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Dear Readers!

We offer to your attention the next issue of the "IISEPS News" bulletin presenting materials which reflect the most important findings of the IISEPS studies in the final, the fourth, quarter of 2007. 

As we supposed before, a still hidden anxiety of the population concerning the prospects of decrease in their well-being that had appeared after another Belarusian-Russian "oil and gas war", was finally expressed by means of considerable weakening in mass consciousness of  support against the policy which the Belarusian authorities had been conducting for many years. A considerable rise in prices for primary consumer goods (especially for foodstuffs) during the year retouched by the official propaganda, but very well sensed by the population, led to the drastic growth of pessimism in respect of socio-economic prospects of the country. The number of respondents who marked worsening of their financial position for the last three months virtually doubled. On the other hand, the share of citizens who mentioned the rise in prices as the main problem turned out to be record for the last eight years. In addition to all this in the middle of December the authorities carried into effect their May decision concerning cancellation of the main part of benefits and preferences for the population that still had been retained since the Soviet times. All this together led to noticeable rating decrease of A. Lukashenko, the main creator of "the Belarusian economic model". 

These tendencies in mass consciousness were revealed by the national December opinion poll. Analytical materials resulting from the poll are presented on the pages of the bulletin in the rubric "Monitoring of public opinion in Belarus". 

At the same time it would be too early to consider the revealed tendencies final and to examine the prospects of the country’s social development from this standpoint. In particular, V. Putin’s unexpected December visit to Minsk, his "unheard-of generosity" with respect to giving the Belarusian authorities a preferential credit, as well as stable and low (in comparison with Europe) gas rates during the year fixed by Russian suppliers, will most likely make the economic problems easier for the authorities. This in its turn will reduce the urgency of any steps towards liberalization of the economy to say nothing about the political regime in the country. All this will certainly be reflected in public consciousness within the next half year. 

For the readers who are more interested in sociological data as such rather than in analytics, we are giving as usual an opportunity to analyze the results of the last national opinion poll on their own. For this purpose we are publishing distribution of answers to the most important questions in the context of the main socio-demographic characteristics.

G. Joffe, a well-known political scientist, professor of Redford University (the USA) appears in our traditional rubric the "Open Forum" in this issue of the bulletin. He knows the Soviet and post-Soviet reality in the countries formed on the ruins of the communist empire quite well. That is why we hope his professional opinion about the political-ethnic situation in Belarus will not leave our readers indifferent. 

A collective monograph "Local self-government in Belarus" published by the "Lev Sapega Fund" is presented on the "Bookshelf" this time. It is characteristic of the Belarusian reality that the members of the authors’ group who work at state organizations have been subjected to repressions for publishing of this book, which contains other views than ordered from above. O. Lebedinskaya and V. Koltun, prominent scientists of the National Academy of State Management under the President of Ukraine, present their opinion about this book.

All comments and feedbacks are as usual welcome!

IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In December of 2007, independent sociologists conducted a nation public opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed – 1 521 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error does not exceed 0.03). 

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 and previous sociological procedures. “No answer” and “Find it difficult to answer” alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. As usual, the tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount may be different from 100% since the interviewees could choose more than one alternative. 

DECEMBER 2007

No contact

The overall results of the year 2007, which has gone by under the conditions of an increasing alarm feeling in the Belarusian society, are also distinctly seen in the dynamics of trust towards state and public institutions. On the whole, the "concerted" tendency registered in May when trust indices1 to state institutions had decreased, and to non-governmental ones (with the exception of opposition political parties) had increased, was not prolonged. General decrease in the share of those who trust and those who distrust in comparison with similar values in May became the main peculiarity of the December opinion poll. This led to the rise in the share of those who found it difficult to answer (the average value in December-22.6%, in May-15.1%). Such a change is a direct consequence of accumulation of problems, their complication and differentiation. That is why the share of respondents who find it difficult to assess their trust towards institutions, which their living well-being depends on in the first place, is growing.

Table 1

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



Institutions
Trust
Distrust
DA/NA
Index

The Orthodox church
68.1
20.0
11.9
+0.495

The army
57.8
28.9
13.3
+0.296

The president
50.9
35.5
13.6
+0.158

Independent research centers
44.6
29.7
25.7
+0.154

Independent mass media
49.6
34.7
15.7
+0.152

Law-courts
49.9
35.3
14.8
+0.149

Human rights organizations (Belarusian Helsinki committee and others)
40.9
30.7
28.4
+0.105

State mass media 
47.7
39.8
12.5
+0.081

State research centers
41.0
36.8
22.2
+0.043

The Catholic church
40.1
38.7
21.2
+0.014

The government
43.7
42.3
14.0
+0.014

The KGB (State Security Committee)
40.7
39.9
19.4
+0.008

Militia
43.8
43.2
13.0
+0.006

International organizations (the UNO, the EU, the OSCE, the European Parliament, the European Council, etc)
38.0
39.1
22.9
–0.011

The Central election committee
41.3
44.7
14.0
–0.035

Associations of businessmen
35.1
39.6
25.3
–0.046

Independent trade unions
36.1
41.6
22.3
–0.056

The National Assembly
35.8
42.7
21.5
–0.071

Local executive committees
36.6
49.0
14.4
–0.127

Local committees of deputies
36.0
49.2
14.8
–0.135

Trade unions belonging to the Trade Union Federation
32.8
45.9
21.3
–0.135

Political parties supporting the present
27.7
49.6
22.7
–0.225

The Protestant church
18.4
55.0
26.6
–0.377

Opposition political parties
18.9
58.9
22.2
–0.411

* The table is read across

Under such conditions independent research centers and independent mass media have managed to keep the forth and the fifth places accordingly (Table 1). The same cannot be said about similar state agencies. Trust indices of the latter have noticeably decreased.

It is appropriate to remember here the 80th anniversary of the newspaper "Sovetskaya Belorussia" ("Soviet Belarus"), which was celebrated on August, 2. That day, which clashed with the beginning of the second stage of the Belarusian-Russian crisis, A. Lukashenko visited the editorial office. Let us mention the most striking quotation from his speech: "I am convinced that there are my associates in this room. You have always adhered to a decent, honest point of view, bearing in mind that you work in state mass media. However, I would like it very much that you, having some doubts, but on the other hand holding this point of view, at the same time did not lose your face, and had an opinion of your own. This is the most important thing. Should you turn into a speaking-trumpet by analogy with the oligarchical press, it would mean downfall for you as well as for the state". Mentioning of the oligarchical press is a hint at "unfriendly" Russian periodicals. To withstand them successfully A. Lukashenko suggested "setting free of our journalistic bodies”, having at the same time made the journalists “responsible for the results".

The results of "setting free" are shown in Tables 1-2. We do not know if A. Lukashenko was acquainted with the data of the IISEPS May opinion poll, or if he got the corresponding information from other sources, but his statement concerning the fact that the state mass media turn "some acute political topics" over to private periodicals, internet-resources and Russian TV-channels testifies to the awareness of head of state of this line. From this his remark: "No contact" comes; as well as the following statement: "There are too many rumors, to which the influential part of the society does not get answers. We haven’t cooked this food in our kitchen; we haven’t made anything “eatable” and served it to the people".

Table 2

Dynamics of state and public institutions trust indices



Institutions
04'06
11'06
05'07
12'07

The Orthodox church 
+0.528
+0.486
+0.478
+0.495

The army
+0.317
+0.309
+0.305
+0.296

The president
+0.259
+0.351
+0.244
+0.158

Independent research centers
+0.165
+0.015
+0.212
+0.154

State mass media
+0.163
+0.207
+0.114
+0.081

State research centers
+0.137
+0.094
+0.081
+0.043

Law-courts
+0.116
+0.153
+0.033
+0.149

The government
+0.111
+0.137
+0.107
+0.014

The KGB (State Security Committee)
+0.106
+0.046
–0.025
+0.008

International organizations (the UNO, the EU, the OSCE, the European Parliament, the European Council, etc)
+0.072
–
+0.035
–0.011

The Catholic church
+0.070
–0.035
–0.028
+0.014

The Central election committee
+0.062
+0.052
–0.005
–0.035

Human rights organizations (Belarusian Helsinki committee and others)
+0.023
+0.092
+0.111
+0.105

Militia
+0.011
–0.017
–0.079
+0.006

Independent mass media
-0.012
–0.076
+0.152
+0.152

Associations of businessmen
–0.018
–0.081
–0.067
–0.046

Independent trade unions
–0.029
–0.009
+0.042
–0.056

The National Assembly
–0.038
+0.048
–0.063
–0.071

Trade unions belonging to the Trade Union Federation
–0.071
–0.037
–0.052
–0.135

Local executive committees
–0.101
–0.048
–0.134
–0.127

Local committees of deputies
–0.152
–0.060
–0.135
–0.135

Political parties supporting the present authorities
–0.168
–0.075
–0.217
–0.225

The Protestant church
–0.450
–0.408
–0.389
–0.377

Oppositional political parties
–0.459
–0.371
–0.434
–0.411

Making of anything "eatable" in the state informational kitchen under the conditions of the impendent crisis to all appearances turns out to be an insoluble task, and there is nothing new and surprising. The tougher an authoritarian regime, the more difficult it is for it to establish trusting two-sided communication with the society. When the regime successfully manages its paternal mission, which it itself constantly over-stresses as the main one, it can perfectly support social stability with the help of a one-sided stream of information (from its beloved self down to the grateful subjects). However, a crisis requires a dialogue, and it is not so easy for the speechless regime to establish such a dialogue with the primordially dumb society.

Decrease of trust to the main state institutions turned out to be a direct consequence of communication rupture. These are the institutions, which are discussed more often than others already owing to their nature, such as the president and the government, the National Assembly and the state mass media (marked out in Table 2). Trust to trade unions has also sunk-to the members of the Trade Union Federation, as well as to the independent ones. More likely they have got under the rising tide of general discontent with the growing inflation. Trust to state institutions that are not directly connected with the social sphere either has not changed or has slightly increased.

Everything mentioned above lets us formulate a medium-term prognosis. Firstly, as crisis phenomena accumulate, the society’s need for information will also increase. Secondly, contrary to A. Lukashenko’s statement that “it has become not interesting for the Belarusians to read the same things” in independent mass media, trust and therefore interest towards them will only grow. Thirdly, regardless of the direct supervisory instructions from the authorities and financial support, state mass media will keep losing trust of their spectators, listeners and readers, thus repeating the lot of their Soviet predecessors in the years of perestroika. Fourthly, decrease of trust to the presidential institution will continue. Here it is necessary to give a short explanation: presidential institution (in the western sense) does not exist in Belarus. Its place is completely usurped by a concrete physical person who has loaded himself with the burden of responsibility for any progress and failures. According to the Belarusians, the number of failures is growing.

Tell me who your friend is…

In the opinion poll of December, 2007 respondents were asked for the third time during the last two years to indicate which countries of the world are friendly towards Belarus, and which are not. The "Levada-center" routinely asks similar questions in its opinion polls in Russia. Study of changes dynamics of the Belarusians’ attitude to their close and distant neighbors as well as a comparison of "world pictures" of the Belarusians and the Russians can be of interest (Table 3).

According to the data of Table 3, the attitude of the Belarusians to the majority of the countries has become worse. The balance of assessments of these countries’ policy has shifted, sometimes quite visibly, towards their unfriendliness. Thus, although Russia is still at the head of the friends’ list, the corresponding index has sunk in comparison with the incredible level of the last election campaign times. The index of Italy has decreased considerably. That might be connected with Vika Moroz’ case, which gave rise to contradictory feelings in Belarus. Germany, which two years before had been one of the five best friends, fell back to the middle of the list already in 2006 and is keeping its balance on the verge of the index zero value. Assessments of friendliness of Eastern European countries, such as Czechia, Slovakia and Romania, have decreased as well. Indices of the following countries: Israel, Japan, Sweden and Armenia have changed from the positive to the negative ones during two years. 

"Champions of hostility" have not changed during two years, but the intensity of the feeling of their hostility has more likely increased. Although the USA index of friendliness has increased a little bit, in comparison with the one reached during the election campaign, but nevertheless it remains on the record low level. 

At least with respect to three "champions of hostility" it can be supposed that worsening of the already bad attitude towards them, to be more precise worsening of the feeling of bad attitude on their part, is connected with conflicts of these states with Russia. As for Estonia, it is "The Bronze Soldier" case, in Great Britain it is Litvinenko’s case, and as far as Georgia is concerned, it is connected with the trade and visa war with Russia.

The list of countries, friendliness indices of which have increased during the observation period is of interest, too. This list almost precisely reflects the recent turn of Belarusian foreign policy, the search for new allies and energy suppliers. The index of China has grown two and a half times, having closely approached the Russian one. The index of Cuba has increased twofold.

The faraway Venezuela, which had not been present in the previous ratings, in December, 2007 shot ahead into the forth place according to the friendliness index.

The growth of Ukraine and Poland friendliness indices does not exactly fit in this adherence of the assessments to the twists of the state policy. The mechanism of cultural and ethnic closeness with the peoples living in these countries has most likely snapped into action in this case. When the tension of titanic battles with "the orange pest" and "separatists from the Union of Poles" had gone by, perception of these countries’ friendliness slightly increased, although they both remained in their "leagues": Ukraine- in the group of three friends, Poland – closer to the end of the list.

If we compare friendliness indices registered in the December opinion poll conducted by the IISEPS in Belarus and in the May poll conducted by the "Levada-center" in Russia, we might think that columns in Table 3 are mixed up. The Belarusians, in particular, demonstrate a picture of the world peculiar to a superstate practicing brutal geopolitical logic. Its main enemy is the mightiest power of the world, its friends are Russia and China, also great powers; another geopolitical pole of the world-Europe-is rather an enemy than a friend.

At the same time the Russians demonstrate exactly psychology of a small country with regional ambitions. Its enemies are small neighbors; its greatest friends are also neighbors, and they are not large either. The USA are, of course, an enemy, however judging by the friendliness index they are a twofold "smaller" enemy, than they are for Belarus. France is a friend; Germany is a very close friend. It takes the third place after Kazakhstan and Belarus. Great Britain is neither a friend nor an enemy, although the conflict concerning Litvinenko’s case flared up in particular between Great Britain and Russia, not Belarus.

Such Belarusian picture of the world, which repeats the official one in details, requires an explanation. We might assume that the syndrome of “a besieged fortress” is peculiar only to the adherents of the existing regime and its ideology; and that the opponents’ picture of the world, the list of enemies and friends are completely different. There are simply fewer adversaries of the regime that is why the final picture turns out to be so striking. However, a deeper analysis does not confirm this assumption; the situation proves to be different and, in a certain sense, much worse.

Table 3

Dynamics of answering the question: "Name five countries, which in your opinion treat Belarus in the friendliest way, and five countries, which treat Belarus in the most unfriendly way", %



Country
Treats Belarus in a friendly way
Treats Belarus in an unfriendly way
Index*

(12'07)
Index

(04'06)
Index

(09'05)
Index

(Russia 05'07)**

Belarus
–***
–
–
–
–
0.33

Russia
75.7
11.2
0.645
0.837
0.691
–

China
59.7
5.4
0.543
0.420
0.191
0.16

Ukraine
54.4
9.2
0.452
0.114
0.238
–0.12

Venezuela
36.6
1.4
0.352
–
–
–

Kazakhstan
31.2
5.1
0.261
0.209
0.200
0.38

Cuba
25.7
4.8
0.209
0.179
0.109
–

Moldova
8.5
3.3
0.052
0.047
0.089
0.01

Iran
13.4
9.6
0.038
0.035
0.030
–0.04

Bulgaria
9.4
6.1
0.033
0.088
0.099
0.08

Italy
12.2
9.1
0.031
0.046
0.104
0.08

Germany
19.4
18.0
0.014
0.016
0.131
0.22

Uzbekistan
2.7
1.8
0.009
0.025
0.056
–0.05

Serbia
2.7
2.3
0.004
–0.024
0.024
0.03

Turkmenistan
2.0
3.1
–0.011
0.023
0.009
0.07

Azerbaijan
4.8
6.0
–0.012
0.022
0.015
0.01

Libya
1.8
3.0
–0.012
–0.023
–0.017
–

Turkey
1.8
3.1
–0.013
0
0.011
0.02

Syria
0.8
2.4
–0.016
–0.037
0
0.01

Czechia
2.0
4.1
–0.021
–0.016
0.028
0.00

Armenia
3.5
5.8
–0.023
0.034
0.032
0.13

Sweden
1.4
3.7
–0.023
–0.028
0.003
0.02

Japan
6.1
8.5
–0.024
0.063
0.037
0.07

Kyrgyzstan
3.2
5.9
–0.027
0.047
0.025
0.02

Roumania
0.8
3.7
–0.029
0.004
0.006
0.07

Slovakia
1.7
5.0
–0.033
–0.013
0.007
0.01

North Korea
3.2
6.7
–0.035
0.037
0.033
0.01

Poland
23.1
28.7
–0.056
–0.034
–0.157
–0.17

Israel
3.2
9.6
–0.064
0.028
0.051
0.00

France
2.4
9.9
–0.075
–0.086
–
0.08

Iraq
5.7
13.7
–0.080
–0.030
–0.016
–0.07

Lithuania
9.7
21.1
–0.114
–0.089
–0.139
–0.30

Latvia
7.5
20.2
–0.127
–0.142
–0.172
–0.34

Estonia
0.7
17.1
–0.164
–0.112
–0.088
–0.60

Great Britain
1.8
19.5
–0.177
–0.190
–0.099
0

Georgia
2.2
20.5
–0.183
–0.196
–0.061
–0.45

The USA
3.3
63.9
–0.606
–0.702
–0.534
–0.29

* Index is difference of the number of those who have marked this country as a friendly and as an unfriendly one divided by 100

** The results of the poll on the question: "Name five countries, which in your opinion treat Russia in the friendliest way, and five countries, which treat Russia in the most unfriendly way" conducted in May, 2007 by the "Levada-center" are presented

*** A dash means that the given country was absent from the list of the corresponding poll

The data of Table 4 present a startling picture. There is much less difference in the friendliness/unfriendliness assessments of different countries of the world by supporters and opponents of the acting regime and its foreign policy, than could be supposed. Perhaps the most evident difference can be observed in the assessment of Russia: supporters of integration into Europe and adversaries of the president estimate its friendliness much more discreetly than their opponents.

In other respects the hierarchy of assessments as well as the absolute values of indices turns out to be quite close. The USA proves to be the most important evil-wishers of Belarus both among those who are against A. Lukashenko and among the "Eurobelarusians". China, Cuba and Venezuela are friends of Belarus from their point of view. China is even a bigger friend of Belarus than Russia according to the adherents of European integration. On the other hand, Europe, that very Europe, which the "Eurobelarusians" want to integrate into, is an ill-wisher of Belarus; friendliness index of Germany slightly exceeds zero, and for Poland and the Baltic states it is noticeably below zero. 

It is a paradox, nonsense. What purpose does it serve to integrate into countries which are enemies of your motherland? This feeling becomes stronger if we look at how assessments of foreign countries’ policy and the desire to emigrate there are connected. Among those who answering the question have expressed their intention to emigrate in the USA, there are only 4.3% of respondents considering the policy of this country friendly towards Belarus, and 60.1% consider it unfriendly. Among those who would like to emigrate to Germany 21% regard the policy of Berlin towards Belarus as friendly, and 23.1% think it is unfriendly. 

