world, to Eurasian world. That geopolitical and cultural bifurcation lasted for centuries and became especially distinct in the past three centuries when Belarus was a part of Rzech Pospolita, then a part of the Russian Empire and of the Soviet Union. Today we have it exactly the same: Belarus is a two-component cultural formation. Many people in it share European values. From this viewpoint, it belongs to the European cultural space. There’s yet a different Belarus. The gap between these two is huge in what regards values.

Yet ten years ago the IISEPS published the data showing that the Belarusian society consists of three groups. The first group is pro-European, of course not in the full sense of the word, but it shares many of the values mentioned. This is approximately a third of the population (to remind, we have about 10 million people in Belarus, so a third is around 3 million people.) If these Belarusians are somehow magically taken there, I think they would well fit into the European politics, economics, management and the mode of life…

The second group – as well approximately a third of the population – doesn’t understand and doesn’t accept this system of values. This is the so-called Soviet Belarus. There’s yet another third. In certain respects, for example economically, it is oriented at the European system of values and in some other, for example legally, at the Eurasian system. In this sense, we can say that Belarus remains like it was a two-component cultural formation incorporating different systems of values.

What should be done in this direction? I’m not a political strategist or a politician to give recommendations on how to organize social and political process properly. Everyone should mind his own business. The goal of our team, which is the former IISEPS, and my own is to strengthen the positions of Euro-Belarusians as well as encourage the vacillating to go to these positions and help the Soviet Belarusians live calmly, neither feel aggrieved nor hinder the development of the country. From my experience, I should say this is almost impossible to make them Euro-Belarusians. On the other hand, this is not so important. If Euro-Belarusians become the majority, accession of our country into Europe as a cultural space will be a matter of technique – political, economic, law, informational, etc.

"Arche": What can Belarus bring into Europe?

O.M.: I have two ideas in this regards. First and foremost, if Europe is regarded as a system of values and the best-developed culture in the contemporary world, this would be returning into the common European family for Belarus as the nation, society and the state. Just imagine that we all are members of a large family, and we have a sister or a brother who left for a long time. Now they are back. Will this give anything good to the family? Sure, it will! Everyone will be happy to be again together. The family will become stronger; it will have more working hands and support… From this viewpoint, return of Belarus into Europe will strengthen not only Belarus but also Europe. This is why Europe is expanding over the past ten years.

 The second idea is more pragmatic. It is connected rather with geographic Europe and not cultural. Coming back into Europe would give to Grand Europe the opportunity to carry out more efficient cooperation (economic, political, military, informational, etc.) with Eurasia and would open new prospects. There are many examples of this. For instance, export of energy carriers from Eurasia, not only from Russia but also from Turkmenistan and Azerbaijan. If Belarus enters Europe more geographically than culturally or politically, this will create some problems for the entire region. There have already been these kinds of collisions. Gas conflict in February of 2004 is one of the examples. In this sense, return of Belarus into Europe would help solve many problems and not only those pertaining to transit. The border of Grand Europe would move from Bug to Smolensk. In a pragmatic sense, this would undoubtedly strengthen Europe.

"Arche": Should Belarus make any strategic choice? If it should, then what choice: Union State of Belarus and Russia/EU/CIS? Are these alternatives mutually exclusive? What should be done to make them reality?
O.M.: I’m a realist and I try to take a realistic view of any situation. I wouldn’t say this if I didn’t see the social situation in the society and if I didn’t see that we have a basis for the European path. I mean if there would be 3% of Euro-Belarusians and not 30%. It is quite possible that my personal biography would be different: I would either long ago left for the West or would be involved into a different business… So, European prospects for Belarus give certain hopes and basis for activity.

The issue like geopolitical choice of the country (in any situation, no matter whether we are talking about Asian-Pacific region, Latin America, Africa or Europe) is first of all the choice of people, citizens, society, the choice of elites and the government. Our country should make this choice.