Table 4

Connection of friendliness/unfriendliness assessments of different countries of the world with trust towards the president and the attitude to Belarus integration into the European Union*



Countries
Do you trust the president of Belarus?
How would you vote at the referendum on Belarus joining the EU?


Trust
Distrust
For
Against

Russia
0.766
0.488
0.422
0.773

China
0.581
0.413
0.540
0.614

Ukraine
0.478
0.390
0.390
0.452

Venezuela
0.321
0.394
0.393
0.397

Cuba
0.153
0.244
0.196
0.230

Germany
–0.017
0.034
0.042
–0.030

Poland
–0.056
–0.073
–0.064
–0.152

Lithuania
–0.139
–0.098
–0.087
–0.167

Latvia
–0.119
–0.173
–0.092
–0.194

Estonia
–0.156
–0.172
–0.150
–0.187

Georgia
–0.210
–0.159
–0.202
–0.170

The USA
–0.653
–0.568
–0.573
–0.697

* The values of friendliness indices inside the groups, which gave this or that answer to the question about the attitude towards the president of Belarus and about the prospects of Belarus joining the EU, are given here. E.g., the number in the upper left-hand corner of the table means that among those who trust the president friendliness index of Russia makes up 0.766

Apparently this nonsense has the only reasonable interpretation. Many "Eurobelarusians" and those people who are against A. Lukashenko when answering the corresponding question about the policy of foreign powers make a notional shift: they are virtually answering the question about these countries’ attitude to the regime existing in Belarus. In this case everything is clear: indeed, the USA is an enemy for the Belarusian authorities, and Russia or China is a friend. However, the question was not asked about the attitude of foreign countries to the Belarusian authorities or to A. Lukashenko. It was asked about their attitude to Belarus, to the country. The fact that such a notional shift is happening is evidence of a tremendous detachment of a considerable part of the Belarusian population from its state. For many people Belarus is not their country, it is the country of A. Lukashenko and his supporters. In the opinion of these Belarusians America is at enmity, and China and Venezuela are friends with the country of A. Lukashenko and his supporters. 

That is why unanimity in the assessment of the outside world is not as a matter of fact an index of unanimity, but vice versa it is an index of a deep value disunity of the Belarusian society, which ends in denial that Belarus is a country for everyone. 

Falling back into place

One of the most important and interesting conclusions which followed from the September, 2007 opinion poll of the IISEPS was a considerable decrease of integration attitude of the Belarusians. The decrease applied to prospects of integration into the East-Russia, as well as into the West-the European Union. However, the data of the last December opinion poll do not let us assert that September and other previous opinion polls of the year present a new long-term tendency. In December integration sentiments returned to their standard level (Table 5). 

Table 5

Dynamic of answering the question: "Which variant of Belarus and Russia integration would you personally prefer?", %



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03
11'04
09'05
12'05
05'07
09'07
12'07

Belarus and Russia should constitute a union of independent states, bound up with close political and economic relations
51.7
48.0
47.8
50.6
52.3
43.5
41.3
43.8

Relations of Belarus and Russia should be the same as with other states of the CIS
19.7
19.3
32.1
28.9
20.7
41.6
42.0
36.3

Belarus and Russia should become one state with a common president, government, army, flag, currency, etc.
21.2
25.6
11.6
13.2
12.0
8.3
10.0
13.1

The survey had been completed before the visit of V. Putin, president of Russia, to Belarus. That is why other factors than the generous gifts brought by the Russian president, influenced the change of the attitude towards Russia for a more favorable one.

According to Table 5, the number of supporters of union relations has changed insignificantly during half a year. On the other hand, the number of supporters of merger into one state has grown considerably, and the number of adherents of “non-special” relations with Russia has considerably dropped. The data of Table 6 demonstrate falling back of the pro-Russian attitude into place still more convincingly. As it can be seen, in December, 2007 the attitude towards integration into Russia returned to the level of the previous year, or even to the level of earlier periods. 

Table 6

Dynamics of answering the question: "If a referendum on Belarus joining up Russia were taking place today, how would you vote?", %



Variant of answer
11'99
10'01
12'02
03'03
06'04
11'06
01'07
09'07
12'07

For joining up
47.0
51.3
53.8
57.5
42.9
46.4
35.1
33.8
43.6

Against joining up
34.1
26.4
26.3
23.8
25.0
33.5
39.3
47.4
31.6

We can indicate several reasons, which have favored this return. By December the public opinion has managed to forget acute energy conflicts of January and July. In the past (e.g. in 2004) such a thing already happened: at the moment of a crisis in the Belarusian-Russian relations kindly feelings towards Russia and to integration with it would noticeably decrease. However, after the lapse of some time they would, just like a tilting doll, return to the former level. Besides, if at the very moment of a crisis and soon after it the public opinion would lay the blame for the conflict primarily on Russia, than later the thought about the responsibility of the home authorities would prevail. 

If in January and in May the majority considered the country was developing in the right direction, than in December the number of adherents and adversaries of such an assessment almost evened (Table 7). Accordingly, resentment and irritation against Russia diminished. Speaking figuratively, in December Russia got the sympathy and trust, which the home authorities had lost. At that pro-European attitude intensified from September till December (Table 8).

Table 7

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, is the state of affairs in the country developing in general in the right or in the wrong direction?", %



Variant of answer
03'03
09'03
03'04
09'05
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07

In the right direction
21.3
30.3
36.8
53.4
55.7
57.8
50.2
41.2

In the wrong direction
63.4
48.8
42.5
30.2
29.0
30.0
34.2
39.3

Table 8

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think Belarus should become member of the European Union?", %



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03
03'05
12'05
04'06
11'06
05'07
09'07
12'07

Yes
60.9
56.4
52.8
36.7
32.4
36.6
33.5
29.9
37.1

No
10.9
11.9
44.4
38.3
33.8
36.2
49.3
46.7
35.0

In fact, the number of supporters of Belarus joining up the EU has exceeded the number of its opponents for the first time since 2005. In comparison with September the number of supporters of European integration has grown by seven percentage points, and the number of opponents has decreased by more than ten points.

Table 9

Dynamics of answering the question: "How has your personal material well-being changed for the last three months?", %



Variant of answer
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07

It has improved
23.4
21.3
14.6
16.6
10.8

It has not changed
63.0
61.0
66.3
67.1
55.3

It has become worse
11.1
16.8
17.7
15.6
32.4

It was repeatedly mentioned in the analytical surveys of the IISEPS that the attitude of many Belarusians to the prospects of European integration had an exceptionally pragmatic character: we wanted to join Europe as we figured that our material well-being would increase because of it. Decrease of the pro-European attitude for the last several years turned out to be closely connected with the growth of positive assessments of people’s own well-being. So to speak, if life becomes better in our place, why should we strive for Europe? However, assessment by the Belarusians of their personal well-being has considerably changed literally during the last months. Their attitude to European integration has changed accordingly (Table 9). 

Undoubtedly, the growth of uncertainty about the accuracy of the way the country develops has also influenced the growth of the pro-European attitude (Table 7). 

Increase of integration sentiments regarding both the East and the West does not mean any increase of polarization of the society by the geopolitical criterion. If in September 8.1% of respondents answering the questions of Tables 6 and 8 supported both integration with Russia and Belarus entry into the EU, in December already 12.6% of all the questioned gave such answers. In other words, growth in the number of the adherents of integration with Russia and with the EU which occurred during three months half happened due to the growth in the number of supporters of integration "with both sides".

Parallel growth of integration attitudes did not change the ratio between them, when the question was asked in the form of a strict dichotomy "either... or" (Table 10).

Table 10

Dynamics of answering the question: "If you had to make your choice between integration with Russia and joining up the European Union, what would you choose?", %



Variant of answer
09'03
03'04
06'04
03'05
09'05
12'05
02'06
06'06
01'07
05'07
12'07

Integration with Russia
47.6
41.0
47.7
51.9
59.2
51.6
56.3
56.5
48.5
47.3
47.5

Joining up the EU
36.1
36.5
37.6
31.6
28.6
24.8
27.5
29.3
33.6
34.7
33.3

The concept of Belarus geopolitical place of in the world turns out to be more stable than the attitude to the "poles" of this world. Estimates of the economic status worsening and growth of doubts about the accuracy of the chosen policy in the course of 2007 did not at all influence the choice between the West and the East. However, the situation did not return to the hullabaloo of the election and post-election period (March, 2005–June, 2006); in fact it returned to the permanent condition of the years 2003 and 2004.

It seems that the correlation of the respondents answering the question about geopolitical dichotomy is an invariant of the Belarusian public consciousness. The more difficult it is going to be for Belarus to finally make its geopolitical choice.

Short reckonings make long friends

There was a proverb at the Soviet time: "A hen is not a bird, Poland is not a foreign country". Today no one would say such a thing about Poland neither in Belarus, nor in Russia, especially after Poland joined Schengen zone on December, 21. Russia is gradually taking up the place of Poland for the Belarusians, and Belarus in its turn is taking up this place for the Russians. That is why one should not be surprised at the results of the poll conducted by the "Levada-Center" in January, 2007 according to which 61% of the respondents did not view Belarus as a foreign country. In August (before the beginning of the oil and gas conflict) there were still more of such answers – 67%.

The inner affinity is also confirmed by the commonness of friends and enemies (Table 11). The Belarusians, besides Russia, have included Ukraine, Kazakhstan, China and exotic Venezuela into the group of five friendly countries. A. Lukashenko was right placing foreign-economic priorities: "No doubts we must be together with Venezuela – people there are not aliens for us". The public opinion obediently and energetically reacted to the guiding instruction.

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Name five countries which in your opinion treat Belarus (Russia) in the friendliest way, and five countries which treat Belarus (Russia) in the most unfriendly way", %



Belarus (12'07)
Russia (2006)*

Friendly countries:

Russia
75.7
Belarus
47

China
59.7
Kazakhstan
33

Ukraine
54.4
China
24

Venezuela
36.6
India
15

Kazakhstan
31.2
Armenia
14

Unfriendly countries:

The USA
63.9
Latvia
46

Poland
28.7
Georgia
44

Lithuania
21.1
Lithuania
42

Georgia
20.5
The USA
37

Latvia
20.2
Estonia
28

* Here and further the data for Russia are taken from the "Levada-Center" opinion polls

Historical commonness of cultures is not the only criterion used when choosing friends at the international scene. To explain the given thesis let us refer to the statement of E. Payn, a Russian ethnologist: "…bearers of the same cultural code may profess different political points of view. Both King Juan Carlos and Venezuelian Cholo Hugo Chavez use the same national cultural code, but they do not understand each other. To put it more precisely, they do not accept each other. On the other hand, representatives of different cultural codes such as Iranian-Muslim (Ahmadinejad), Latin American-Catholic-Spanish (Hugo Chavez) and Orthodox-Soviet-Slavic ("father Lukashenko") perfectly understand each other, gently love each other, and form the same ideology regardless of the cultural codes".

Taking into account the fact, that both A. Lukashenko and V. Putin enjoy a high level support in their countries, they are able to exert remarkable influence upon forming of the public opinion which is confirmed by Table 11. At that one should pay attention to the following fact that three out of five unfriendly countries turned out to be neighboring countries for the Belarusians as well as for the Russians. Neither the closeness of cultural codes, nor the experience of historical neighborhood could help to overcome the aversion generated on the top of "verticals of authority".

In the course of a press conference for journalists of Russian regional mass media which took place on October, 12 2007 A. Lukashenko repeatedly stressed the vitally important necessity to maintain "normal relations" with Belarus closest neighbors as well as with the whole world community. During the opinion poll conducted in December 51.8% of the respondents agreed with the head of state that Belarus had "good relations with the majority of the world countries"; 19.1% were more discreet in their assessments and considered that "Belarus maintained good relations only with the countries-social outcasts". 17.4% of the polled expressed the extreme point of view about complete international isolation of the country. Thus, the share of the respondents who supported A. Lukashenko almost coincided with the share of those trusting him (50.9%).

Sharing the official estimate of the practical success in the sphere of building up many-directional Belarusian foreign policy, including the west direction, more than a third of the Belarusians (36.7%) agree with the official version concerning the European Union fear of the Union State creation. Simultaneously the same number of Belarusians (37.7%) does not share the mentioned estimate. The large number of those who found it difficult to answer the question: "Do you agree with the statement that the European Union fears the creation of a Union State of Belarus and Russia, as it might lead to reestablishment of the USSR?" (25.6%) testifies to the fact that the official propaganda is not adequate to reality, thereby creating problems for a quarter of the Belarusians when answering this question. 

Data of Table 12 let us compare the level of personal claims of the Belarusians and the Russians. There is no fundamental difference, although the Belarusians have a little bit more requirements. It might seem one should have expected the opposite: the Russians with their oil and gas export of many billions could have desired at least to aim at the European level if not to surpass it. Instead of this it is quite enough for the absolute majority to be "like everybody else". How can it be explained that about a half of the population stubbornly attributes itself to a certain "middle"? According to Russian political scientist Yu. Levada: "A person wants to be "with the majority", as it is safer and more comfortable. Of course, he does not have any figures at his disposal, but under usual conditions he has a firm concept about what this imaginary "everybody" wants". 

Table 12

If we talk about the life of your family, what do you and members of your family set themselves as an object? (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
Belarus (12'07)
Russia (2007)

To survive, even if it is on the most primitive level of existence
13.2
20

To live not worse than most families in your town, district
48.8
55

To live better than most families in your town, district
18.5
17

To live the way an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA
11.9
7

To live better than an average family in Western Europe, the USA 
5.7
2

DA
2.3
-

A person who aspires to being "average" is the most important factor of that type of social stability which the Belarusian authorities are trying to retain. It is the stability of "a lying stone", that is capable only of the simplest adaptation technologies directed at primary survival. However, this type of stability is able to end in a rock fall, as it has already happened many times in history.

From the commonness of objects which the Belarusians and the Russians aim at, let us pass on to political conditions necessary for their achievement (Table 13). Here we, too, face an unexpected difference. It turns out that the Belarusians feel a need for a stricter control 2.1 times more seldom than their colleagues in creating of the Union State. Even supporters of the authoritarian Belarusian leader do not so actively prefer strict control of political and economic life in the country on the part of the authorities, as the Russians as a whole. Trust ratings of the heads of states also confirm the revealed difference. Even in his best years A. Lukashenko could count on a maximum of 60%, while V. Putin’s rating has never gone beyond 80% for the last years. 

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, the president and the government now have to…", %



Variant of answer
Belarus (12'07)
Russia (2006)


All the polled
Trust A. Lukashenko
Distrust A. Lukahenko


Strictly control political and economic life in the country
32.5
49.8
13.3
69

Give people freedom and only make sure they obey the law 
53.9
36.4
77.1
23

DA/NA
13.6
12.3
7.9
8

Considerable difference in the opinions of the two "fraternal peoples" is also observed in the assessment of the Soviet past. However, if the Belarusians who do not trust A. Lukashenko express themselves unambiguously when answering the question of Table 14, their political opponents split into two almost equal groups. Such uncertainty is not presumably connected with the critical assessment of the Soviet past, but rather with the fact that the Soviet past is realized by their political idol in the present, and that is why they do not feel the need for restoration.

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you as a whole like or dislike the idea of returning to such a political system as the one of the USSR?", %



Variant of answer
Belarus (12'07)
Russia (2006)


All the polled
Trust A. Lukashenko
Distrust A. Lukashenko


I like it very much/it more likely pleases me
26.8
41.7
9.8
35

I rather dislike it/I utterly dislike it 
56.4
42.4
75.6
44

DA/NA
16.8
15.4
14.6
21

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you agree or disagree that in the last years the political system of Belarus (Russia for the Russians) has been more and more reminding of the political system of the former USSR?", %



Variant of answer
Belarus (12'07)
Russia (2006)


All the polled
Trust A. Lukashenko
Distrust A. Lukashenko


I rather disagree/I utterly disagree
35.8
44.4
28.5
59

I fully agree/ I more likely agree
47.6
37.7
60.3
24

DA/NA
16.6
17.9
11.3
18

Answers to the question of Table 15 illustrate the results of Russian reforms that have led to the drastic social stratification. The Russians’ standard of life is as high today as never before in history; at the same time, however, the level of stratification broke all thinkable records long ago. That is why the Russians two times more seldom than the Belarusians connect political changes, which have been taking place in the country for the last years, with the return to the Soviet past. Among the Belarusians 37.7% of those who trust the president agree with this direction of development, and among those who do not trust him there are considerably more of such people (60.3%). However, if the former approve of the motion back, the latter do not experience any positive feelings because of it (see Table 14).

In 2007 different orientation of trends in the attitudes of the Belarusian and Russian societies became clearly noticeable. In Russia in connection with the beginning of a regular election cycle considerable financial “infusions” were made into national projects. The authorities did not experience any problems with conducting such policy under the conditions of the stable rise in energy supply prices at the international market. However, the same rise in prices led to an opposite result in Belarus. Sociologists of the IISEPS have been recording the growth of disturbing expectations during the whole year of 2007, and to all appearances this tendency is going to continue in the coming year. 

Hierarchy of social distances

To what extent are representatives of different ethnic minorities acceptable to the society? Growth of anti-immigrant attitudes in Western Europe and xenophobia violence in Russia testify to the topicality of the problem. In Belarus this problem is not so acute for the time being. However, we might suppose the tendencies, which are becoming Europe wide and even worldwide, will not avoid our country either. 

In the opinion poll of December, 2007 a question about attitude to different ethnic groups was asked for the third time during the last two years. It was a question about the degree of closeness with different ethnic groups the respondents considered acceptable for themselves: from readiness to become related with them (to marry a son or a daughter to a representative of a certain ethnic group) up to their readiness merely to live in one country. Both traditional for Belarus ethnic minorities and other ethnic groups which representatives Belarusian citizens meet not so often are inscribed in the list. 

Data of Table 16 give an idea of how social distances towards representatives of the groups under consideration have been changing during two years. 

Table 16

Dynamics of answering the question: "To what extent are representatives of the following nationalities acceptable for you?" and dynamics of indices of the social distance*



Variant of answer
Ready to become related with
Ready to work together
Ready to live in the neighborhood
Ready to live in one town
Ready to live in Belarus
Index**

(12'07)
Index (04'06)
Indexс (09'05)

The Russians
49.0
14.7
16.0
7.4
10.7
2.142
2.051
1.918

The Ukrainians
37.8
17.7
20.6
10.1
11.3
2.378
2.439
2.417

The Poles
28.4
19.1
23.9
11.2
14.0
2.620
2.464
2.474

Western Europeans (the English, the French, the Germans and others)
20.3
25.4
20.8
12.1
17.6
2.805
2.743
2.949

Inhabitants of Central Europe (the Czechs, the Slovaks, the Hungarians, the Serbs and others)
16.8
19.7
23.2
14.6
20.4
3.022
2.953
3.096

The Americans
16.1
22.6
20.9
13.4
22.7
3.041
3.076
3.322

The Lithuanians
12.0
16.9
28.5
15.2
21.7
3.187
3.000
3.135

The Letts
11.7
16.5
27.4
14.7
23.7
3.236
3.059
3.186

The Jews
9.1
18.1
26.1
17.0
24.3
3.309
2.984
3.164

Natives of Central Asia countries (the Uzbeks, the Kazakhs and others)
2.8
12.8
23.7
18.9
35.1
3.757
3.523
3.676

The Arabs
2.6
11.2
23.3
14.2
41.2
3.867
3.809
3.953

The Africans
1.7
11.4
22.9
13.5
42.2
3.906
3.834
3.990

Natives of Caucasia (the Azerbaijanians, the Armenians, the Georgians, the Chechens and others )
2.0
9.2
23.4
17.0
41.2
3.928
3.806
3.967

Natives of Southeast Asia countries (the Vietnamese, the Chinese and others)
2.4
9.9
21.2
16.8
42.1
3.933
3.831
4.009

* The table is read across: the number in the upper left-hand corner of the table means that 49% of the polled expressed their readiness to become related with representatives of the Russian nationality

** Index of the social distance: the average weighted of the distance indices calculated in the following way: if shares of the polled are distributed on the scale as A, B, C, D, E, than the index is calculated as (A+2B+3C+4D+5E): (A+B+C+D+E). The index may have the value from 1-when all the respondents express their readiness to become related with a representative of the given nationality, up to 5-when all the polled are merely ready to tolerate him as a resident of Belarus.

It is evident from Table 16 that the hierarchy of close and distant ethnic groups in essence did not change during two years. The Russians are the closest ones; two other neighboring Slavic nations follow them. Nations of West European countries are a bit farther; other ethnic minorities of Belarus (the Lithuanians, the Letts, and the Jews) go after them. Then natives of Asia and Africa come, lagging far behind. On the other hand, some changes did happen during two years. They affected both concrete indices of the social distance and partly the hierarchy. 

In the leading Slavic group of three the social distance with the Russians and the Poles has noticeably increased during this time, and with the Ukrainians it has decreased. Perhaps, the acute energy conflict of January, 2007 has influenced the social distance with the Russians. There is no, of course, any direct connection: relations with the Russians who live next to the Belarusians are not determined for the latter by their attitude towards the policy of the Russian "Gazprom" or the Kremlin. On the other hand, we may assume a certain influence in this case. However, even after some coolness the Russians still remain the closest ethnic group for the Belarusians. 

Attitude to the Americans during two years has changed in some unexpected way. The distance with them decreased so much that it influenced the hierarchy- citizens of a distant transoceanic country became almost even with the East Europeans, having left behind the indigenous for Belarus Lithuanians, Letts and Jews. 

It is still more difficult to indicate the reason for such an abrupt change of the social distance, as the question about their attitude towards the Americans is quite abstract for the Belarusians. The overwhelming majority of the Belarusians has never seen them. It is not an indicator of the attitude to real people with their habits and traditions known to the Belarusians. It is the attitude towards one’s idea about them. Nevertheless, the latter attitude has visibly improved, although the attitude towards the policy, which is being carried out by the USA, has not undergone any considerable changes.

Another characteristic feature of Table 16 is a quite evidently increased social distance with the Jews. In December, 2007 this ethnic group in particular turned out to be the most distant in the ethnic sense among all Europeans. 

It might be a result of accidental fluctuations. However, it is not improbable that A. Lukashenko’s certain sayings concerning Bobrujsk and the Jews living there might have become the reason for such estrangement. The words of the head of state could have made the corresponding phobia topical, and the unanimous international reaction of indignation to those statements could even have intensified it. 

In any case these changes are so to say in the same "family group" – among the Europeans. There is an abyss between the attitude of the Belarusians to them and to the natives of the South. The index of the social distance towards the latter approximately equals 4, i.e. the Belarusians on average are only ready to live with them in the same settlement, and 40% of the polled are ready to endure them merely as residents of the same country. 

At the same time it is interesting to note that according to the respondents China ranks next after Russia in the degree of friendliness towards Belarus. China is a friend, but the Chinese… They had better live in China, somewhere a little farther from us, says the public opinion. 

One can, of course, be moved by the way the Belarusians clearly demonstrate their European identification, answering the question about their attitude to different ethnic groups. However, from the point of view of globalization prospects the indices at the bottom of Table 16 are evidence of hidden dangers. Sooner or later the world, including the Asian one, will come to Belarus in the form of communications and contacts as well as so to say in person. At that we can suppose with good reason that the process will be accelerated in case of any definite geopolitical choice of Belarus, suffice it to look at the make-up of city population in Europe, as well as in Russia. The Belarusians, at least for the time being, are not ready for this "visit of peace" to their home. 

In search of the one to blame

There is a tradition among the people attributing themselves to intelligentsia to search for the answers to two important questions: "What to do?" and "Whose fault is it?" The first question, as a rule, is not urgent for the public opinion not disposed towards introspection. The same, however, cannot be said about the second one. Properly speaking, in societies, where authority is the only political subject, mobilization technologies in fact rely on the ability of the mass individual to be consolidated around a strong person in a dangerous moment (i.e. a moment, when the search for an answer to the question "Whose fault is it?" raises no doubts by the majority). Monopolism for being a political subject means monopolism for the right to nominate the guilty ones as well. That is why authority always vigilantly sees to not tolerating people's initiative in the case so important for maintenance of social stability. When authority does not manage the task due to some reasons, revolutions occur, now and then taking the shape of a "senseless and merciless" revolt.

The autumn rise in prices caused shock in the Belarusian society and simultaneously stimulated "creative energy of the masses" directed at the independent search of the guilty ones. The authority did not manage to offer a candidate worth writing off "responsibility for everything". The problem is not in the lack of promptness. For some objective reasons the authority was left with nothing, as it had become dangerous to play the Russian card on the threshold of reconsideration of gas prices; and the resource ability of the West, as well as the opposition, to be made out dark and hostile force had been exhausted long before. An attempt to explain the rise in prices for foodstuff by the state of the world economy was doomed to a failure from the very beginning. The public opinion is not able to operate with such abstractions by definition. 

When left without supervision the mass individual had himself to look for the answers to the classical question. The result of the search is given in Table 17. 

The first two lines are occupied by the president and the government. Each of them has gathered more votes than all the rest taken together. Please, pay attention to the simplification of the situation. The given question was asked in a “semi-closed” way, i.e. respondents were offered a list of supposed offenders and they also had a chance to speak on their own. In 1996 every forth respondent used such an opportunity, and in 2007 – only 1.1%, though the number of points in the list had been reduced! Already this seemingly minor fact indicates the changes which have happened in the society for the last 11 years.

The society is becoming simpler, and simplification is a synonym of degradation. Now a person peering at the surrounding world begins to discern nuances with difficulty. There is government, the president and two or three dubious fellows who still keep getting underfoot, God knows, because of what reason. They do not take any decisions; hence they are not responsible for anything.

Table 17

Dynamics of answering the question: "Who, in your opinion, is responsible for the worsening of the economic circumstances in the country?", %



Variant of answer
06'96
04'00
08'01
12'07

The government
20.6
23.3
22.8
55.0

The president
17.2
21.4
25.6
46.4

The Mafia
14.0
10.5
6.7
–

Local authorities
7.1
16.0
15.8
12.1

Managers of state enterprises, collective farms
5.7
6.9
5.6
12.6

Businessmen
5.6
1.5
2.7
–

The West
2.9
2.5
2.3
3.9

Mass media (newspapers, radio, television)
2.2
0.9
1.0
–

Russia
0.5
1.3
0.5
11.0

Other
24.2
15.7
–
1.1

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, is responsible for the worsening of the situation in the country?" depending on trust towards president A. Lukashenko, %



Variant of answer
Trust A. Lukashenko
Do not trust A. Lukashenko
DA/NA

The government
53.0
46.7
69.6

The president
26.9
72.4
52.9

Local authorities
13.0
12.2
8.8

Managers of state enterprises and collective farms
16.0
8.1
11.8

The West
5.9
1.7
1.8

Russia
12.3
8.5
11.8

Table 18 lets us examine those responsible for the worsening of the economic circumstances in the country through the prism of trust/distrust to A. Lukashenko. At that the picture becomes more complicated, though not significantly. The citizens who trust the president naturally made the government generally responsible. Their opponents acted the other way round in complete compliance with a well-known every day formula: "if he does not love me, everything is wrong". Politically indifferent citizens who are not able to define their attitude to the head of state even under the conditions of Belarusian disunity pointed at the government at the same time not leaving the president without attention. It is interesting to note that there is no particular difference in the assessment of the local authorities fault by the groups singled out by us. Local authorities are faceless. Their presence in the republican media field is quite modest and A. Lukashenko does not spoil them with his attention; and if there is no connection with A. Lukashenko there is no disunity of opinions. 

This statement is a vivid example of changes in assessments of the fault of Russia and the West (Tables 17-18). A. Lukashenko only needed to switch the foreign policy topics and the public opinion turned around just like a weathercock. Let us cite the president New Year's congratulation of the previous year: "If threatening of the West does not surprise us anymore, then anti-Belarusian attitudes of our friends’ government agencies arouse our pity. Violating the before reached agreements they deliver a hard blow to our century-old friendship".

However, the growth of A. Lukashenko’s "fault rating" up to 46.6% could not but tell on the assessments of reasons for aggravation of Belarusian-Russian relations in 2007, either. In December 34.1% of the polled agreed that the reason for aggravation was "a natural result of the integration policy that was being carried out during the last years'. 24.4% thought it was "nothing more than an unpleasant episode in the relations of the two countries" (such a point of view was expressed by A. Lukashenko in the course of a press-conference for Russian regional mass media). A quarter of the Belarusians (25.6%) contrived not to notice the conflict at all. 

When respondents were answering a question that allowed more than one answer about the reasons for the conflict the first line of the list got occupied not by Russia that had increased gas prices, but by A. Lukashenko himself (Table 19).The low absolute value of the number of those who answered the question  should not surprise. It always happens so when people answer such questions.

Appointment of A. Lukashenko as the one out of two main parties responsible for the worsening of economic circumstances affected his electoral rating (Table 20) and his trust rating (Table 21). The former was smoothly decreasing during the whole 2007, and for the first time turned out to be lower than the symbolic mark of 40%. The total loss since the presidential election amounted to 20.4 percentage points. Such considerable decrease of the head’s of state rating did not lead to the increase of his political opponents’ ratings. The nature of this phenomenon has been repeatedly analyzed in the IISEPS articles; that is why we shall not repeat ourselves. 

In contrast to the electoral rating, decrease of the trust rating is happening with a noticeable gap. As a result the share of the Belarusians trusting A. Lukashenko today turned out to be 11 points lower than the share of those ready to vote for him. There is nothing unusual in this discrepancy. It is much more important that the biggest part of those who have lost their trust turns into the category of those who distrust, and does not join those who have found it difficult to answer. Such a decision does not require a change of the value system, as in case of readiness to vote for political opponents of A. Lukashenko; that is why while the trust rating keeps decreasing, the share of those who distrust the president will grow. 

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question: "What, in your opinion, gave rise to such aggravation?" 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

It is the fault of A. Lukashenko and Belarusian authorities
8.2

Overpriced energy supply
6.5

They don’t know how to carry on a dialogue
6.2

Russia wants to make Belarus its province and deprive it of its independence
4.5

Market economy laws
2.9

Imperial ambitions of Russia
2.7

It is a conflict among the presidents
2.7

Greediness of Russian oligarchs 
2.1

Russian authorities want to ruin Belarus
1.6

Presence of Belarus own interests
1.2

Unsufficiently considered economic policy
1.0

Untimely payment for energy supply
0.7

Intrigues of the USA
0.4

Sharing of power
0.2

Intrigues of the adversaries of the Union State
0.1

Table 20

Dynamics of answering the question: "If presidential elections in Belarus were taking place the following day, whom would you vote for?", % (the question allows more than one answer)



Variant of answer
02'06
04'06
08'06
11'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07

For A. Lukashenko
57.6
60.3
54.9
49.7
50.9
48.0
44.9
39.9

Table 21

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you trust the president of Belarus", %



Variant of answer
04'02
12'05
02'06
04'06
11'06
01'07
05'07
12'07

Trust
32.4
59.0
60.2
57.3
60.3
55.4
56.9
50.9

Distrust
42.9
30.8
30.8
31.4
26.0
28.5
32.7
35.5

DA/NA
33.7
10.2
9.0
11.3
13.7
16.1
10.4
13.6

Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question: "Some people consider themselves supporters of the present authorities, others-their opponents. Which group would you attribute yourself to?", %



Variant of answer
11'06
09'07
12'07

I consider myself a supporter of the present day authorities
47.8
42.0
37.3

I consider myself an opponent of the present day authorities
18.5
19.9
22.0

I haven’t thought about it, and I do not care
26.2
31.5
31.8

DA/VA
7.5
6.6
8.9

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, is the state of affairs in our country developing in general in the right or in the wrong direction?", %



Variant of answer
09'05
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07

In the right direction
53.4
56.9
55.7
57.8
50.2
41.2

In the wrong direction
30.2
31.0
29.0
30.0
34.2
39.3

The mentioned conclusion is also true as far as the regime as a whole is concerned (Table 22). Since the opinion poll of November, 2006 the share of the regime supporters has decreased by 10.5 percentage points, and the share of the opponents has increased only by 3.5 percentage points. The rest preferred to "hide" behind the psychologically comfortable for them variant of answer "I haven’t thought about it, and I do not care", thus relieving themselves of the responsibility for their personal choice. 

Decrease of the head’s of state rating could not but tell on the attitude of the Belarusians to the policy being conducted in the country (Table 23). It is natural: "We say Lukashenko, and imply the policy!" It has always been like this. Hence comes "the Khrushchev epoch" with its corn and voluntarism and "the Brezhnev epoch" with anecdotes and stagnation. That is why the attitude of the Belarusians to the policy which is being conducted in the country is extremely politicized. 68.3% of the polled among those who trust A. Lukashenko approved of him in December, and only 11.3% among those who distrust him. However, those who were not able to determine their attitude to A. Lukashenko also had difficulty when answering the question about his policy. Hence, 40.6% among them could not determine their attitude to it. 

Decrease of A. Lukashenko’s rating is not the first one in the modern history of Belarus. After the second presidential elections at the interfaces between 2002 and 2003 it reached its absolute minimum of 27%. However, it did not lead to the growth of protest activity expected by many opposition politicians. The authoritarian regime in Belarus to a considerable extent rests upon inactivity of the population and not upon its support. It means that Clause 3 of the Constitution of the Republic of Belarus that begins with the words: "The people are the only source of the state power and bearers of sovereignty in the Republic of Belarus" has been and still is a meaningless declaration.

Who needs this country?

Openness of the economy presents perhaps the most serious threat for Belarusian stability and hence for A. Lukashenko’s personal power. He realizes this threat in full measure. To prove the mentioned thesis let us quote a statement of his: "Neither the government, nor the local authorities should forget that in the near future we will have to considerably increase the level of income of the population. If, let’s say, our neighbors’ salaries are going to equal a thousand dollars, we won’t be able to disregard it. We should not lag behind". ("Revival of towns and villages is a priority task of the country’s socio-economic development", 29.11.2007).

Answers to the question: "If you had an opportunity, would you like to work temporarily in a country of the EU?" confirm actuality of the given quotation. In December 47.7% of the polled expressed such a desire. If we take into account the fact that every third grown-up Belarusian is a pensioner, then the desire to go to Europe in search of a job among the able-bodied population should be considered as almost the general one. The quoted value, in our point of view, should be regarded as an important indicator of "the Belarusian economic model" competitiveness, which achievements are so convincingly presented in the state mass media. 

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like to emigrate from Belarus?", %



Variant of answer
11'99
08'00
11'00
10'01
09'02
09'03
06'04
06'06
12'07

In Germany
15.2
15.9
14.1
18.5
13.3
13.2
13.5
11.4
9.0

In the USA
11.5
9.5
11.1
6.1
8.6
7.7
9.8
7.2
8.7

In Russia
1.3
2.4
3.2
3.6
4.3
6.5
6.3
4.3
5.6

In Poland
3.9
3.7
3.1
5.8
5.7
4.9
5.4
5.0
4.3

In the Baltic states
1.8
1.4
1.3
1.8
1.7
1.7
3.8
2.9
2.7

In another country
4.7
3.3
7.1
6.3
4.7
4.8
4.0
2.7
5.7

Altogether
48.8
41.9
39.9
48.0
45.4
42.9
47.9
42.4
44.7

I would not like to emigrate anywhere
61.2
58.1
60.1
52.0
54.6
57.1
52.1
57.6
55.3

Data of Table 24 let us trace the dynamics of changes in the number of those desiring to emigrate from Belarus into another country. The first thing that strikes our eye is the absence of dynamics. The overall number of those who would like to leave their homeland for good has not virtually changed during eight years. At that the share of those who wanted to emigrate was the same in the year of A. Lukashenko’s minimal electoral rating (in 2003, when the income growth of the population in the country practically stopped), as well as in the year of its upper bound (2006). Its growth was not statistically significant in December, 2007 under the conditions of inflationary consternation, either. 

If the total number of those who would like to emigrate has virtually remained the same, certain changes have occurred in the choice of a country to live in.  First of all, attraction of Germany and the USA decreased. Redistribution happened at the expense of the neighboring countries (mainly, Russia). Those who would like to emigrate are practical people. They are sure a bird in the hand is worth two in the bush. The neighboring "birds" have obviously put on some economic weight for the last years, thus their comparative value has visibly increased. The registered redistribution of anti-patriots’ preferences again sends us back to the problem of "the Belarusian economic model" competitiveness, which evidently begins to lose in comparison with its immediate neighbors. 

There is nothing surprising in the fact that the Belarusians who do not trust A. Lukashenko declare their readiness to live their homeland for good two times more often than his supporters (60.2% vs. 32.1%). As a rule they are younger and better educated than their political opponents, i.e. they possess a larger stock of personality resources. Owing to it they see prospects for themselves in the countries with market economy. Table 25 presents dependence of the desire not to emigrate and readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko at the presidential elections on the age of the respondents. Mutual character of these two traits dependence on age is doubtless. Personal resource for an active change of one’s life grows shorter with age, hence the need for paternal care of the state and simultaneously the desire to change nothing in one’s life (including the place of residence) increases. 

Table 25

Dependence of the desire not to emigrate and readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko at the presidential elections on the age of the respondents, %



Age
18-29 years of age
30-39 years of age
40-49 years of age
50-59 years of age
60 years of age and older

Desire to emigrate
27.8
50.0
57.4
63.7
77.8

Readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko
19.2
25.4
34.3
45.5
70.7

Consequently, we get an answer to the question entered in the headline. Citizens full of vigor do not need a country with authoritarian regime named Belarus. They prefer to realize themselves outside it. Value of the country grows with age. However, in this case it would be more correct to say the value of the state, not the country. The state, which according to an apt remark of Russian political scientist T. Sergeytsev, tries to "justify its existence with the help of welfare payments, which it strives for, and on the basis of which it wants to own the socially protected citizens in an entirely feudal manner, wants to exploit their dependence and their votes". So far this type of state has at its disposal enough resources to carry out welfare payments, mutual need of the authoritarian state and the dependent on its generosity citizens for each other serves a reliable source of political and social stability.   