I know many people who think that Belarus doesn’t need this choice since we could use advantages of both sides. Even the president said, “An affectionate calf is sucking two cows.” I think such viewpoint improper. It is wrong not in an abstract political or cultural sense but in the direct sense. Dynamics of world development is growing more intense every decade. World globalization is going rapidly and deeply. Its results are evident everywhere – in economics, culture, informational and military fields, etc. When a country, a nation, people, elites and government denounce this choice – on rational grounds so as to get certain cultural, political, economic and other benefits – they lag behind and miss these processes. Life is going forth but the nations, societies and states that give up this choice not only miss the prospects but lose present-day opportunities. The pace of globalization is going up, so the more the choice is delayed no matter on what grounds the more we lose (to note in parenthesis, I speak in general about the choice as country’s geopolitical self-identification, no matter European or Eurasian.) This will be an endless loss. Just take a retrospective look at the history of those states and nations that didn’t make such a choice on time – they either disappeared or became a part of other nations, states and cultures. Belarus will not escape such future if it constantly delays its choice.

What is the choice it needs to take? This is a political question rather than scientific. So the reasoning should be different here. I wish to remind that I’m neither a political scientist nor a politician, but I can imagine how I would discourse on this if I were a politician. I would think proceeding from the reality of the feeling – first of all, from the interests of the Belarusian people (real interest and not like the authorities or the opposition see them), from the interests of Europe and of course from the interests of Russia. In other words, I would act carefully and gradually. In the current geopolitical situation, it is senseless to proclaim that Belarus like that fairy-tale hut should “turn its back to Russia and its front to the EU.” Let’s imagine that some other leader comes to power in Belarus tomorrow. It doesn’t matter Petrov, Ivanov, Sidorov or Milinkevich. How can he make his choice? He can’t go to Brussels, shake hands with Barroso and Solana and sign an agreement with them like in old times when the elite took paramount decisions, when Hitler and Ribbentrop stroke a bargain with Stalin and Molotov and then concealed its details from the people. I think this won’t work today as the leader needs to have public support. Nowadays this is achieved by national referendum in the majority of countries, and Belarus is not an exception. They need to ask people and take their opinions and attitudes into account.

Back to my thought, if the Belarusians are presently asked “If you were to choose between integration with Russia and accession to the European Union, which one would you chose?” the ratio is 56% vs. 30%, or nearly 2:1, in favor of integration with Russia (to mention in parenthesis, this doesn’t point out to willingness of the majority to merge with Russia. Thus, asked a direct question about integration with Russia, 44% would vote “for” and 30% “against,” and asked about referendum on the Union State’s Constitution, only 35% would vote for it. However, if asked a “black or white” question which suggests only two alternatives, the majority of Belarusians will vote for Russia and not for the EU.) Therefore, if a new pro-European leader puts this question on a referendum, he will appear a hostage of its results. What he will do then? He will hardly be able to say: “No, you’re mistaken. It is better to do as I advise.” He will have to either go against the will of people or carry out the politics which runs counter to his own views and to why he fought for power. I assume any prudent political leader with try to avert this.

Thereby, we need to take cautious approach, i.e. carry out appropriate informational, propaganda, educational and organizational work so as to prepare the society. Men are men: you would say an average Frenchman, a Pole or a Belarusian might keep thinking from morning till night about the direction in which the country should go, to the East or to the West… The majority rather thinks about their everyday issues like family, work, vacation, etc. To remind, a series of referenda was held in many countries in spring of 2004 before the “great expansion of Europe.” It is during several years that governments prepared people carrying powerful campaigns – cultural, educational, and informational. This same thing should have been done here: gradually preparing the society and then announcing a referendum.

Are these alternatives mutually exclusive? It looks like they are because despite all kinds of statements and geopolitical conceptions there is a real practice of the Russian Cabinet. Apparently, it is not very much interested in letting Belarus and even the states which eliminated direct Russia’s influence (like Ukraine and Moldova) go into Europe. In such situation, Russia-Belarus Union on the one hand and the EU on the other, there really is a critical contradiction between possible geopolitical choices. However, implementation of the system of actions which I mentioned above (change of power is a necessary condition for this) might help us find I think the solution to this problem. As you remember, during the presidential campaign sole candidate for democratic forces A. Milinkevich many times underlined the priority of partnership relations with Russia and he made his first visit after being elected at the Congress of Democratic Forces to Moscow and not to the EU.  