Inflationary consternation

It might seem, what significance may a macroeconomic showing "exceeded" by 1-2% according to the results of the year have, and is the population able to feel such paltry deviation? Yes, if the matter concerns inflation. Let us refer to Table 26: the impression is, as if the Belarusians went eight years back, when the index of consumer prices had grown by more than 200% during the year (by the  results of 2007 the index of consumer prices is expected to equal approximately 10%). In comparison with the August opinion poll of 2006 the share of respondents who marked the rise in prices as the most serious problem, has grown by 24.4 percentage points. 

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question: "What are the most acute problems, which our country and its citizens are facing at the moment?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
09'99
09'02
06'04
06'06
12'07
*

Rise in prices
82.7
71.9
73.2
60.1
84.2
+24.2

Impoverishment of the population
73.2
60.6
58.0
19.5
34.7
+15.2

Criminality
44.6
49.4
37.3
23.2
26.9
+3.7

Unemployment
35.7
35.3
49.7
37.0
38.3
+1.3

Recession of production
31.8
38.7
22.2
18.7
20.6
+1.9

Corruption, bribe-taking
29.7
27.8
35.6
27.6
33.4
+5.8

Overcoming of the Chernobyl catastrophe consequences
29.5
19.7
21.1
25.5
22.3
–3.2

Absence of order and law
24.6
27.4
32.9
22.1
21.3
–0.8

Violation of the human rights
23.3
25.2
30.4
22.1
25.6
+3.5

Decline of the national culture
13.1
10.2
13.8
10.8
12.8
+2.0

Threat of the West
9.3
3.6
7.7
18.2
12.0
–6.2

International isolation of Belarus
9.1
14.4
14.7
14.4
14.5
+0.1

Disunity of the society
5.0
5.2
8.9
7.3
7.2
–0.1

Threat of the loss of Belarusian independence
–
10.2
7.2
8.3
8.4
+0.1

Decrease of the population
–
–
19.8
21.9
20.1
–1.8

* Difference between the results of the polls of 12'07 and 06'06

The problem of impoverishment of the population turned out to rank second according to the absolute increase (+15.2 percentage points). In 1999 73.2% of the Belarusians felt the threat of impoverishment. However, the income growth, which began in 2004, moved the problem away to the outskirts of the public consciousness. Now its reincarnation has occurred. 

One should also pay attention to the stably high values, which the problem of unemployment always gets. It is pressing for every third citizen of the country. In November and December in 2007 a dispute between economist L. Zlotnikov and minister of statistics and analysis of the Republic of Belarus V. Zinovsky developed on pages of the newspaper “The Belarusians and the market”.  Alongside with other indices of the Belarusian statistics the level of unemployment came forward as “an apple of discord”. What is the essence of the problem? According to the regular reports of the Ministry of Statistics the level of unemployment in Belarus has been fluctuating around 1% for many years, i.e. there is virtually no unemployment in the Republic. It is not surprising that the mentioned showing is repeatedly used by A. Lukashenko to justify the accuracy of the chosen economic policy. Without rejecting the official statistics A. Zlotnikov simultaneously draws our attention to the fact that according to the International Labor Organization (ILO) there exist two systems to define the level of unemployment. In the first system the quantity of the officially registered unemployed is used during calculation; in the second system- the quantity of the registered unemployed as well as the quantity of those who are searching for a job on their own. 

The Ministry of Statistics uses only the first system, and as the unemployment allowance is so scanty in Belarus that it does not repay the costs of its registration, the share of the officially registered unemployed is really small. In the EU countries and in Russia general unemployment is defined each quarter of a year on the basis of sample interviews. Hence such advantageous comparative statistics for the Belarusian authorities comes. 

In September of 2007 in Kiev the Belarusian Institute of Strategic Research conducted a conference "To the new vision of Belarus". In the concluding materials of the conference it was maintained in particular that: "A paradoxical situation when the supply of development alternatives starts to lag behind the demand for them has begun to take shape…" Unfortunately, it is not made specific in the materials of the conference, which social groups form the demand for alternative development, and what the researches, on the basis of which such a resolute conclusion is drawn, are. The data of Table 26 make us doubt it. Changes that have lately occurred in the public consciousness are truly significant. However, they have only told on the growth of fear concerning preservation of the reached level of material well-being, and have not at all told on the system of values.  Such problems as violation of the human rights, decline of the national culture, disunity of the society, threat of the loss of Belarusian independence and international isolation of Belarus have not been able to draw extra attention for many years. 

Table 27

Distribution of answers to the question: "What are the most acute problems, which our country and its citizens are facing at the moment?" depending on trust/distrust of the respondents to A. Lukashenko, %*



Variant of answer
Trust 

A. Lukashenko
Distrust 
A. Lukashenko
Difference

Group 1

Decline of the national culture
12.5
11.5
+1.0

Recession of production
19.9
20.6
–0.7

Disunity of the society
8.5
9.1
–0.6

Rise in prices
84.1
83.7
–0.4

Group 2

Criminality
35.1
19.6
+15.5

Overcoming of the Chernobyl catastrophe consequences
27.8
14.3
+13.5

Threat of the West
17.4
6.1
+11.3

Decrease of population
23.6
16.1
+7.5

Threat of the loss of Belarusian independence
9.8
4.4
+5.8

Group 3

Violation of the human rights
11.5
43.3
–31.8

Impoverishment of the population
25.7
45.5
–19.8

Corruption, bribe-taking
26.9
40.7
–13.8

International isolation of Belarus
9.0
22.0
–13.0

Absence of order and law
18.0
27.9
–9.9

Unemployment
37.0
42.4
–5.4

* The table is read across

Let us consider changes in the ways the Belarusians feel acuteness of problems singling out the answers of those who trust and do not trust A. Lukashenko into two separate columns. In December there were 50.9% and 35.5% of such people accordingly. Let us combine the received results into three groups (Table 27). Variants, which caused the minimal divergence in the assessments of acuteness of problems among supporters and opponents of the president, let us refer to the first group. To the second one let us refer problems that are the most pressing for his supporters; and to the third one- the problems most topical for the opponents (inside the groups problems are ranked according to the difference). 

Many years' experience of opinion polls in Belarus testifies to the fact that any politicized question leads to significant divergences in the assessments of A. Lukashenko’s supporters and opponents. That is why problems of Group 1 can for sure be attributed to the non-politicized ones. The problem of rise in prices, as would be expected, found itself in this group, and the difference here is minimal. Universality of the mentioned problem is also confirmed by the absence of bond between the level of respondents’ education and frequency of its mentioning (primary education-82.7%, higher education – 80.6%). The same thing is also repeated if we try to ascertain dependence of answers on age, with the exception of the youngest age group (18-29 years of age) for which the rise in prices turned out to be not so pressing (which is quite natural) – 76.6% with 84.2% according to the general sampling.

On the other hand, presence of such seemingly politicized problems as decline of the national culture and disunity of the society in Group 1 turned out to be quite unexpected. Partly insignificant difference in the answers of those who trust and distrust the president can be explained by the low general topicality of the problems in question, but only partly. It is enough to look at the answers concerning the threat of independence loss, acuteness of which supporters of A. Lukashenko sense two times more often!

The problem of criminality leads the rating list of Group 2. Significant contribution into this considerable difference was made by the respondents over 60 years of age (in other age groups difference in answers does not exceed the statistic error), and by the people with primary and incomplete secondary education. These very people constitute the core of the electorate that votes for A. Lukashenko. In our opinion, such statistically relevant difference can be explained by the following: the concept of "criminality" is limited for supporters of A. Lukashenko basically to criminal acts, whereas opponents of the head of state include into this conception violation of the human rights, corruption and absence of order and law. That is why criminality in so to say pure form turns out to be not so important for them. 

Presence of such problems as overcoming of the Chernobyl catastrophe consequences and the threat of loss of Belarusian independence in Group 2 should be considered among surprises. Perhaps, lack of importance of the Chernobyl problem for the young and educated opponents of A. Lukashenko is connected with the fact that they are busy with realization of their own plans, and hence they are not so much subjected to different phobias including the ones concerned with the radiation threat. Partly it is also true with respect to the loss of independence threat. At the same time it is necessary to remember that A. Lukashenko has been the main defender of state independence in the media field of Belarus for the last years, and it, of course, affects the opinions of his supporters. 

Difference in the assessments of the threat of the West does not require any comments, although one should pay attention to the general dynamics of answers concerning the problem. Since August of 2002 up to June of 2006 an uneven five times increase occurred, after which a decrease set in. Alteration of the change course is a direct result of damping down the anti-West rhetoric in the state mass media that occurred after the beginning in January of "the oil and gas war" between Belarus and Russia. Perhaps, a reverse process is going to become one of the results of Russian credit generosity. 

The backbone of Group 3 is constituted by "classical" problems against which one can follow the socio-cultural disunity in the Belarusian society. Unfortunately, the general dynamics of these problems actuality is close to zero. The only exception is "impoverishment of the population". This problem worries in the first place educated middle-aged people. The matter does not, of course, concern real impoverishment (according to the data of the Ministry of Statistics retail turnover in Belarus increased by 15.7% from January to November). It concerns its possibility in future, and educated people are peering into it with still more growing alarm. 

Belarusian stability as it has been repeatedly noted by the IISEPS sociologists is built upon state paternalism. We cannot say that this policy is a result of a deliberate choice on the part of the authorities. Most likely it happened in itself in the context of Soviet policy prolongation habitual for the new/old representatives of the authorities as well as for the society. Limits of possible changes today as at the beginning of the stormy 90s are determined by the values of the post-Soviet individual and by his experience in adaptation to outward changes. We should agree with Russian sociologist L. Gudkov that the only universal resource which seems a guarantee of a quiet and stable life to the mass individual is material well-being. The mere fact of presence of well-being, high wages and "wealth" is not desirable in itself; only well-being as a condition of certain stability, protection against upheavals and arbitrariness and security of life. That is why the slightest threat to the growth of material well-being, which has become usual for the last years, caused such a painful reaction of the Belarusian society.

Shock is as we would have it!

As it was mentioned before 84.2% of the Belarusians mentioned the rise in prices as the most important problem of their life. In comparison with the June poll of 2006 actuality of the problem has grown at once by 24.4 percentage points. Data of Table 28 let us sense the generalized feeling of alarm caused by the rise in prices; take it to relative pieces, which nevertheless are going to be useful in the course of the subsequent analysis.

Only 9.3% of the polled said the rise in prices did not virtually tell on the level of their material well-being. Such “sociology” does not join the victorious report of the Ministry of Statistics having rendered an account for the growth of the population real income from January till October by 15.2%. Who is right? Everything is not so easy, but the Ministry of Statistics is most likely closer to the truth. It does not mean that its eminently qualified employees do not use little tricks; however they are not able to change the general tendency. We should not either reproach sociologists for amateurishness, to say nothing about direct forgery. The point is in mass fear, and the eyes of fear, as it is known, see danger everywhere. This very fear was registered in the course of the December poll. Hence mass alarm comes, smoothly turning into anxiety and shock.

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "To what extent does the rise in prices for foodstuff, manufactured goods, accommodation and education, medical and other services tell on your life?"



Variant of answer
%

It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is outweighed by the income growth
9.3

It is already telling on me and it gives rise to nervousness
41.1

It is seriously telling on my life and causes anxiety
29.0

I am really shocked by the rise in prices
19.9

NA
0.7

Table 29

Dynamics of answering the question: "How is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus in the years immediately ahead?", %



Variant of answer
03'05
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07

It is going to become worse
16.8
11.0
30.6
26.7
29.3
28.5

It is not going to change
40.8
35.8
35.0
42.2
40.6
37.6

It is going to improve
29.7
46.0
25.6
22.8
22.5
23.2

Shock in this case is not a metaphor that would be appropriate in a journalistic report; it is an adjusted scientific term reflecting the perception of what is going on by almost 20% of the Belarusians. To confirm the given statement let us refer to the data of Table 29.

It is peculiar to people to project their current attitudes onto their future. Growth of pessimistic expectations was registered in January 2007 on the peak of "the oil and gas war" when respondents were answering a standard question: "How is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change in the years immediately ahead?" The feeling of uncertainty about tomorrow did not disperse during the year. At that one should pay attention to the fact that the January growth of pessimistic expectations (+19.6 percentage points) was not accompanied by adequate increase in the share of those who marked worsening of their financial position for the last three months (Table 30). That is to say, under the conditions of “here and now” the public opinion did not notice any considerable worsening. 

Table 30

Dynamics of answering the question: "In what way has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?", %



Variant of answer
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07

It has improved
23.4
21.3
14.6
16.6
10.8

It has not changed
63.0
61.0
66.3
67.1
55.3

It has become worse
11.1
16.8
17.7
15.6
32.4

In December tendencies registered in Tables 29-30 switched places: the share of pessimistically disposed "Nostradamuses" did not virtually change, however the numbers of those who suffered from the autumn rise in prices grew noticeably (+16.8 percentage points). Let us try to look at the revealed disbalance at a different angle. The mass individual watched the course of the "oil and gas war" on TV, and he followed the rise in prices according to the price lists in stores. This turned out to be a different thing. A TV picture aroused a feeling of alarm in him which he was not able to articulate and which was projected onto the future. The renewed price lists in their turn made him swear and ask a rhetorical question: "How can one live with these prices?"

However, the first reaction, as well as the second one, was dictated more likely by emotions than by real decrease of the living standard. Let us refer to Table 31. The first thing that catches our eye at once is dependence of perception of changes in one’s financial position on the level of trust to A. Lukashenko. It is clear that the rise in prices could not become apparent selectively. Adversaries of the regime are simply always more sensitive to any facts which they can interpret as proof of inefficiency of the policy being conducted in the country. Their political opponents on the contrary (as a rule, people with authoritarian way of thinking) pin all their hopes on the head of state. Just like religious fanatics, they are ready to clutch at their faith to the end, as they have no other support in their life. From this their reduced sensitivity to negative changes follows. 

It is interesting to note that the level of education virtually did not tell on the share of citizens who registered improvement of their financial position. However, among the respondents who suffered from the rise in prices this tendency is observed quite clearly (Table 31). Distribution of answers depending on age turned out to be easily predictable, too. Worsening of their financial position was registered in the first place by the respondents in the most active age group (30-39 years of age). During the time between the two polls no mass closing of enterprises occurred; that is why respondents in the given age group could not suffer more than their younger and older fellow countrymen.

Table 31

Distribution of answers to the question: "How has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?" depending on trust to A. Lukashenko, the level of education and age, %*



Variant of answer
It has improved
It has become worse
It has not changed

Attitude to president A. Lukashenko

Trust (50.9%)
15.4
20.3
63.3

Distrust (35.5%)
5.5
46.6
46.4

DA (13.6%)
6.5
41.4
49.4

Level of education

Primary
12.8
25.6
60.0

Incomplete secondary
14.4
28.4
54.3

Secondary
9.0
32.4
57.7

Vocational
10.5
35.7
51.3

Higher
10.6
36.5
52.3

Age

18-29 years old
8.9
30.3
58.2

30-39 years old
11.1
44.0
45.0

40-49 years old
9.1
35.5
54.4

50-59 years old
9.4
30.4
57.6

60 years old and older
14.1
23.8
60.8

* The table is read across

If we go back to the question of Table 28 and examine the received answers through the "indicators" of Table 31, we will get similar dependencies. “Real shock” in particular was felt by those who do not trust A. Lukashenko 1.4 time more often than by those who trust him (18.7% vs. 13.5%). 

As a whole, acuteness of the Belarusian society’s reaction to the quite moderate growth of inflation turned out to be rather unexpected. The "oil and gas war" that broke out in January undoubtedly played its role in it. It showed unsteadiness of the "Belarusian economic model". Gradually in the consciousness of the population (its educated part in the first place) an understanding was growing during 2007 that difficulties which Belarus had encountered at the beginning of the year were not situational, and that with time they would only increase. Under such conditions a spark in the form of a rise in prices for an insignificant range of goods sufficed for splashing out of the accumulated strain. Even if the splashing out revealed itself only in the form of answers to the question of the opinion poll. 

About the advantage of an alternative
On December, 17 the Belarusians were left without benefits. The authorities tried to prepare the population for coming into force of such an unpopular decision beforehand. For this purpose the corresponding reminders were being repeatedly played through loud-speakers of the public transportation for two weeks. Judging by the results of the last poll, those two weeks made a remarkable contribution into the change of the public opinion (Table 32).

Table 32

Distribution of answers to the question: "In May of 2007 Belarusian authorities decided to reduce benefits for the population. Some people say it is a sound decision, and that our economy will not endure so many benefit recipients. Others consider one should save on something else, not on benefits. Which opinion do you agree with?", %



Variant of answer
09'07
12'07

It is not necessary to reduce benefits
65.4
74.2

It is necessary to reduce benefits
33.5
25.0

DA/NA
1.1
0.8

If in September the quantity of the Soviet paternal heritage opponents had amounted precisely to a third, than in December their share reduced up to a quarter. At that all the "deserters" found themselves in the camp of those who were against benefit cancellation. There was no increase of those who found it difficult to answer.

Already in October, when speaking in front of Russian regional mass media representatives, A. Lukashenko tried to soften public discontent concerning the forthcoming benefit cancellation. In particular he said: "The most important thing is that all those millions, hundreds of millions of dollars which had been used for benefits, we directed straight to the children. If you want to, take them away from the children. We feed the children free of charge at schools. All of them (set off in italics by the editorial staff). Payment for kindergartens is simply laughable in comparison with the Russian Federation. Women will give birth only in case if a family is sure it will get a flat. A roof above one’s head is the most important. We have interested families in giving birth to children. We took benefits away from officials, militia and others and gave them there. What complaints could be lodged against the president, if he gave it to the children? Everybody has a child of his own, after all".

Complaints, as it was revealed during the December poll, were found. In contrast to the Russian journalists who were putting down every word by A. Lukashenko with such zeal, the majority of the Belarusian schoolchildren’s parents have to give their offsprings 10 thousands rubles weekly for school breakfasts. The majority, as only pupils of primary school are fed free of charge. 

In October and November in Minsk the opposition conducted two protest actions: the European and the social marches. On the eve of these events the IISEPS sociologists asked, in particular, the following question: "This autumn leaders of the Belarusian opposition are going to organize mass actions-"The social march" against benefit cancellation for the population and "The European march" for Belarus joining up the European Union. What is your attitude to these initiatives?" 22.2% supported both initiatives; another 22.3% supported only "The social march" and 6.5% – "The European march".

Reasoning from the results of the poll one might expect that the march against benefit cancellation would gather a great number of participants. However, according to the information of the organizers five thousand people took part in the "European march", and only about one and a half thousand – in "The social march". Such ratio of the number of participants in the two marches, which at first glance contradicts the results of the opinion poll, was predicted by some Belarusian political scientists. The point is that when people answer questions sociologists register declarations rather than the real readiness to act. Today acuteness of social problems for the population of Belarus is undoubtedly stronger than the European choice. On the other hand, young people have been the main participants of opposition meetings during the last years, and they have different priorities. 

State mass media tried not to notice the autumn actions of the opposition, which is not surprising. Nevertheless, 35.9% of the grown up population of the Republic heard about them. It is clear that the level of knowledge of the respondents who do not trust A. Lukashenko turned out to be considerably higher, than the level of those who trust him (+19.1 percentage points). However, this level is quite significant among the latter, too (Table 33).