"Arche": Belarusian identity, does it really exist? If it does, how is it determined? (What it means belonging to the Belarusian? What it means being a Belarusian?)
O.M.: In my opinion, Belarusian identity based on ethnicity (including its basic elements like unity of territory, unity by blood, history and culture) is not inappropriate but rather doesn’t have any clear prospects in the beginning of 21st century. Due to many different reasons this identity hasn’t fully developed. At the same time it is wrong to say that there isn’t the Belarusian identity. I think it does exist but it is different in its nature. For example, I am a man who was born in Russia and I’m a Russian by blood but I identify myself as a Belarusian. From the ethnic viewpoint, I’m not a Belarusian, am I? I assume nowadays Belarusian identity has not ethnic but socio-political and civic nature. Independent state and rights of its citizens are presently the basis of this identity. This means that people living in Belarus can rightfully consider themselves Belarusians. They consider themselves the citizens of not Russia, Poland or Guadalupe but of Belarus. They enjoy certain benefits (not only in utilitarian sense but also some law, political, economic, and cultural benefits), they are citizens of their own country, and they are proud of this and are ready to stand up this status. This exactly means to be a Belarusian. Whether they grew up in a Belarusian village or in paved jungles of the modern city, whether they speak this or that language in everyday communication, and whether they prefer potato fritters or laminaria, this is a question of minor importance. This is not an insignificant issue but this is a question of minor importance. I want to underline that this is not only my personal opinion (which supporters of ethnic identity might habitually disregard) but the opinion of the majority of Belarusians. Thus, according to the nation opinion poll conducted by the IISEPS at the end of 2005, respondents were asked the following question: “How would you answer to the question on how you can identity yourself if asked this question abroad?” Only 43.7% (i.e. twice as little respondents as those who stated themselves ethnic Belarusians during the latest population census) consider themselves Belarusians and 44.3% feel citizens of Belarus. Superiority of supporters of civil identity over ethnic identity turns even more obvious if we analyze answers to the question: “Belarusians make the majority of population in Belarus. There are different opinions about what Belarus should be like. Which one below do you agree with?” The overwhelming majority of the polled (54.2%) agreed that “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.” Only a quarter said that “Belarus is a multinational country, but the Belarusians – the majority – should have larger rights.” By the way, comparative analysis of the polling results shows that adherents of national identity by ethnicity are much more numerous in present-day Russia than in Belarus. Formation of national identity based on ethnicity and consequently formation of nation states in Europe 150-200 years ago went under absolutely different historical conditions. That is already the past and we can’t go back in it! Therefore, if we are concerned in making Belarus a full-fledged modern country, it is necessary not just to strengthen its statehood but first of all to strengthen its civic identity.

"Arche": Do you recognize the notion of Slavonic community / community of former Soviet nations? 

O.M.: Noted Russian political leaders and their followers in Belarus and Ukraine (and they are quite many) love to make accent on Slavonic unity in ethnic and geopolitical sense: we had common history and common state and we together fought against the Tatars, the Teutons, etc. In this same manner, some of our statesmen are trying to strengthen Belarusian identity with “golden time of Great Duchy of Lithuania.” In my opinion, such understanding of Slavonic community and Slavonic unity as well as of Belarusian identity is out-dated as that all simply doesn’t exist anymore.

In the other aspect, cultural, psychological, and partly religious, I think Slavonic community (but not unity!) does exist as the feeling of affinity. Just like, for example, a Chinese tourist who meets a Korean or a Vietnamese somewhere in the jungles of Africa or in Manhattan feels much deeper cultural and psychological affinity with them as compared with the other people around him. In this sense I believe we can speak about cultural and psychological affinity of the Slavs and about closer ties between them than between the Slavs and let’s say the French, the Brazilians, the Japanese, etc.