Table 33

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you know that in October and November the Joint democratic opposition conducted "The European March" and "The Social March" in Minsk?", %



Variant of answer
All
 the polled
Trust A. Lukashenko
Distrust A. Lukashenko

I have heard about the conducting of both marches
25.9
18.3
37.0

I have heard about the conducting of "The European March"
3.2
2.2
4.6

I have heard about the conducting of "The Social March"
6.9
7.4
5.4

Sum total
35.9
27.9
47.0

As it can be seen, the results of the poll refute critical statements about uselessness of such actions. Their result is not exhausted by the number of the participants. Under the conditions of Belarusian reality, when in essence the authorities are the only subject of political activity, availability of an alternative is very important. The Belarusians who share democratic values, and there are about 30% of such people in the country, must feel that they are not alone.

The law and order in the life of the Belarusians

Belarusian authorities keep emphasizing that order and stability are the most important priorities of their policy. Clean streets of the capital and other cities, scanty demonstrations of the opposition and numerous militia patrols, "debureaucratization" of the State machinery and "elegant victories" at the elections – all this in their opinion testifies to the fact that the vague times of "the general collapse" when "the authorities were wallowing in mud" have irretrievably gone by. The long-awaited for order has been restored in the country. The law has become a norm of every day life for the majority of citizens. 

In spring of 1999 the IISEPS published its analytical article "The lawful state as the Belarusians would have it", where it was shown that regardless of the official statements lawful nihilism was being formed in the mass consciousness of the Belarusians, negative consequences of which "might turn out to be unpleasant for future democracy as well as for the present day authorities". Since then a lot has changed in policy and economy, in the life of millions of the Belarusians. Results of the December poll testify to the changes of their attitude towards the law and order (Tables 34-36). 

As it follows from the data the authority of the law and of the most important law-enforcement institutions has considerably grown during these years. It has grown from the general assessment of the lawful situation in the country and trust to "the Constitution guarantor" up to trust towards human rights organizations and up to the choice of a behavior model in a certain lawful situation. Such results "Sovetskaya Belorussia" ("Soviet Belarus") can fearlessly publish on the front page, and Belarusian TV can cite them in its information programs.

Table 34

Dynamics of trust to the law-enforcement institutions*, %



Law-enforcement institution
03'99
12'07


Trust
Distrust
Index of trust**
Trust
Distrust
Index of trust**

The president
41.9
28.8
+0.131
50.9
35.5
+0.158

Law-courts
22.9
35.4
–0.125
49.9
35.3
+0.149

Constitutional law court
24.4
26.9
–0.025
52.3***
30.4***
+0.225***

Human rights organizations (The Belarusian Helsinki Committee, "Vyasna", "Charter-97" and others)
15.2
18.6
–0.034
40.9
30.7
+0.105

The Bar
23.3
23.6
–0.003
44.6
36.5
+0.083

The Office of Public Prosecutor
22.3
32.3
–0.100
45.4
38.4
+0.072

The KGB
19.0
32.6
–0.136
40.7
39.9
+0.008

Militia
18.0
44.9
–0.270
43.8
43.2
+0.006

* Those who found it difficult to answer or were not able to answer are omitted for the simplicity of perception sake 

** The index of trust is the ratio of difference in positive and negative answers to the overall number of the polled

*** According to the results of the poll in October, 2006

Table 35

Dynamics of answering the question: "Which statement do you agree with?", % 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
03'99
12'07

Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
68.2
57.7

Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime
53.8
36.2

In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail
9.1
22.3

Table 36

Dynamics of answering the question: "If somebody has borrowed money from you and does not return it, whom will you ask for help?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
03'99
12'07

I will try to solve the problem on my own
42.9
34.3

Militia
14.3
22.2

A law-court
10.6
14.9

An acquaintance with connections
13.8
11.5

A mafia-type organization
8.2
3.9

A newspaper, the radio, the TV
0.4
1.1

I will resign myself to the loss of money
18.3
14.7

All this undoubtedly testifies to the fact that Belarus is being more and more perceived by its citizens as an independent state which lives by its own laws. To what extent can these changes be attributed to the achievements of the present day authorities? Such a question inevitably emerges even at first glance at the given data. 

First of all, even if the majority of the polled are not aware of the repressions against the Belarusian Helsinki Committee, "Vyasna", "Charter-97" and other human rights organizations, they understand that they are non-governmental bodies, which cannot in any case be compared with the authority institutions. If the authority of the law is a merit of the regime, than the authority of bodies which catch the regime violating the law should rather decrease than grow. 

Secondly, the number of people who as before negatively assess the lawful situation in the country and do not trust state law-enforcement institutions is still quite large-from 35% up to almost 58%, and less than a quarter of the citizens believe in fairness of the law! If the order is already introduced in the country and has become stable, than what are millions of the Belarusians dissatisfied with? 

Thirdly, a more profound analysis of the given data shows that the law and order do not have the same effect upon different groups of the population. Thus there is a considerable difference in the socio-demographic "portrait" of those who assess the lawful situation positively ("in our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law") and negatively ("money and connections" or "high posts help to escape penalty for a crime"). If there are noticeably more pensioners with low level of education and residents of villages in the first group, than in the second one and especially in the third group there are more young people employed in the private sector of the economy with high level of education, residents of the capital and regional centers. Among those who would prefer to appeal to militia or a law-court for the sake of solving the problem or would resign oneself to the loss of money there are also more women, pensioners and residents of villages. Among those who would rather seek help in a mafia-type organization or would solve the problem on his own there are more men, young people and the unemployed. In other words if in the first group one can notice familiar traits of supporters of the current authorities, than in two other groups-of their opponents. These guesses are completely confirmed by the comparative analysis of these groups by the criterion of their attitude to the authorities (Table 37).

Table 37

Attitude to the authorities depending on the assessment of the lawful situation in the country, %



Attitude to the authorities
In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law
Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime

In your opinion, in general the state of affairs in our country is developing:

In the right direction
68.1
33.1
25.8

In the wrong direction
16.5
45.8
55.4

Some people consider themselves supporters of the today’s authorities, others – their opponents. Which group would you ascribe yourself to?

I consider myself a supporter of the current authorities 
65.6
29.3
21.1

I consider myself an opponent of the current authorities 
10.0
23.0
30.5

I have not thought about it and I do not care
18.8
38.2
38.7

Whom did you vote for at the presidential elections in March of 2006?

For A. Lukashenko
69.3
40.1
34.1

For A. Kozulin
3.2
6.9
7.3

For A. Milinkevich
8.6
17.0
20.8

Who is primary responsible for the rise in prices and the cost of life in general? (more than one answer is possible)

President A Lukashenko
33.2
50.7
60.8

The government
49.1
61.3
54.2

Local government bodies
15.9
12.2
14.9

Managers of enterprises and organizations
17.4
12.4
12.5

Russia
15.9
10.7
12.2

The European Union and the USA
5.6
4.1
2.2

Trust to law-enforcement institutions

President
trust
78.2
42.6
33.8


distrust
14.4
40.3
53.7

Law-courts
trust
73.2
43.1
39.3


distrust
16.8
41.1
47.6

The Office of Public Prosecutor
trust
68.8
39.2
34.2


distrust
19.7
42.9
51.1

Militia
trust
64.4
39.0
33.5


distrust
21.1
40.9
47.3 

The Bar
trust
68.8
36.8
30.7


distrust
23.2
48.3
57.3

In your opinion, how is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus in the years immediately ahead?

It is going to improve
47.1
16.4
11.1

It is not going to change
33.8
39.6
35.5

It is going to become worse
12.4
31.4
43.8

In contrast to the socio-demographic "portrait", difference among these groups in their attitude to the authorities is not simply visible; it is almost "mirror-like". It means that the assessment of the lawful situation in the country is directly connected with the attitude to the authorities. E.g. if only one third among those who assess the lawful situation positively holds the president responsible for the rise in prices and the cost of life, than among those who think the authorities are above the law over 60% adhere to such an opinion!

Finally there is one more criterion to assess the law, order and sense of justice, which the official mass media prefer to use for "internal consumption". It is the number of those who was sentenced to imprisonment, including imprisonment for administrative violation (by people’s definition "to do time for 24 hours'). The situation is quite different here (Table 38). 

As can be seen, the number of those who was imprisoned has grown 2.2 times for incomplete nine years and amounted to 658.000 people, and this is every tenth Belarusian voter! Judging by the accessible statistics of the Ministry of Internal Affairs the growth occurred owing to administrative violations, rather than to criminal offences. One should also bear in mind that this question is quite "painful" for respondents (not every one who possesses such experience would agree to speak about it), that is why the real number could be even larger. 

The socio-demographic "portrait" of the Belarusians who gained imprisonment experience has also undergone certain changes during these years. Among them there are visibly more women (27.3%), elderly people (23.6%), students (5.6%), much more of those who work in the private sector of economy (40.9%), considerably fewer Minskers, residents of Brest and Gomel regions, although there are more residents of Grodno (26.1%) and especially Mogilev (31%) regions. In other words, the social structure of law infringers is gradually widening, absorbing the groups which traditionally constituted the electorate of the current authorities. 

Table 38

Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you ever been imprisoned including imprisonment for administrative violation?", %



Variant of answer
03'99
12'07

No, I have not
94.0
89.7

Yes, I have, several times
1.4
2.6

Yes, I have one time
2.8
6.8

Table 39

Attitude to the authorities depending on imprisonment experience, %



Attitude to the authorities
Was imprisoned
Was not imprisoned

In your opinion, in general the state of affairs in our country is developing:

In the right direction
31.4
42.3

In the wrong direction
49.7
37.9

Some people consider themselves supporters of the current authorities, others – their opponents. Which group would you ascribe yourself to?

I consider myself a supporter of the current authorities
28.7
38.0

I consider myself an opponent of the current authorities
39.2
20.7

I have not thought about it and I do not care
24.5
31.9

Whom did you vote for at the presidential elections in March, 2006?

For A. Lukashenko
30.1
48.3

For A. Kozulin
7.0
6.1

For A. Milinkevich
20.3
14.8

Who is primarily responsible for the rise in prices and the cost of life in general? (more than one answer is possible)

President A. Lukashenko
58.7
44.9

The government
51.7
55.6

Local government bodies
20.3
11.2

Managers of enterprises and organizations
14.7
12.3

Russia
13.3
10.7

The European Union and the USA
2.1
4.0

Trust to law-enforcement institutions

The president
trust
20.5
52.2


distrust
64.1
33.7

Law-courts
trust
25.6
50.9


distrust
66.7
33.7

The Office of Public Prosecutor
trust
25.0
46.3


distrust
67.5
37.1

Militia
trust
12.8
45.2


distrust
82.1
41.1

The Bar
trust
27.5
44.9


distrust
62.5
35.6

In your opinion, how is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus in the years immediately ahead?

It is going to improve
20.3
23.6

It is not going to change
24.5
39.0

It is going to become worse
44.8
26.7

Comparative analysis makes it clear that this experience does not in any case contributes to "the growth of the sense of justice" and "unity of the authorities with the people" (Table 39). 

If among people who negatively assess the lawful situation in the country the number of those who do not trust militia varies from 40.9% to 47.3% and the number of the current authorities opponents-from 23% to 30.5%, than among those who were either imprisoned or "did time for 24 hours" the first number exceeds 82%, and the second one reaches almost 40% (that is almost two times more than among all the polled). As they say, no education can replace personal experience. 

It is not a secret that people’s attitude to the authorities depends in the first place on their well-being-if well-being grows, than the attitude improves, and vice versa: if it declines, the attitude becomes worse. That is why the authorities headed by A. Lukashenko pay their main attention to stabilization of economy and to its growth. That is why V. Putin’s last visit and the new "back-up line of Moscow" for one and a half billion dollars were so important for them. However, our analysis shows that stability for many Belarusians is determined not merely by material benefits, but also by the order under which no one would take away the benefits and no one would touch their owners. It turns out that the unwritten law: "Do not poke one's nose into other people's affairs and live happily!" on which the notorious "Belarusian social contract" is based, is being more and more infringed; and in the opinion of many people the authorities themselves, rather than the opposition and criminals, infringe it, "poke their nose into other people's affairs"!

It is also evident that the drop of the law authority and its institutions inevitably leads to the drop of its main "guarantor’s" authority. A. Lukashenko incessantly repeating that "There is only one political figure in the country – the President – I have been accustoming you to the idea for a long time!" drives himself into a trap: for many Belarusians he becomes responsible for every not given liter of milk, for every collapsed school roof. It looks as if the tactics of making "bureaucracy", headed by the president himself, responsible for everything begins to fail. 

Certainly, 22% of the polled, i.e. one and a half million of voters, who considered themselves opponents of the present authorities are not the majority, and their protest as a rule does not go beyond their own kitchens for the time being. However, this number does not come to 1767 persons who by recent admission of the KGB chairman constitute "the so called community of destabilizing elements, and they neither grow nor decrease in number". This number is not smaller than the number of those who think that "in our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail". It means that regardless of the positive dynamics mentioned above the long-expected order has not yet been restored in Belarus, and the law has not become the norm of every day life for the majority of the citizens. 

Economic preferences of the Belarusians: what has changed during 10 years? 

Public opinion including economic views of the population as it is known considerably changes with time under the influence of different factors, such as development of productive forces, change of the population socio-demographic characteristics, purposeful arrangements on the part of the authorities, etc. Data of opinion polls can be quite successfully used for analysis of these changes, their depth and direction. 

In particular, data of the IISEPS opinion polls published in different sources and first of all on the site of the institute (www.iiseps.org) were used for evaluating the changes in economic views of the Belarusians. In each poll sample aggregate made up about 1500 people who represented the grow-up population of Belarus according to gender, age, education, the place of residence and the type of settlement. The margin of error did not exceed 0.03.

In the majority of cases the depth of the trends reaches 10 years. In some cases it is smaller owing to the absence of the corresponding data. In order to get an idea about the importance of the ideological-political disunity in the Belarusian society, dynamics of the sample aggregate economic views as a whole is compared with preferences of supporters and opponents of the regime existing in the country. 

For the sake of perception facilitation preferences of those who either found it difficult to answer of did not answer at all are not analyzed in the majority of cases.

1. The level and dynamics of the population well-being 

As it follows from tables 40-42 the population appraisal of the change in its own well-being for the decade has a considerable positive direction. There are almost one and a half time more of those who consider that their financial position has improved (Table 40). At the same time there are more than three times fewer of those who marked worsening of their financial position. In other words, if ten years ago distribution of answers to this question was distinctly shifted to the negative side, than today as a whole it is slightly shifted to the positive side. Among supporters of the authorities those who marked improvement or invariability of their financial position prevail. Among opponents there are noticeably more of those who believe their financial position has become worse. 

Table 40

Distribution of answers to the question: "In what way has your financial position changed for the last three months?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

It has improved
11.4
16.6
19.5
14.2

It has not changed
38.2
67.1
70.9
58.1

It has become worse
50.1
15.6
8.8
27.0

Dynamics of the immediate assessment by the respondents of their financial position looks virtually the same (Table 41). As it can be seen, the number of those who consider themselves poor has decreased 2.3 times. On the other hand, the number of those who consider themselves richer has increased 4.5 times. Simultaneously the number of those who consider their financial position average has grown almost twofold. Among opponents of the regime there are 1.5 times more of those who consider themselves poor to a variable degree in comparison with those who support the authorities. Among them there are also more of those who suppose that their financial position to a variable extent is above the average. 

Table 41

Distribution of answers to the question: "How would you define your financial position?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Poverty/below the average
61.3
27.0
22.1
33.5

Average
36.6
63.0
68.4
54.4

Above the average/high level
2.0
9.0
9.1
11.1

Table 42

Dynamics of answering the question: "Please, indicate the average income (including salaries, pensions, benefits and other perquisites) per every member of your family in the previous month:" (%)



Variant of answer*
06'00
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Lower than the minimal consumer budget
87.8
41.9
48.2
30.7

Over the minimal consumer budget
9.8
57.5
51.4
68.3

* Grouped by author

Data of Table 42 confirm the mentioned tendency, too. It follows from the table that the share of those who consider their per capita income lower than the minimal consumer budget (the MCB), has decreased more than two times. However, the number of those who are sure that their per capita income exceeds the MCB has increased almost six times. 

As far as supporters and opponents of the regime are concerned, it turns out that the former in their opinion are noticeably poorer that the latter: if almost a half of the supporters has per capita income lower than the MCB, than there are fewer than a third of such people among the opponents. Comparing the data of Table 42 and Tables 40-41 it is possible to infer that the level of the financial position is interpreted in the groups of supporters and opponents in a different way. The former have lower incomes, but they feel richer. The latter, on the contrary, possessing higher incomes feel poor. Apparently the reason for it is that the former are on average older and less educated than the latter. 

Sociological data are quite well confirmed by statistic ones (Tables 43-44). As it can be seen the level of a real average monthly salary and pension has increased 2-2.2 times during 10 years in the country as a whole. 

Table 43

Dynamics of the real average monthly salary in the average annual terms



The showing
1997
2006
2007*
2007 to 1997 (%)

Nominal average monthly salary, $
70.4
275.5
318.4
452.3

The minimal consumer budget (the MCB), $
57.1
119.7
130.3
228.2

Real average monthly salary (in the MCB)
1.233
2.302
2.444
198.2

* For 9 months

Table 44

Dynamics of the real pension in the average annual terms



The showing
1997
2006
2007*
2007 to 1997 (%)

Nominal average monthly pension, $
27.4
120.8
137.8
502.9

The minimal consumer budget (the MCB), $
57.1
119.7
130.3
228.2

Real average monthly pension (in the MCB)
0.480
1.009
1.058
220.4

* For 9 months

Hence, the data given above let us ascertain that dynamics of the population economic views is based on the platform of the grown level and systematic increase of well-being. 

2. Dynamics of the population economic views

The time of A. Lukashenko’s government has made a remarkable contribution to the system of economic values and preferences of the Belarusians. Ten years ago when A. Lukashenko energetically began to reconstruct the economic system of the country in compliance with his own ideas many people together with him hoped that active state interference in economy would help to quickly improve the socio-economic situation in the society. If we abstract our mind from the sources of this improvement as well as from the possible consequences of the applied methods of the economy development (what, in fact, the majority of the population does), than such hopes have been realized to a considerable extent. This exactly should be taken into consideration while examining relevant economic views of the Belarusians. 

At the same time it has become apparent that virtually complete governmentalisation of economy showed in a great number of different disadvantages, which are being reflected in the public consciousness one way or another. In particular, today there are almost 1.5 times fewer of those who approve of considerable interference of the state in economy (Table 45). Simultaneously, there are more of those who would prefer the liberal variant of economy (+7.5 percentage points). As for the planned economy, the number of its adherents has decreased almost twofold during this time. At the same time, the number of those who avoided giving an answer to the question has grown 5.5 times, which may testify to a certain confusion of these part of respondents. 

Table 45

Dynamics of answering the question: "What would you prefer for Belarus?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Market economy with slight state regulation
30.4
37.9
24.7
59.0

Market economy with considerable state regulation
35.0
24.2
35.1
12.6

Planned economy
30.3
18.5
19.2
15.6

Another type of economy
1.3
3.0
1.1
7.1

DA/NA
3.0
16.4
19.9
5.7

It is interesting to note that the greatest confusion was shown by supporters of the current regime. Though the majority of them (more than a third) still believe that considerable interference of officials in economy is a blessing; nevertheless every fifth of them already is not sure about it. Adherents of a more liberal variant of the market economy quite naturally prevail among the opponents of the regime (almost 60%).

Although slowly, but an understanding of the fact that private property is more effective than state one begins to predominate in the public consciousness (Table 46). The present day views of the Belarusians on this problem have become almost mirror-like compared with the ones of ten years before. 

Table 46

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, what form of ownership is more effective?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Private
44.0
51.9
32.2
78.2

State
48.3
35.2
57.7
12.5

Other
5.7
4.6
3.1
3.6

DA/NA
2.0
8.3
7.0
5.7

Those who are sure about effectiveness of state ownership prevail among supporters of the regime. On the contrary, adherents of private ownership predominate among its opponents. 

In spite of the infringement policy towards small- and medium-scale private business conducted by the authorities and all possible support of the state sector, there are more and more people among the population who would prefer to work at private enterprises (Table 47). If eight years ago there were almost twofold fewer of such people than of those who wanted to work at the state sector, today the difference does not exceed 9 percentage points. Supporters of the current authorities are more inclined to work at state enterprises and opponents- at private ones. 

Table 47

Dynamics of answering the question: "What enterprise would you like to work at?", %



Variant of answer
03'99
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

At a state one
58.7
47.9
72.2
20.1

At a private one
30.0
39.3
20.6
64.7

At another
7.4
4.5
1.3
6.8

DA/NA
3.9
8.3
5.9
8.4

Under the influence of the population demand the structure of the trade sphere is gradually changing, too (Tables 48-49). As it can be seen, demand for private trade services is noticeably increasing. State enterprises are insensibly losing their stands even in the foodstuffs sector. Although the trade structure is still far from being perfect, the tendency of development into the market direction is quite evident. 

Table 48

Dynamics of answering the question: "Where do you buy foodstuff most often?", %



Variant of answer
04'00
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

In state stores
47.5
44.5
58.1
28.1

At markets
42.0
30.1
24.2
35.5

In private stores/kiosks
8.0
24.0
16.6
34.4

I buy it privately
2.5
1.1
0.8
1.8

Table 49

Dynamics of answering the question: "Where do you buy clothes, footwear and other goods most often?", %



Variant of answer
04'00
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

At markets
47.7
54.9
49.0
54.5

At private stores/kiosks
8.6
21.7
14.1
35.0

In state stores
40.8
21.0
34.0
8.8

I buy it privately
2.9
1.9
2.4
1.3

There are quite evident distinctions in the choice of trade enterprises by supporters and opponents of the regime. If supporters of the authorities prefer to buy foodstuff in state stores, opponents choose private stores and markets. As for manufactured goods, approximately a half of both supporters and opponents buy them at markets. However, among the second half the majority of supporters prefer state stores, and the majority of opponents-private ones. 

Gradually, though slowly, the majority is becoming aware of the fact that protection of the home market with the help of customs measures is not the best means to support the national economy and to fight unemployment. Data of Table 50 show that in the country there are fewer and fewer of those who remain indifferent to the state "protection" of home producers. Although more than a third of the Belarusians still support the policy of state protectionism, the majority (56%) is against it today. 

Table 50

Dynamics of answering the question: "Should the state limit import of goods to Belarus in order to support home enterprises and not to allow unemployment?", %



Variant of answer
11'99
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Yes
50.6
36.2
56.3
14.5

No
27.6
56.0
35.5
81.1

DA/NA
21.8
7.8
8.2
4.4

It is clear that state protectionism is more supported by the adherents of the authorities, and is not supported by their opponents.

Gradually the population is recovering from the "syndrome of red eyes" as it is called in China. As it follows from the data of Table 51 already more than a third of the respondents suppose that one should respect the rich. Ten years ago twofold fewer of the Belarusians thought the same. There are noticeably more of those who treat the rich with more respect among the opponents of the regime. As for the supporters, the shares of those among them who treat their richer fellow countrymen approvingly and negatively are approximately equal. 

Table 51

Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your attitude to your fellow country men who have large incomes?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

These people deserve respect, one should follow their example in life
17.9
33.4
28.0
42.6

In general they are swindlers and impostors
23.5
22.9
30.6
19.4

I do not care
37.7
40.6
38.3
35.1

DA/NA
20.9
3.1
3.1
2.9

Data of Table 52 show that the population is gradually getting more small means of production at its disposal, which are used in order to earn one's living. Opponents of the regime are slightly better provided with such means than supporters. 

Table 52

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you own any immovable property or means of production (a parcel of land, a car, a tractor, trade or other types of equipment), which you use to earn money?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Yes
24.2
27.1
24.4
31.4

No
73.7
72.5
74.8
68.6

Table 53

Dynamics of answering the question: "Let us suppose you have inherited a large sum of money. How would you dispose of its main part?", %


Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters 
Opponents

I would spend the money on my personal consumption (buy a house, a car , furniture)
40.7
41.4
43.4
32.4

I would deposit the money at a reliable bank at some interest
19.3
25.2
30.0
24.5

I would start a business of my own
21.8
23.1
14.0
36.0

Other
5.0
5.2
5.3
5.7

DA/NA
13.2
5.1
7.3
1.4

It follows from Table 53 how the structure of preferred directions of resource use has begun to change and that such directions could well be investment ones. Although these changes have been quite insignificant during the decade, nevertheless there is more distinctness in the society concerning this question, and considerable decrease in the number of those who evaded answering it testifies to the fact. However, if the desire to spend these means on consumption prevails among the supporters of the regime, among the opponents there are more of those who would like to use them for starting a business of their own. At the same time almost a third among them would also prefer to use the means for consumption. It is evidence of an insufficient level of both, the supporters’ and the opponents’ of the authorities, well-being. 

Data of Table 54 show a considerable dynamics towards a more liberal attitude even with respect to such a question as the use of the land and regarding which the public opinion used to be extremely conservative. Although the data reflecting preferences of supporters and opponents of the regime are not given due to bulkiness, dominating answers of respondents to this question are quite predictable: supporters of the regime are more conservative, especially as far as foreigners are concerned, and opponents are much more liberal. 

Table 54

Dynamics of answering the question: "Should the right to purchase land into private property be given in Belarus?", %



Variant of answer
Yes
No
DA/NA


04'00
09'07
04'00
09'07
04'00
09'07

To the citizens of Belarus
73.9
75.6
14.0
18.1
12.2
6.3

To the citizens of Russia
20.0
35.8
50.1
54.6
30.0
9.6

To the citizens of western countries
12.5
25.6
63.3
66.5
26.2
7.9

Table 55

Dynamics of answering the question: "What would you choose?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Free of charge low quality social services with no choice (education, public health service and so on)
51.4
47.5
66.3
24.5

An opportunity to choose suitable in quality social services (education, public health service and so on) for my money
46.5
52.1
33.3
75.2

Finally, Data of Table 55 show strengthening of the population liberal preferences concerning the question of obtaining social services such as education and health protection. As it can be seen the structure of respondents’ answers has become mirror-like for ten years. Preferences of supporters and opponents of the regime also look almost mirror-like. If among the former two thirds are for low-quality free social services, than among the latter three quarters are for more high-quality, but chargeable ones. 

Data of Table 56, which show the dynamics of the population views when choosing alternatives of economic development, are quite interesting. Although the depth of the trends constitutes only 7.5 years, nevertheless it is clearly seen that the considerable majority of the grow-up Belarusians is quite ready for the corresponding changes in the direction of the country’s economic development. As it can be seen, almost 75% of the Belarusians stand up for speeding-up of economic reforms. More than 80% are adherents of development and state support of private enterprise. Almost 77% advocate reduction of military expenses. Almost 70% are for suspension of unprofitable enterprises financing. Almost the same number of the respondents advocates suspension of financial aid for agricultural enterprises. At that almost in all cases one can observe reinforcement of the preferences under consideration. 

The mentioned tendencies are observed among supporters as well as among opponents of the regime. Preferences of the latter are only more contrastingly marked.

Table 56

Dynamics of answering the question: "Will the economic position in Belarus improve, if:" (%)



Variant of answer
04'00
09'07



All the population 
Supporters
Opponents

If carrying out of economic reforms is sped up
74.3
74.5
70.3
80.3

If any economic reforms are stopped
23.6
23.6
27.6
19.0



If development of private enterprise is favored and given state support
71.4
80.3
68.6
92.2

If private enterprise is prohibited and state planning and control of the economy is strengthened
26.9
19.0
30.8
7.8



If defense expenses including manufacture of arms are reduced
60.9
76.7
68.1
83.4

If defense expenses including manufacture of arms are increased
36.6
21.7
30.2
15.9



If financial aid for unprofitable enterprises is suspended
69.6
69.1
58.4
81.0

If financing of unprofitable enterprises is increased in order to retain their labor collectives
28.6
29.7
40.6
18.0



If wages, pensions and benefits of village dwellers are increased instead of financial aid for collective and state farms
56.6
68.9
63.6
75.6

If financial aid for collective and state farms is increased and their debts are written off
41.8
29.7
35.9
22.1



If a full price is fixed for housing services (gas, electric power and heating) and public transportation, but salaries, pensions and benefits are increased at their expense 
48.5
36.1
24.4
55.7

If concessionaire rates for housing services and public transportation are retained, and salaries, pensions and benefits are left at the same level
49.1
62.9
74.7
43.1

Table 57

Distribution of answers to the question: "In May of 2007 Belarusian authorities decided to reduce benefits for the population. Some people say it is a sound decision, and that our economy will not endure so many benefit recipients. Others consider one should save on something else, not on benefits. Which opinion do you agree with?", %


Variant of answer
09'07


All the population
Supporters
Opponents

It is necessary to reduce benefits
33.5
29.2
40.1

It is not necessary to reduce benefits
65.4
69.0
59.3

As for the social benefits concerning municipal sphere, population views remain quite conservative. What is more, even a negative tendency can be noticed in the public opinion. At that, opinions of supporters and opponents of the regime differ slightly. Data of Table 57 testify to it.

In our opinion, such a situation can be called forth by two conditions. First of all, active upbringing of the population by the authorities in the spirit of state paternalism has led to the following: any unpopular decision, especially if the matter concerns financial interests, is perceived in the society in a negative manner. Secondly, the matter of benefit cancellation is quite topical at the moment, as the authorities have proclaimed their decisions in respect of the question, and the opposition tries to acquire political dividends from it. 

However, negative perception is not yet a protest uprising. One should not expect any serious political confrontation regarding the benefit problem under the conditions of strong intimidation of the population and virtually complete destruction of the independent trade union movement. In particular, the last attempt of the opposition to organize the so called "Social march" against benefit cancellation practically failed, in spite of the fact that 22.3% of the polled had approved of the idea. 

Data of Table 58 may serve as additional evidence of the excessive governmentalisation of the economic relations in the country. The following tendency can be observed: the number of the grown-up Belarusians who approve of deception of the state in the form of tax evasion is increasing. However, if the overwhelming majority of the regime supporters disapproves of such behavior, than among the more liberally disposed opponents of the regime almost two out of every three approve of it. 

Table 58

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you condemn people who evade paying taxes?", %



Variant of answer
06'97
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Yes/more likely, yes
65.3
60.9
78.8
37.9

No/more likely, no
34.1
38.9
21.1
61.7

Table 59

Dynamics of answering the question: "What is more important: improvement of Belarus economic position or independence of the country?", %



Variant of answer
06'04
09'07



All the population
Supporters
Opponents

Improvement of Belarus economic position
73.7
59.4
53.3
58.1

Independence of the country
19.2
32.2
37.8
37.3

Finally, independence of the country as such is acquiring more and more value for the population. As it follows from the data of Table 59 the number of those who consider independence of the country more important than improvement of its economic position has grown by almost 70% for only three years, and has reached one third of the grown-up population. 

At that opinions of supporters and opponents of the regime on the given question differ slightly. 

The main conclusions

1. Anti-market rhetoric and contradictory, inconsequent economic policy of the authorities have not changed as a whole pro-market orientation of the majority of the Belarusians’ economic mentality. That is why the public opinion will not turn out to be a serious obstacle for corresponding economic transformations.

2. The public opinion is rather sensitive to any purposeful influence, which is accompanied by even insignificant real improvement of the economic position of the population. The mentioned circumstance can quite successfully be used while accomplishing unpopular measures. At the same time it permits the authorities to use financial incentives for the sake of getting electoral advantages.

3. Negative attitude toward economic policy of the regime is becoming stronger. It became especially evident after the so to say "hydrocarbon crisis" in relationships with Russia. Growth of approving attitude to different ways of deceiving the state is becoming an important consequence of the governmentalisation policy being conducted by the authorities.

4. Independence of the country is becoming an inalienable social value for a still growing part of the population/

Astranged people

A trinomial classification of the Belarusian society, dividing it into supporters and opponents of the present authorities and also into the vacillating ones, "the swamp", is wandering from one political science article into another. This classification cannot be called incorrect, however it requires serious more precise definitions. In particular, it is not quite suitable for explaining a well-known phenomenon that decrease of the head’s of state popularity does not always (to be more precise-very seldom) lead to increase of the opposition popularity. 

A certain step to introduce clarity into the classification was made in 2004 in the article by Yu. Drakokhrust "Paradoxes of trust" published in "Belorusskiye novosty" ("Belarusian news"). On the basis of the results of the IISEPS opinion polls a paradoxical dependence was registered in the article: respondents, who do not trust the president, on average trust the opposition and many other institutions of the civil society to a lesser extent than those who trust the head of state. From this a conclusion was drawn that there was a rather considerable group of people in the Belarusian society who were estranged from the socio-political system of the country: they did not trust A. Lukashenko, because they did not trust anyone at all. These people, in essence, reject the society as a whole. 

Resting on the data of the national opinion poll of December, 2007 we are going to try to single this group out more patently and study its characteristics and distinctions from other groups. In the opinion poll respondents were offered questions about their trust and distrust to 26 different institutions and organizations of the Belarusian society. To divide the whole sampling into groups, which substantially differ from each other in trust indices, the cluster analysis was used.

The essence of this mathematical procedure is in the following: for every pair of respondents "a distance" between them, which is defined by their answers to the questions about trust, is calculated. This "distance" equals zero if both of them trust or distrust the same institutions. This "distance" is maximal if one of them trusts the institution the other one distrusts, and vice versa. Then the whole sampling is divided into groups in such a way, that "distances" among the objects inside a group are shorter than among the objects from different groups. In other words, respondents who get into one and the same group differ less in their attitude to 26 public institutions than the polled from different groups. 

Indices of trust to 26 public institutions are given in Table 60 according to the sampling as a whole as well as inside of each out of four constituted groups (clusters). An index is calculated as difference of answers "trust" and "distrust" divided by the volume of the group. An index may have a value from +1, when all the members of the group trust a certain institution, up to –1, when all of them do not trust it. 

Table 60

Indices of trust to state and public institutions according to the sampling as a whole and to the clusters, %



Institution
Index by the whole sampling
1 cluster

(18.8)
2 cluster

(31.2)
3 cluster

(19.7)
4 cluster

(30.3)

The Orthodox Church
+0.495
+0.33
+0.77
–0.03
+0.62

The army
+0.296
–0.17
+0.90
–0.53
+0.45

The president
+0.158
–0.73
+0.86
–0.62
+0.44

Independent research centers
+0.154
+0.62
+0.45
–0.49
+0.02

Independent mass media
+0.152
+0.69
+0.31
–0.33
+0.02

Law-courts
+0.149
–0.36
+0.88
–0.80
+0.29

Human rights organizations (Belarusian Helsinki committee and others)
+0.105
+0.46
+0.48
–0.70
–0.01

The Bar
+0.083
–0.36
+0.85
–0.80
+0.14

State mass media
+0.081
–0.64
+0.83
–0.63
+0.22

The Office of Public Prosecutor
+0.072
–0.45
+0.91
–0.90
+0.17

State research centers
+0.043
–0.43
+0.81
–0.76
+0.12

The Catholic Church
+0.014
+0.11
+0.17
–0.40
+0.07

The government
+0.014
–0.79
+0.88
–0.97
+0.25

The KGB (State Security Committee)
+0.008
–0.40
+0.80
–0.88
+0.06

Militia
+0.006
–0.74
+0.84
–0.87
+0.18

International organizations (the UNO, the EU, the OSCE, the European Parliament, the European Council, etc)
–0.011
+0.60
+0.26
–0.70
–0.17

The Central Election Committee
–0.035
–0.86
+0.90
–0.92
+0.10

Associations of businessmen
–0.046
+0.50
+0.17
–0.58
–0.28

Independent trade unions
–0.056
+0.39
+0.41
–0.82
–0.34

The National Assembly
–0.071
–0.61
+0.73
–0.92
–0.01

Local executive committees
–0.127
–0.83
+0.87
–0.95
–0.19

Local councils of deputies
–0.135
–0.83
+0.84
–0.93
–0.17

Trade unions belonging to the Trade Union Federation
–0.135
–0.35
+0.60
–0.91
–0.24

Political parties supporting the present authorities
–0.225
–0.75
+0.46
–0.91
–0.15

The Protestant Church
–0.377
–0.37
–0.22
–0.73
–0.30

Opposition political parties
–0.411
+0.22
–0.39
–0.86
–0.52

Pithy interpretation of the data of Table 60 shows that respondents who form the first cluster are classical opposition electorate. Members of this group out of all official institutions trust on average only the Orthodox Church. Balance of all state institutions assessments is negative with a strong shift into distrust. Especially strong distrust these people feel towards the Central Election Committee, local government bodies, the government and the president. Conversely, all civil society organizations have a positive index of trust by the respondents of this group. Independent research centers and independent mass media arouse the greatest trust by these people, the opposition-considerably less; however, members of this cluster rather trust than distrust all public institutions (except the Protestant Church). Let us call this smallest in number group "oppositionists".

Table 61

Demographic characteristics and socio-political preferences of "oppositionists", "supporters of the authorities', "the estranged" and "moderate supporters of the authorities", %



Variant of answer
"Oppositionists"
"Supporters of the authorities"
"The estranged"
"Moderate supporters of the authorities"

What are the most acute problems that our country and citizens are facing at the moment?

Impoverishment
43.1
18.1
46.8
36.2

Violation of the human rights
48.8
11.8
38.9
17.0

Absence of the law
28.9
14.8
27.2
20.3

International isolation 
28.2
9.9
12.6
13.5

In your opinion, who is primarily responsible for the rise in prices and the cost of life in general?

The president
75.6
25.7
46.8
37.3

The government
51.2
62.0
46.8
55.1

Russia
9.8
12.2
7.6
14.8

Some people consider themselves supporters of the today’s authorities, others –their opponents. Which group would you ascribe yourself to?

To supporters of the authorities
4.9
65.6
14.6
40.3

To opponents of the authorities
56.8
3.0
34.6
13.1

NA/DA
38.3
31.4
50.8
46.6

If you had to choose between integration with Russia and entering the European Union what would you choose?

Integration with the Russian Federation
16.0
60.1
45.2
54.9

Entering the EU
65.9
20.9
37.2
26.6

A. Lukashenko has signed a decree about opening in Belarus of an official representative office of the European committee. What is your attitude towards it? 

It is good
49.5
52.5
31.2
36.2

It is bad
3.1
3.8
4.0
6.3

I do not care about it
32.1
34.8
47.8
40.5

Do you discuss in your family, with your friends and colleagues how people in the countries of the EU live?