In regards to the community of the former Soviet nations, this is nothing but bluff.  The well-known formula proposed yet under Stalin about the formation of a new historic community called Soviet people was exactly that same bluffing. There were particular cultural and psychological ties between some affiliated nations and nationalities (which were over one hundred in the Soviet Union). For example, they were within Slavic, Baltic, Caucasian and Central Asian peoples. In contrast to this, the so-called ‘unity of the Soviet people’ stood on violence and deceitful propaganda basically. Looking at the average Estonian or Turkman, socio-cultural unity between them was the lowest. Of course, 300 million people living in the Soviet Union and called the Soviet people had some common features. Yet, these features pertained not to nation’s peculiarities but to peculiarities of the Soviet socio-political system. For instance, low initiative and responsibility as compared to an average Western European or Japanese and increased sense of fear and willingness of a freebie, and so on and so forth. As soon as the system broke, these ‘common features’ began to fade out. This is why present-day attempts to restore the unity of the Turkmen and the Estonians, the Georgians and the Yakuts as well as of other peoples of the former USSR have no future. 

"Arche": How would you assess Russia’s policy towards Belarus?
O.M.: Saying in the scientific language, as inappropriate, or inconsistent with the reality. In particular, this inappropriateness is revealed in the following: Especially after the recent color revolutions, Russia is not trying to establish mutually beneficial cooperation with new leaders and elites but does its best to bring back its influence in these countries by giving support to odious leaders and conservative elites. This way Russia’s politics comes into collision with national interests of its neighbors. No matter how they receive these new leaders and elites, it is evident that national interest of any country is fixed on its future and not on its past. Putin publicly stated that it is customary for Russia to have relations with those elites in the neighboring and other countries which stay in power. This is how he explained his support to Akaev, Lukashenko, and Kuchma… This is the inappropriate policy. What does it mean it is customary? If your predecessors did this, and Russia lost more than won from this (USSR collapse is a bright illustration), go ahead and change this policy no matter what it was like previously! Unfortunately, Russia doesn’t do this and the latest presidential election in Belarus is a good example. There were some hopes, debates and arguments based on previous relations of Belarusian counter-elites with Russian partners yet at the end of 2005. Now it is obvious that Russian government decided to keep its influence in Belarus maintaining the political status quo. I do not presume to judge if this complies with Russia’s national interests (I think not) but this doesn’t comply with our national interests for sure. I don’t know how long this will last. There are certain signs of incremental changes (like the latest gas collision) going on. So does this mean that Russia’s policy towards Belarus is getting more appropriate? If we knew that these steps were taken to make the policy of the Belarusian authorities more democratic, giving more respect to the rights of citizens, more open to the outer world, etc., we would then claim that Russia’s policy is becoming more appropriate. Yet, we can see that these moves pursue absolutely different ends. 

"Arche": How would you assess the policies of other neighboring states, except Russia, towards Belarus?

O.M.: Putting it short and simple, their policies unlike Russia’s are more appropriate. This especially pertains to the Baltic States – Latvia and Lithuania. This appropriateness is shown in the following. On the one hand, leaders of elites of these countries didn’t break up or frozen their relations with the government of Belarus which is indicated in the growth of sales, transboundary cooperation, etc.

On the other hand, they actively communicate with Belarusian counter-elites which are democratic forces, civic society, national and religious communities, etc. This is what I call an appropriate policy.

"Arche": How would you assess the policy of the EU towards Belarus?
O.M.: Comparing EU policy with the US policy towards Belarus, I believe US policy is by far more appropriate. However, EU policy has become much more appropriate over lately even though it is still very far from the level many Euro-Belarusians and I would like to see. Many EU bodies are still very cautious or even pendulate towards both the current political regime in Belarus and the civic society. I mean the whole system of particular actions. Let’s take formal political level, i.e. the standpoint of the EU Council, the European Parliament and the European Commission. They have passed a lot of good and fair resolutions and statements condemning violation of democracy and human rights in Belarus over recently. However, this support is much weaker on the other, practical level. What particular projects are being developed, what particular actions are promoted (I mean not only financial but also political, technological and informational aspects)? Every resolution and every political statement should be supported by practical decisions, specific projects and actions.