Yes
81.5
61.0
48.8
57.3

To what extent are representatives of the following nationalities acceptable to you? (index of the social distance*)

The Russians
1.93
1.79
2.87
2.03

The Poles
2.43
2.33
3.02
2.59

Western Europeans
2.49
2.48
3.11
2.73

Natives of Central Asia countries
3.49
3.34
3.81
3.62

Natives of South-East Asia countries
3.61
3.55
3.83
3.46

Age:

18-19
3.5
3.6
6.0
4.1

20-24
13.2
7.2
11.6
9.6

25-29
14.3
7.2
10.3
7.6

30-39
27.9
15.6
25.9
15.7

40-49
24.0
18.8
20.9
19.4

50-59
8.4
15.4
10.0
17.0

60 +
8.7
32.3
15.3
26.6

Education:

Primary
1.7
4.6
3.0
7.8

Incomplete secondary
6.3
18.4
16.9
19.0

Secondary
36.9
43.0
45.8
38.8

Vocational
32.1
20.7
22.3
24.8

Higher
23.0
13.3
12.0
9.6

* Index of the social distance – the average weighted of the distance indices; it can have a value from 1 when all the polled have expressed their readiness to become related with a representative of the given nationality up to 5 when all the polled are merely ready to tolerate him as a resident of Belarus

The second cluster unites staunch defenders of the present authorities. Trust to state institutions in this group is almost universal. Trust index towards many of them exceeds 80%. This group could be called antipodes of "oppositionists" although with one more precise definition-these antipodes are with a strong shift towards trust. The point is members of this group on average rather trust than distrust the majority of civil society institutions, too. Balance of trust and distrust is negative in this group only with respect to the Protestant Church and the political opposition. Alternatives in the form of independent mass media, independent trade unions, and associations of businessmen have positive trust indices in this group. These people on the whole accept the society they live in almost in all its manifestations. Nevertheless, for the reason of absolutely fantastic state institutions trust indices let us call this group "supporters of the authorities". 

The fourth cluster is almost equal in size (about a third of all the polled). It resembles "supporters of the authorities" in the structure of assessments. In this group, too, trust to state institutions is noticeably stronger than to civil society organizations, but absolute values of assessments are much more modest. In this group trust indices of civil society organizations are negative or close to zero; trust indices of state institutions are mostly positive, except of the local authorities and the Trade Union Federation. Let us call this group "moderate supporters of the authorities", as in comparison with the average values according to the whole sampling (see the first column of Table 60) they treat the authorities with more trust, and the alternative-with less, than the polled as a whole. 

Finally comes the third cluster – the most mysterious and unexpected one. Its presence confirms the hypothesis set up in the mentioned work by Yu. Drakokhrust. There is virtually no state or public institution which trust index could be positive in this group. Even towards the Orthodox Church the balance of assessments equals zero with a slight inclination to distrust. Members of this group distrust independent mass media a little bit less than others. However, in essence there are no great distinctions in distrust to state and non-state institutions in this group. At bottom they trust no one. Let us call this group "the estranged".

Presence of this group serves as a certain explanation of the political opposition failures, an explanation of why pretty widespread distrust to the authorities does not become transformed into trust to the alternative. Universality of distrust of "the estranged" lets us suppose that the point here is not in the lack of these or those institutions. The point is in the life attitude, in the way this group of people treats the society. They reject the authorities not for the reason that they in particular are especially bad in the opinion of "the estranged", they reject them because they reject everything.

Data of Table 61 give us an idea of comparative socio-political aims of the four groups under consideration.

Data of Table 61 show that positions of "the estranged" are situated between the positions of "oppositionists" and "moderate supporters of the authorities" on the majority of political questions. That is "the estranged" are oppositionists (although quite moderate) in some more comprehensive sense – they do not cherish any kindly feelings for the authorities and adhere to the opinions different from the official ones. However, they differ from the "oppositionists" not only in the extent to which they reject the official positions. When answering a direct question about their attitude to the authorities "the estranged" in particular are inclined to give any definite answer at all to the least extent. Although pro-European attitudes are not alien to them, they demonstrate if not the strongest aversion of Europe than indifference towards it as far as practical questions of Belarus cooperation with Europe are concerned. "The estranged" demonstrate less interest in Europe than even "supporters of the authorities" and "moderate supporters of the authorities" concerning the question about their attitude towards opening in Minsk of an official representative office of the European committee, as well as the question about frequency of discussing in a family circle of the way the Europeans live.

Attitude of "the estranged" to representatives of different ethnic minorities is quite revealing, too. As far as all these nationalities are concerned – from the Russians who are close to the Belarusians up to very distant natives of South-East Asia – "the estranged" in particular demonstrate the largest social distance, the largest estrangement. That is why this group does not have any excess of tolerance, at least towards ethnic minorities. It is interesting to note that "supporters of the authorities" demonstrate the greatest tolerance. 

As for the age characteristics, the share of the young people is larger among "the estranged" than ёon average in the sampling. The largest share among them is among the youngest people 18-19 years of age. That is why pinning hopes on the young people as on "the revolution barometer", as on those who dream about changing the society is perhaps not quite well-grounded. A considerable share of the young people is among those who do not care about this society at all. 

The trinomial model of the society mentioned at the beginning of the article still presupposes a certain positioning of all the members of the society with regard to the political "axis": they are either for the authorities, or for those who are against the authorities, or take an intermediate position between these two "poles". However, the place of "the estranged" is in general beyond "the axis".
RESULTS OF THE OPINION POLL CONDUCTED IN DECEMBER OF 2007, %

(those interviewed are 1521 persons, margin of error does not exceed 0.03)

1. "In what way has your financial position changed for the last three months?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

It has improved
10.8
9.8
10.6
6.6
11.0
9.1
9.4
14.1

It has not changed
55.3
60.7
57.4
57.4
45.0
54.4
57.6
60.8

It has become worse
32.4
23.0
29.1
34.6
44.0
35.5
30.4
23.8

DA/NA
1.5
6.5
2.9
1.4
0
1.0
2.6
1.3

Table 1.2 Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

It has improved
12.8
14.4
9.0
10.5
10.8

It has not changed
60.0
54.3
57.7
51.3
52.3

It has become worse
25.6
28.4
32.4
35.7
36.5

DA/NA
1.7
2.9
0.9
2.5
0.4

Table 1.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It has improved
9.4
10.3
6.2
14.5
7.8

It has not changed
55.6
53.0
67.9
58.7
42.2

It has become worse
34.8
34.9
23.5
25.3
46.7

DA/NA
0.3
1.8
2.5
1.5
3.3

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

It has improved
4.3
9.0
7.9
20.3
4.4
17.6
15.8

It has not changed
65.4
64.5
54.1
43.4
62.1
48.4
44.9

It has become worse
30.3
25.2
37.6
33.5
32.0
31.9
36.8

DA/NA
0
1.3
0.4
2.8
1.5
2.1
2.5

Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It has improved
4.3
12.7
11.0
8.7
14.4

It has not changed
65.4
41.0
61.6
54.9
55.3

It has become worse
30.3
44.9
26.9
35.6
26.9

DA/NA
0
1.4
0.5
0.8
3.4

2. "In May of 2007 the Belarusian authorities decided to reduce benefits for the population. Some people say it is a sound decision, and that our economy will not endure so many benefit recipients. Others consider one should save on something else, not on benefits. Which opinion do you agree with?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

It is necessary to reduce benefits as our economy will not stand so many benefit recipients
25.0
21.3
25.5
27.4
31.4
30.1
27.2
14.1

Benefits should not be reduced; it is necessary to save on something else
74.2
77.0
73.8
71.1
68.6
69.6
72.3
84.3

NA
0.8
1.7
0.7
1.5
0
0.3
0.5
1.6

Table 2.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

It is necessary to reduce benefits as our economy will not stand so many benefit recipients
10.1
20.7
29.0
27.3
27.0

Benefits should not be reduced; it is necessary to save on something else
88.8
77.4
70.5
72.2
72.5

NA
1.1
1.9
0.5
0.5
0.5

Table 2.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It is necessary to reduce benefits as our economy will not stand so many benefit recipients
33.3
29.6
13.6
13.1
26.7

Benefits should not be reduced; it is necessary to save on something else
65.8
70.1
85.2
85.5
73.3

NA
0.9
0.3
1.2
1.5
0

Table 2.4. Depending on region

Variant of answer
Region


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

It is necessary to reduce benefits as our economy will not stand so many benefit recipients
28.3
23.1
16.5
33.5
26.7
30.8
19.1

Benefits should not be reduced; it is necessary to save on something else
70.9
76.5
83.5
64.8
70.9
68.7
80.4

NA
0.8
0.4
0
1.7
2.4
0.5
0.5

Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It is necessary to reduce benefits as our economy will not stand so many benefit recipients
28.3
24.0
20.9
28.6
23.7

Benefits should not be reduced; it is necessary to save on something else
70.9
74.6
79.1
69.6
75.9

NA
0.8
1.4
0
1.8
0.4

3. "To what extent does the rise in prices for foodstuff, manufactured goods, accommodation, education, medical and other services tell on your life?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is outweighed by the income growth
9.3
11.5
8.6
7.4
8.5
11.1
9.9
8.7

It is already telling on me and it gives rise to nervousness
41.1
50.8
40.7
36.8
39.4
39.7
41.9
43.1

It is seriously telling on my life and causes anxiety
29.0
18.0
29.3
37.5
28.3
27.6
30.4
28.5

I am really shocked by the rise in prices
19.9
19.7
21.4
17.6
22.5
20.9
16.2
19.0

NA
0.7
0
0
0.7
1.3
0.7
1.6
0.8

Table 3.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is outweighed by the income growth
8.9
10.6
8.8
6.0
14.4

It is already telling on me and it gives rise to nervousness
41.1
38.2
41.0
44.7
38.3

It is seriously telling on my life and causes anxiety
25.6
31.4
29.0
28.8
30.2

I am really shocked by the rise in prices
24.4
19.3
20.0
20.2
15.8

NA
0
0.5
1.2
0.3
1.3

Table 3.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is outweighed by the income growth
11.7
9.5
9.9
7.9
3.3

It is already telling on me and it gives rise to nervousness
39.3
41.9
45.7
44.1
24.4

It is seriously telling on my life and causes anxiety
27.3
28.6
27.2
28.3
41.1

I am really shocked by the rise in prices
21.1
19.0
17.2
19.0
28.9

NA
0.6
1.0
0
0.7
2.3

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

It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is outweighed by the income growth
3.9
11.9
5.2
15.5
15.5
13.3
9.3

It is already telling on me and it gives rise to nervousness
31.9
51.1
50.0
36.5
47.1
43.1
24.1

It is seriously telling on my life and causes anxiety
24.8
26.8
30.9
29.3
23.8
23.8
41.9

I am really shocked by the rise in prices
38.2
9.8
13.0
18.2
12.6
19.3
24.4

NA
1.2
0.4
0.9
0.5
1.0
0.5
0.3

Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Type of settlement
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is outweighed by the income growth
3.9
7.8
16.9
8.3
9.5

It is already telling on me and it gives rise to nervousness
31.9
42.3
33.7
44.2
47.3

It is seriously telling on my life and causes anxiety
24.8
31.3
26.3
31.5
29.7

I am really shocked by the rise in prices
38.2
17.4
22.6
15.2
12.6

NA
1.2
1.2
0.5
0.8
0.9

4. "In your opinion, who is primarily responsible for the rise in prices and the cost of life in general?" (more than one answer is possible)

Table 4.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Local government bodies
12.2
9.8
12.1
10.4
11.8
12.8
8.3
14.4

The government
55.0
57.4
53.9
49.6
56.2
60.5
54.7
51.9

President A. Lukashenko
46.4
50.8
54.6
57.0
53.3
50.7
44.3
31.1

Managers of enterprises and organizations
12.6
6.6
10.6
10.3
9.8
9.8
16.2
17.5

Russia
11.0
3.3
12.1
8.1
10.8
11.5
13.0
11.6

The European Union and the USA
3.9
0
1.4
0
2.6
4.1
4.7
7.2

Other
1.1
1.6
0
0
0.7
1.4
1.6
2.1

DA
5.1
9.8
7.1
4.4
2.6
3.0
3.1
8.5

Table 4.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Local government bodies
7.8
17.3
13.8
9.9
9.4

The government
53.3
50.0
56.8
54.8
56.8

President A. Lukashenko
33.9
37.5
46.9
52.3
54.1

Managers of enterprises and organizations
14.5
22.6
11.6
9.9
8.1

Russia
7.8
15.4
12.0
9.9
9.0

The European Union and the USA
3.3
7.2
4.3
3.1
1.8

Other
3.3
1.4
1.1
0.6
0.4

DA
11.1
7.2
5.0
2.8
2.2

Table 4.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Local government bodies
15.5
11.0
8.6
13.8
10.0

The government
52.6
55.2
60.5
54.9
58.9

President A. Lukashenko
59.1
48.5
53.1
29.8
52.2

Managers of enterprises and organizations
9.1
12.3
4.9
16.5
16.7

Russia
12.6
11.3
4.9
10.8
8.9

The European Union and the USA
2.0
4.0
0
6.7
2.2

Other
1.2
0.5
1.2
2.2
1.1

DA
3.8
3.7
8.6
7.9
4.4

Table 4.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Local government bodies
15.3
11.1
10.4
18.1
4.9
14.8
11.1

The government
55.9
52.6
49.6
54.1
53.9
63.7
57.0

President A. Lukashenko
58.7
44.9
41.0
37.6
39.3
68.1
35.5

Managers of enterprises and organizations
13.3
17.5
10.0
11.0
4.9
14.3
16.2

Russia
11.0
4.3
8.7
25.4
5.8
14.9
10.3

The European Union and the USA
3.9
4.7
3.0
2.2
3.4
6.1
3.8

Other
1.6
0.9
0.4
1.7
0
1.1
2.1

DA
5.1
0.9
5.7
3.9
8.3
2.8
8.5

Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Local government bodies
15.3
15.2
15.2
7.6
9.7

The government
55.9
60.3
51.2
56.5
52.5

President A. Lukashenko
58.7
58.5
41.4
42.9
36.9

Managers of enterprises and organizations
13.3
12.1
12.7
8.4
14.8

Russia
11.0
18.4
9.4
10.5
7.5

The European Union and the USA
3.9
3.2
6.1
3.3
3.7

Other
1.6
1.4
1.2
1.5
0.4

DA
5.1
6.0
2.5
3.3
6.9

5. "If we talk about the life of your family, what do you and members of your family set themselves as an object?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

To survive, even if it is on the most primitive level of existence
13.2
6.6
12.8
8.8
7.5
10.8
17.2
20.6

To live not worse than most families in your town, district
48.8
44.3
29.8
37.5
46.3
45.9
56.8
60.7

To live better than most families in your town, district
18.5
23.0
25.5
27.9
22.9
19.6
12.6
10.8

To live the way an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA
11.9
16.4
14.9
14.7
14.7
17.2
8.9
4.6

To live better than an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA 
5.7
6.6
15.6
8.1
8.2
4.7
3.1
1.0

DA/NA
2.1
3.1
1.4
3.0
0.4
1.8
1.4
2.3

Table 5.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

To survive, even if it is on the most primitive level of existence
24.4
20.2
11.1
11.6
5.4

To live not worse than most families in your town, district
49.7
57.2
50.6
48.3
36.8

To live better than most families in your town, district
11.7
12.0
21.1
16.7
26.5

To live the way an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA
6.7
5.3
1.9
15.6
18.5

To live better than an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA 
2.8
2.4
6.1
6.5
9.0

DA/NA
4.7
2.9
1.3
1.3


Table 5.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

To survive, even if it is on the most primitive level of existence
10.8
8.8
11.1
20.2
20.9

To live not worse than most families in your town, district
37.4
49.7
35.8
62.1
38.5

To live better than most families in your town, district
21.9
22.5
25.6
10.1
11.0

To live the way an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA
16.7
12.5
16.0
3.9
20.9

To live better than an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA 
10.8
5.1
9.9
1.2
5.5

DA/NA
2.4
1.4
0.6
2.5
3.2

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

To survive, even if it is on the most primitive level of existence
16.1
17.5
13.9
14.9
7.3
15.4
6.8

To live not worse than most families in your town, district
47.8
61.1
50.4
45.3
41.3
51.9
43.2

To live better than most families in your town, district
18.4
15.8
18.3
16.6
20.9
23.2
17.0

To live the way an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA
9.1
3.8
11.4
17.0
13.1
3.8
24.4

To live better than an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA 
7.1
0.9
2.6
6.2
13.1
3.3
6.8

DA/NA
1.5
0.9
3.4
0
1.5
2.4
1.8

Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

To survive, even if it is on the most primitive level of existence
16.1
4.2
16.7
15.2
14.0

To live not worse than most families in your town, district
47.8
40.4
43.0
52.5
55.3

To live better than most families in your town, district
18.4
23.7
24.1
14.5
15.1

To live the way an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA
9.1
17.0
12.7
13.1
9.0

To live better than an average family lives in Western Europe, the USA 
7.1
11.7
3.3
3.3
4.1

DA/NA
1.5
3.0
0.2
1.4
2.5

6. "In your opinion, does the state of affairs in our country develop in general in the right or in the wrong direction?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

In the right direction
41.2
25.8
27.4
28.2
32.0
35.1
48.4
61.8

In the wrong direction
39.3
45.4
53.9
48.9
51.6
47.3
31.3
17.7

DA/NA
19.5
28.8
18.7
22.9
16.4
17.6
20.3
20.4

Table 6.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

In the right direction
57.5
56.0
38.9
33.4
32.0

In the wrong direction
16.8
27.3
40.7
48.4
50.5

DA/NA
25.7
16.7
20.6
18.2
17.5

Table 6.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

In the right direction
28.9
38.4
24.7
61.8
29.7

In the wrong direction
60.6
38.9
51.9
16.7
51.6

DA/NA
10.5
22.7
23.4
21.5
18.7

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

In the right direction
32.9
49.6
42.5
53.3
37.2
34.6
39.7

In the wrong direction
49.8
37.2
37.3
31.3
43.5
36.3
36.8

DA/NA
17.3
13.2
20.2
15.4
19.3
29.1
23.5

Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In the right direction
32.9
25.1
51.0
39.3
51.5

In the wrong direction
49.8
51.2
40.0
38.9
26.1

DA/NA
17.3
23.7
9.0
21.8
22.4

7. "In your opinion, how is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change in the years immediately ahead?"