Attitude to Russia is a good example. As of now, putting of the Belarusian issue on the agenda of EU-Russia cooperation is, in the opinion of democratic forces, one of crucial moments in EU strategy towards Belarus. Putting of the Belarusian issue doesn’t mean general discussion and suggestion but specific recommendations for Russia pertaining to its relations with Belarusian government. They generally agree with this in the EU but when it comes to practical actions, nothing is done. Over the past year, the situation is changing to the better. How far? We’ll see what will be the results of putting, even though not on the top, the Belarusian issue on the G8 agenda in St. Petersburg.

In the past year the European Union launched several informational projects for Belarus. These are Belarusian Chronics on Deutsche Welle, a special weekly program on Israeli-American channel RTVI, closer attention to Belarus on the Russian service of EuroNews. We already have the results of the polling conducted in late April of 2006: “What TV channels do you watch?” Russian service of EuroNews received 20% to 25% and RTVI’s weekly program - 10% to 15%. Of course, some would say “So what? Do you think they watched these programs and became supporters of democracy?” Here is the next question: “If you watched EuroNews, did you see the reel about the sole democratic leader A. Milinkevich?” The answer is: several times – 39%, at least once – 31%. This means 70% of those who watch this channel saw the reel. What’s more, as it goes from answers to the other question, the majority of viewers started thinking better about Milinkevich after the reel. So these projects are working. Radio stations broadcasting from Europe to Belarus are listened by about 15% of voters, i.e. about a million of people. Then these people discuss the programs with their friends, colleagues, neighbors and people gradually get filled with appropriate knowledge, values and views. Some representatives of democratic forces in Belarus as well as skeptics in Europe challenge this influence, yet the Belarusian authorities respond appropriately and take the most severe measure to stop it. 

So the process is going on. The European Union is taking more and more active part in it. This gives us hope.

BOOKSHELF
Leonid Zaiko, Yaroslav Romanchuk. Business in Belarus: The First Circle. – Minsk, 2006, 338 p.

The main part of the book under review presents the results of researches collected from different sources and characterizing the state of business in Belarus and in other countries for comparison. These are the chapters Retrospective Review, Paradoxes of Realities and the adjoining National Business Platform in Belarus. They are targeting the reading public – from students to state employees – who will find this data interesting and useful. These materials quite well outline the conditions of business in Belarus, and in the line with the book title what really surprises is survivability of Belarusian businessmen. However, the value of the above presented work is hardly in that it introduces the business environment in this country at the background of international business environment. Based on the experience of many countries of the world it shows that economics cannot be efficient unless there is favorable business environment in the country. Also, it comes out with proposals of what should be done in this country to create such environment. We assume this material is presently of great importance for the Belarusian reader.

Since What to do? and How to do? problems have been already solved in this or that way, the above sections have rather educational and propaganda goal. The topical question is presently Who will do? Looking for the agents of society modernization at the road of market economy development, sociologists naturally turn to analysis of the circle the interests of which such modernization meets, i.e. to the analysis of the middle circle among which entrepreneurs are as well placed. In this regards, the first chapter of the book titled Identity will immediately draw attention of all those who look for the answer to the above question.

In this chapter the reader will not find deep and thorough analysis of values, or of the abilities of businessmen to generate changes at the national level, or analysis of the general situation in the country, for example, like it did Russian scientist G. Diligensky who studied transformation of Russia’s middle class. Simplified methodology brings to simplified and erroneous conclusions. In particular, this chapter reads: “Business community and its members became participators and co-authors of economic freedom elimination and of country’s conversion into a zone hazardous both for private ownership and for investment.”  It turns out that the business community punished itself by “reducing state-business relations solely to settlement of minor and narrow corporative issues due to lack of understanding of advocacy (protection of all entrepreneurs as a class, Ed. note). Business community let the authorities push them around by accepting the paradigm of national socialism at the macro and micro-level.” (see pgs 22-23).

The authors don’t make here difference between behavior of a man who freely makes his choice about where to go and behavior of a man led on a rope the other end of which is tightened around his neck. Many other conclusions of the first chapter are as well superficial. For example, the following statement is not appealing nowadays: “We grow up on our own, without any assistance from outside which is also a peculiarity of the Belarusian economics… We have the logic of economic development – this is relying on our own force. It is objective, pragmatic and unchallenged.” (see page 55).

We could point out to some more drawbacks in the first and in the last (fifth) chapters. However, this doesn’t depreciate the book in general and in particular the vast empiric material and thorough analytics in other chapters that make its key content. In general, this book will be interesting and useful for the reading public.

L. Zlotnikov, 

Ph. D. in Economics

Konstantin Skuratovich. Fears and Hopes of Belarus. – Minsk, 2006, 285 p.

The book given is actually a book of author’s collected op-ed articles pursuing, to quote Introduction, “on the road which the Belarusian society went during 1994-2006.” It is not the first in the series of books of op-ed articles by, as it is now customary to say, independent authors but it is outstanding among other works due to its style. The material is often given in a form of a patchwork. It abounds in metaphors. The language is fresh and expressive. Perhaps, otherwise it would be hard to implement author’s methodological premise: “life in its spontaneous manifestations speaks more than any mathematically perfect statistic report.” (see page 11).

Here is an example. Shortly before the referendum on the possibility of a third presidential term Sovetskaya Belorussia published the data that the average wages in Belarus increased 10-fold (!) – from $20 to $195 – over 10 years. This is an obvious lie since dollar’s purchasing power dropped down significantly over that period. To prove this fact, an economist would calculate how much it decreased giving comparison of currency dynamics with the index of purchase price, etc. All this would be really tiresome for the reader. K. Skuratovich offers a proof by life and the arguments close for a common reader: “If each of us now 10 times richer still lives poor (the majority, from the subjective sensation, is even poorer than before), how could we at all survive if we could not?.. This was possible after all, if we did. Now, any schoolboy will think and say that $20 ten years ago are the same as $200 today.” (see page 264).

This life-proof approach doesn’t dominate in the book. It rather adorns the book. The author remains a scholar (K. Skuratovich is a Ph.D. in Philosophy) with a vast life experience (He is an alumnus of the Suvorov Military School, a turner, an engraver, a forwarding agent, a teacher of social science, a researcher and a government official). This is why he easily generalizes some facts, gives critical analysis to outstanding stereotypes and shows whose interests are embodies in ideological doctrines. He relies on extensive knowledge of social science and foreign expertise. Life-proof approach in Skuratovich’s publications slides into serious analytics that helps the reader comprehend certain facts as he guides him/her to wider mind.

I am acquainted with the readers of Belorusy i Rynok (K. Skuratovich publishes his articles there on a regular basis) and they gladly read all of his publications. Perhaps, he is read for the double pleasure which his works give as well as for mind enlargement. Yet, to say fairly, a reader accustomed to scientific works with their strict logic and strict attitude to facts will hardly become K. Skuratovich’s regular reader. Every profound author has his/her circle of readers through, even the classics.

Fears and Hopes of Belarus is the book for all those who are interested in the problems of society development in Belarus. Irrespective of style preferences, it will be interesting and useful for the reading public.

L. Zlotnikov, 

Ph. D. in Economics
Stanislav Antonovich Bogdankevich is 70!

On January 1, 2007 Prof. Stanislav Antonovich Bogdankevich, Chair of the IISEPS Advisory Council (till July 1, 2006), Ph. D. in Economics, celebrated his 70th birthday. 

Over 15 years of independence, Belarus brought up many splendid nation-scale personalities with whom any country would be proud. Stanislav Bogdankevich is a prominent man even among these people.

First, he combined three absolutely different personalities in him: a noted scientist, a public figure and an outstanding politician. Some might know him as a Doctor of Economy and a Professor, as a Head of the Chair at the Belarusian National Economy University, a full member of three international academies, and as the author of over 300 scientific and publicist works in the field of finance, crediting, and other issues of economic development published both in this country and abroad. Others know him as a banker who for 15 years made his way from a representative of a regional office for a savings bank to President of the National Bank of Belarus, as Belarus’ Bank Executive at the International Monetary Fund and at the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development and as World Bank Deputy Manager. For some more, he is a leader of the United Civil Party and of the Civic Action fraction at the 13th Supreme Council. Certainly, the majority of Belarusians remember his signature at the 50-ruble banknote in mid-90-ies. 

Second, unlike many of high-ranking officials who adapted to the new times, he took an active part in the formation and the development of new and independent Belarus. The following documents were developed under his direction: “Concept of the national monetary and credit system” (1990), the law “On the National Bank of Belarus” and the law “On banks and banking of Belarus” (1991). Top position and participation in big politics didn’t change his democratic viewpoints though. He considered the wrong the political and economic course chosen by President A. Lukashenko and therefore resigned from the position of Chair of the National Bank in 1995. In other words, he resigned from power and high incomes. The examples like this will make merely a handful over all years of independence. In addition, unlike many others, he didn’t turn into a regular pensioner but became thoroughly engrossed in public politics. He became a leader of the Belarusian opposition who combined intense organizational work with analytical (for instance, he took part in the development of the alternative Concept of economic development for Belarus, of the Program of adherents of changes as well as of a number of economic drafts).

Third, father of two adult sons and a grandfather, he at the age of 58 had had his third son with whom he is presently ‘digging to the center of the earth’ at the cottage house. 

The IISEPS know Stanislav not just as a leading scientist, public figure and a politician but first of all as a precious friend ready to make hundreds of kilometers to meet new people, share his knowledge and expertise, take part in hot debates with opponents and surely have a drink for the truth of life in a good company in a sauna or under a pine at a river bank. Prof. Bogdankevich’s participation in our activity always injects courage, dynamism and good spirits as well as profundity and thoroughness into it.

So we congratulate Stanislav with all of our hearts with his 70th anniversary and wish him strong health, good luck, and plenty of optimism for him, for his family and for all of us!

IISEPS Board
AUTHORS
· Prof. Dr. Oleg Manaev – Founder of IISEPS, Professor of the Department of Social Communication at the Belarusian State University. He was Chairman of Coordinating Board of the Belarusian Think Tanks, one of founders of the United Democratic Party of Belarus and Chairman of Board of the Belarusian Soros Foundation

· Sergei Nikoliuk – political analyst and publicist

· Dr. Alyaksandr Sasnow – member of the Political Council of the United Civil Party and Chairperson of the Advisory Board of the Belarusian Helsinki Committee. He was a member of Presidium of the XII Supreme Soviet and Minister of Labor of the Republic of Belarus

· Dr. Alexander Ageyev – Assosiate Professor of the Mogilev State University, Deputy of the Mogilev Sity Council

· Prof. Stanislav Bogdankevich – Honorable Chairman of the United Civil Party. He was Chairman of Board of the National Bank of Belarus and Member of the XIII Supreme Soviet of the Republic of Belarus

· Prof. Alexander Voitovich – Academician of the National Academy of Sciences of Belarus. He was President of the Belarusian Academy of Sciences and Chairman of the Council of Republic (National Assembly of Belarus)
· Dr. Leonid Zlotnikov – Chairman of the national public association Alternative XXI
· Sergey Kalyakin – First Secretary of the Central Committee, Party of Communists Belarusian. He was a Deputy Chairman of the XIII Supreme Soviet of the Republic of Belarus

· Vladimir Karyagin – Chairman of the public association Minsk Union of Entrepreneurs and Employees
· Tatiana Kozlovskaya – Executiv Director of the Mogilev Union of Entrepreneurs

· Prof. Svetlana Kul-Silverstova – Professor of Grodno State University
· Prof. Alexander Ostrowsky – Professor of Grodno State Medical University
· Dr. Leonid Zaiko – Head of the Analytical Center Strategy.
IISEPS Awards

Annual IISEPS award "For best journalistic publications based on 

materials of independent researches" for 2006 has been given to

observer of the Internet-Project "Nashe Mnenie" (Our Opinion)

Alexander Tomkovich.

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

 Valer Kalinovsky (2005).
Annual IISEPS award "For best presentation of independent researches in the mass media" 

for 2006 has been given to General Director of the Information agency "BELAPAN"

Ales Lipay.

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

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

Editor-in chief of the newspaper Narodnaya Volya (People’s Will) Joseph Seredich (2004) and 
Editor of the newspaper Zlagoda (Concord) Ales Sdvizhkov (2005).
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1 R. Gromova. "In regards to the Types of Political Consciousness of Russians". Monitoring of public opinion, No.2, March-April of 1999