Table7.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

It is going to improve
23.2
23.6
14.1
10.3
16.7
16.6
27.2
39.2

It is not going to change
37.6
36.1
46.5
36.8
38.6
43.2
36.6
30.3

It is going to become worse
28.5
34.4
32.4
39.7
37.9
33.4
24.1
13.3

DA/NA
10.7
5.9
7.0
13.2
6.8
6.8
12.1
17.2

Table 7.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

It is going to improve
39.4
28.8
22.0
16.4
18.5

It is not going to change
23.9
36.5
40.3
41.6
36.0

It is going to become worse
15.6
20.2
28.3
34.6
37.8

DA/NA
21.1
14.5
9.4
7.4
7.7

Table 7.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It is going to improve
13.2
20.2
19.8
37.8
17.6

It is not going to change
34.3
43.6
38.3
31.2
38.5

It is going to become worse
46.0
25.9
37.0
13.3
40.7

DA/NA
6.5
10.3
4.9
17.6
3.3

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

It is going to improve
15.4
23.6
18.3
39.6
18.9
24.3
26.5

It is not going to change
40.2
57.5
41.3
31.9
39.8
14.9
31.6

It is going to become worse
33.4
15.5
24.8
20.9
33.0
39.8
32.5

DA/NA
11.0
3.4
15.6
7.6
8.3
21.0
9.4

Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It is going to improve
15.4
11.7
28.0
19.6
34.2

It is not going to change
40.2
28.7
36.2
39.1
41.5

It is going to become worse
33.4
43.3
32.1
31.9
12.9

DA/NA
11.0
16.3
3.7
9.4
11.4

8. "Which statement do you agree with?" (more than one answer is possible)

Table 8.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old  



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

In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail
22.3
19.7
22.7
13.3
15.3
18.6
22.4
34.2

Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
57.7
55.7
61.7
65.2
60.5
60.5
52.4
52.2

Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime
36.2
37.7
36.9
44.9
42.2
38.4
38.0
25.1

Table 8.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail
29.1
33.7
20.3
17.8
18.4

Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
55.6
51.9
60.0
58.5
57.7

Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime
25.7
30.3
37.7
38.4
42.3

Table 8.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail
16.7
19.0
18.5
33.7
16.7

Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
60.2
59.8
58.5
52.2
58.9

Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime
44.7
37.9
33.3
24.6
46.2

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

In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail
20.4
32.9
9.1
33.0
12.6
16.5
31.6

Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
68.9
57.7
64.3
44.8
51.0
64.3
50.0

Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime
46.5
17.9
41.3
31.9
42.2
47.0
27.7

Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In our country all citizens are equal in the face of the law, and anyone who breaks it will be punished without fail
20.4
9.9
24.5
26.4
27.5

Those who have money and connections, can escape penalty for a crime
68.9
60.3
50.8
57.1
54.2

Those who hold high posts, can escape penalty for a crime
46.5
51.1
33.2
27.2
28.2

9. "In your opinion, the president and the government now have to…"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Strictly control political and economic life in the country
32.5
26.2
15.6
19.3
24.4
32.4
40.6
46.4

Give people freedom and only make sure they obey the law 
59.3
67.2
67.4
69.6
64.5
59.5
45.8
33.0

DA/NA
82
6.6
17.0
11.1
11.1
8.1
13.6
20.6

Table 9.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Strictly control political and economic life in the country
31.8
48.1
32.6
29.0
23.8

Give people freedom and only make sure they obey the law 
34.6
43.3
55.3
59.1
67.7

DA/NA
33.6
8.6
12.1
11.9
8.5

Table 9.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Strictly control political and economic life in the country
18.7
33.8
19.8
47.5
19.8

Give people freedom and only make sure they obey the law 
71.9
53.1
72.8
32.5
70.3

DA/NA
9.4
13.1
7.4
19.0
9.9

Table 9.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Strictly control political and economic life in the country
28.7
41.6
31.7
37.4
26.7
29.7
31.5

Give people freedom and only make sure they obey the law 
63.0
54.5
52.2
53.3
57.3
48.3
46.8

DA/NA
8.3
3.9
16.1
9.3
16.0
22.0
21.7

Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Strictly control political and economic life in the country
28.7
20.9
31.1
32.0
42.4

Give people freedom and only make sure they obey the law 
63.0
64.2
61.5
55.6
37.8

DA/NA
8.3
14.9
7.3
12.4
19.8

10. "As a whole do you like or dislike the idea of returning to the Soviet political system?"
Table 10.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

I like it very much
6.7
0
2.8
0
2.3
4.7
5.7
17.2

It more likely pleases me
20.1
6.5
8.5
7.3
11.4
19.9
22.4
37.0

I rather dislike it
31.9
35.5
33.1
39.4
39.2
38.5
32.8
17.2

I utterly dislike it
24.5
30.0
33.8
38.7
34.0
26.4
20.8
8.0

DA/NA
16.8
28.0
21.8
14.6
13.1
10.5
18.3
20.6

Table 10.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

I like it very much
16.8
16.3
4.1
3.1
2.2

It more likely pleases me
34.1
26.8
19.0
15.3
13.5

I rather dislike it
17.3
23.4
33.1
38.2
38.6

I utterly dislike it
9.5
14.4
26.1
29.2
34.5

DA/NA
22.3
19.1
17.7
14.2
11.2

Table 10.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

I like it very much
2.6
4.2
1.2
15.8
4.4

It more likely pleases me
8.2
16.8
4.9
37.2
23.1

I rather dislike it
34.6
40.1
33.3
18.5
27.5

I utterly dislike it
40.2
24.1
35.8
7.4
35.2

DA/NA
14.4
14.8
24.8
21.1
9.8

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

I like it very much
10.3
9.8
1.7
12.1
1.4
6.6
6.0

It more likely pleases me
18.6
19.1
28.3
20.3
8.7
19.9
24.8

I rather dislike it
33.6
27.3
37.8
24.2
36.2
28.2
33.8

I utterly dislike it
26.9
34.9
16.5
26.5
31.4
17.1
17.4

DA/NA
10.6
8.9
15.7
15.9
22.3
28.2
17.0

Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I like it very much
10.3
2.1
8.2
4.7
8.2

It more likely pleases me
18.6
13.8
12.7
19.6
29.3

I rather dislike it
33.6
34.3
41.0
33.2
24.1

I utterly dislike it
26.9
26.1
30.7
23.6
19.4

DA/NA
10.6
23.7
7.4
18.9
19.0

11. "Do you know that in October and November the Joint democratic opposition has conducted "The European March" and "The Social March” in Minsk?"
Table11.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

I have heard about the conducting of both marches
25.9
26.2
26.2
30.1
33.2
33.4
26.6
12.1

I have heard about the conducting of "The European March"
3.2
3.3
6.4
2.9
4.9
3.4
2.1
1.3

I have heard about the conducting of "The Social March"
6.9
3.3
7.8
4.4
5.9
7.1
9.9
7.2

I have not heard anything about it
63.6
63.9
58.9
62.5
56.0
56.1
60.9
78.6

NA
0.4
3.3
0.7
0
0
0
0.5
0.8

Table 11.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

I have heard about the conducting of both marches
7.8
15.9
22.7
35.7
41.9

I have heard about the conducting of "The European March"
1.1
2.4
3.6
4.5
2.7

I have heard about the conducting of "The Social March"
8.9
5.3
6.3
7.6
7.2

I have not heard anything about it
82.1
75.0
67.1
51.8
47.7

NA
0
1.4
0.4
0.3
0.5

Table 11.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

I have heard about the conducting of both marches
36.2
28.0
30.0
12.3
30.8

I have heard about the conducting of "The European March"
4.7
3.2
7.5
1.5
2.2

I have heard about the conducting of "The Social March"
9.3
6.8
3.8
6.7
2.2

I have not heard anything about it
49.6
61.9
57.5
78.8
63.7

NA
0.3
0.2
1.3
0.7
1.1

Table 11.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

I have heard about the conducting of both marches
36.9
49.1
30.9
25.1
11.0
9.8
25.8

I have heard about the conducting of "The European March"
2.7
1.7
4.8
4.4
5.3
4.4
0.9

I have heard about the conducting of "The Social March"
6.7
5.1
7.0
17.1
3.9
6.1
4.7

I have not heard anything about it
53.7
43.6
73.5
47.5
65.2
77.9
83.8

NA
0
0.4
0.4
0
0.5
0.6
0.9

Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I have heard about the conducting of both marches
36.9
13.9
26.6
33.0
22.2

I have heard about the conducting of "The European March"
2.7
3.2
5.3
2.9
2.8

I have heard about the conducting of "The Social March"
6.7
4.3
8.6
4.3
9.2

I have not heard anything about it
53.7
78.3
58.6
59.1
65.6

NA
0
0.4
0.8
0.7
0.2

12. "In your opinion, aggravation of Belarusian-Russian relations in 2007 is…"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

No more than an unpleasant episode in the relations of the two states 
24.2
14.8
14.9
20.6
21.9
24.3
26.2
31.1

A natural result of the integration policy conducted in the last years
34.1
31.1
38.3
41.9
44.4
44.3
30.4
16.5

There is no aggravation whatsoever
25.6
32.8
23.4
25.7
21.6
20.3
33.4
28.3

DA/NA
16.1
21.3
23.4
11.8
12.1
11.1
10.0
24.1

Table 12.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

No more than an unpleasant episode in the relations of the two states 
28.3
26.0
22.4
23.5
24.8

A natural result of the integration policy conducted in the last years
12.2
20.2
32.8
43.9
52.7

There is no aggravation whatsoever
21.1
38.0
28.5
22.7
14.9

DA/NA
38.4
15.8
16.3
9.9
7.6

Table 12.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

No more than an unpleasant episode in the relations of the two states 
19.3
25.1
14.8
30.1
17.8

A natural result of the integration policy conducted in the last years
49.1
35.8
38.3
16.8
40.0

There is no aggravation whatsoever
23.4
24.5
22.2
29.4
27.8

DA/NA
8.2
14.6
24.7
23.7
14.4

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

No more than an unpleasant episode in the relations of the two states 
25.2
15.3
24.3
29.1
22.3
23.6
30.2

A natural result of the integration policy conducted in the last years
40.6
36.2
40.4
24.7
35.9
36.3
22.6

There is no aggravation whatsoever
20.5
43.4
15.2
28.6
18.0
25.8
26.8

DA/NA
13.7
5.1
20.1
17.6
23.8
14.3
20.4

Table12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

No more than an unpleasant episode in the relations of the two states 
25.2
19.5
26.9
25.2
24.5

A natural result of the integration policy conducted in the last years
40.6
43.3
35.1
30.7
26.7

There is no aggravation whatsoever
20.5
16.7
31.8
30.7
27.5

DA/NA
13.7
20.5
6.2
13.4
21.3

13. "What is your opinion about the real results of Belarusian foreign policy?"

Table 13.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Belarus has good relations with most countries of the world
51.8
39.3
31.4
39.0
44.1
45.3
61.5
72.0

Belarus maintains good relations only with countries-social outcasts
19.1
23.0
30.0
25.7
23.5
25.3
13.0
6.9

Belarus is in international isolation
17.4
19.7
24.3
19.1
21.6
21.3
16.7
8.0

DA/NA
11.7
18.0
14.3
16.2
10.8
8.1
8.8
13.1

Table 13.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Belarus has good relations with most countries of the world
64.4
67.6
53.5
43.9
35.4

Belarus maintains good relations only with countries-social outcasts
4.4
10.1
19.0
25.8
28.7

Belarus is in international isolation
6.1
11.6
16.8
20.1
29.1

DA/NA
25.1
10.7
10.7
10.4
6.8

Table 13.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Belarus has good relations with most countries of the world
37.6
49.7
34.6
71.2
48.4

Belarus maintains good relations only with countries-social outcasts
28.3
18.6
29.6
7.4
30.8

Belarus is in international isolation
24.5
19.9
22.2
8.6
9.8

DA/NA
9.6
11.8
13.6
12.8
11.0

Table 13.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Belarus has good relations with most countries of the world
50.6
59.1
50.4
54.1
46.4
54.9
47.4

Belarus maintains good relations only with countries-social outcasts
17.3
26.0
21.7
18.8
15.5
12.1
20.5

Belarus is in international isolation
20.4
11.9
22.2
15.5
26.1
12.6
12.8

DA/NA
11.7
3.0
5.7
11.6
12.0
20.4
19.3

Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Belarus has good relations with most countries of the world
50.6
35.5
54.9
50.4
61.7

Belarus maintains good relations only with countries-social outcasts
17.3
24.1
19.7
24.6
13.3

Belarus is in international isolation
20.4
22.0
20.5
15.2
12.9

DA/NA
11.7
18.4
4.9
9.8
12.1

14. "Recently A. Lukashenko has signed a decree about opening of an official representative office of the European Committee in Belarus. What is your attitude towards it?"

Table 14.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

It is good
41.2
37.7
40.8
43.4
40.8
47.1
42.4
36.2

It is bad
4.5
6.6
4.9
2.2
5.9
4.4
3.7
4.4

It makes no difference for me
39.2
44.3
39.4
37.5
40.5
37.6
36.6
40.4

DA/NA
15.1
11.4
14.9
16.9
12.8
10.9
17.3
19.0

Table 14.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

It is good
23.5
34.8
41.5
42.9
58.0

It is bad
6.7
4.3
4.3
5.1
2.7

It makes no difference for me
43.0
45.4
40.8
39.5
26.4

DA/NA
26.8
15.5
13.4
12.5
12.9

Table 14.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It is good
40.1
43.5
45.7
37.3
42.9

It is bad
4.1
5.0
6.2
3.4
5.5

It makes no difference for me
44.4
37.2
32.1
40.4
35.2

DA/NA
11.4
14.3
16.0
18.9
16.4

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

It is good
35.8
34.2
46.8
48.6
49.0
34.6
40.9

It is bad
3.5
2.1
1.7
13.8
4.9
2.2
5.5

It makes no difference for me
53.1
62.4
35.5
24.3
21.4
29.7
39.1

DA/NA
7.5
1.3
16.0
13.3
24.7
33.5
14.5

Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It is good
35.8
50.2
38.9
34.9
43.5

It is bad
3.5
4.2
8.6
4.0
3.4

It makes no difference for me
53.1
20.5
43.9
44.4
37.7

DA/NA
7.6
25.1
8.6
16.7
15.4

15. "If a referendum on the question if Belarus should enter the EU were being conducted in Belarus now, what choice would you make?"

Table 15.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

For
37.1
55.7
56.0
52.2
45.3
40.4
29.2
17.0

Against
35.0
8.2
16.3
24.3
31.9
32.7
43.2
50.1

I would not take part in voting 
16.3
16.4
16.3
14.0
13.0
15.2
17.7
19.8

DA/NA
11.6
19.7
11.4
9.5
9.8
11.7
9.9
13.1

Table 15.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

For
17.8
24.4
39.5
41.5
51.6

Against
38.3
47.4
34.3
30.8
28.7

I would not take part in voting 
26.1
18.2
16.3
14.1
10.3

DA/NA
17.8
10.0
9.9
13.6
9.4

Table 15.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

For
50.4
36.9
64.2
18.2
49.5

Against
23.5
37.4
8.6
48.8
25.3

I would not take part in voting 
15.8
14.3
13.6
19.7
17.6

DA/NA
10.3
11.4
13.6
13.3
7.6

Table 15.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

For
33.5
42.3
39.8
33.7
51.9
26.5
31.5

Against
37.4
38.5
32.0
40.9
25.7
44.8
27.7

I would not take part in voting 
14.1
17.1
17.7
17.1
8.3
14.4
24.3

DA/NA
15.0
2.1
10.5
8.3
14.1
14.3
16.5

Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For
33.5
47.9
43.2
34.8
30.8

Against
37.4
26.6
35.4
39.1
36.1

I would not take part in voting 
14.1
16.3
14.8
15.6
18.9

DA/NA
15.0
9.2
6.6
10.5
14.2

16. "How do you assess the condition of mass media in Belarus?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Mass media in Belarus are independent
16.3
11.5
18.6
13.2
12.7
11.5
19.4
25.7

Mass media in Belarus are dependent
46.1
54.1
51.4
56.6
54.7
53.6
48.2
26.0

Some mass media are independent in Belarus, others are dependent
24.3
16.4
19.3
15.9
28.1
26.1
20.4
20.8

DA/NA
13.3
18.0
10.7
14.3
4.5
7.8
11.0
27.5

Table 16.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Mass media in Belarus are independent
21.8
26.4
16.5
12.2
8.1

Mass media in Belarus are dependent
17.9
30.8
49.1
55.8
60.4

Some mass media are independent in Belarus, others are dependent
25.7
24.5
23.8
24.1
24.8

DA/NA
34.6
18.3
10.6
8.9
6.7

Table 16.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Mass media in Belarus are independent
11.1
15.6
4.9
24.4
13.2

Mass media in Belarus are dependent
61.4
48.3
58.0
27.6
46.2

Some mass media are independent in Belarus, others are dependent
20.5
26.5
18.5
24.6
28.6

DA/NA
7.0
9.6
18.6
23.4
12.0

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

Mass media in Belarus are independent
20.0
15.8
22.6
23.1
8.3
8.3
15.0

Mass media in Belarus are dependent
49.8
60.7
25.7
42.3
51.5
49.7
43.2

Some mass media are independent in Belarus, others are dependent
21.2
20.9
40.9
18.1
24.8
21.0
21.4

DA/NA
9.0
2.6
10.6
16.5
15.4
21.0
20.4

Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Mass media in Belarus are independent
20.0
9.9
18.4
13.4
18.9

Mass media in Belarus are dependent
49.8
49.8
46.9
55.8
35.4

Some mass media are independent in Belarus, others are dependent
21.2
24.4
26.9
20.7
26.8

DA/NA
9.0
15.9
7.8
10.1
18.9

17. "Did you happen to go into the results of independent studies of the public opinion in Belarus (through mass media, leaflets, contacts with other people, etc.) during the last year?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Yes
29.4
23.0
34.8
31.6
35.0
38.9
29.7
16.2

No
69.9
75.4
64.5
66.9
64.7
61.1
69.3
83.1

NA
0.7
1.6
0.7
1.5
0.3
0
1.0
0.7

Table 17.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes
13.9
18.7
28.4
37.1
42.3

No
84.4
80.9
71.2
62.3
56.8

NA
1.7
0.4
0.4
0.6
0.9

Table 17.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
39.8
34.1
34.6
13.8
24.4

No
60.2
65.1
64.2
85.5
75.6

NA
0
0.8
1.2
0.7
0

Table 17.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes
33.9
21.4
34.3
32.6
32.9
37.9
15.7

No
66.1
78.6
65.2
66.3
64.7
62.1
83.8

NA
0
0
0.5
1.1
2.4
0
0.5

Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
33.9
36.9
37.6
23.6
21.8

No
66.1
62.8
62.0
75.7
76.9

NA
0
0.3
0.4
0.7
1.3

18. "Can figures and analysis of independent research centers be trusted?"

Табл. 18.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Yes, they can, as they give citizens unbiased information about processes in political life, economy and society 
40.8
47.5
44.7
45.6
43.0
43.2
40.1
33.2

No, they cannot, as they deliberately give citizens wry information for the sake of those who pay for the research
20.4
16.4
19.1
18.4
24.4
23.0
24.0
15.2

I have not heard anything about such centers
22.0
24.6
19.9
19.1
20.2
17.6
17.7
30.1

DA/NA
16.8
11.5
16.3
16.9
12.4
16.2
18.2
21.5

Table 18.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes, they can, as they give citizens unbiased information about processes in political life, economy and society 
20.1
32.7
41.0
47.3
53.4

No, they cannot, as they deliberately give citizens wry information for the sake of those who pay for the research
15.6
19.7
19.5
24.9
20.6

I have not heard anything about such centers
36.3
30.8
22.8
14.2
12.6

DA/NA
27.9
16.8
16.7
12.6
13.4

Table 18.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, they can, as they give citizens unbiased information about processes in political life, economy and society 
42.9
42.8
57.3
33.3
37.4

No, they cannot, as they deliberately give citizens wry information for the sake of those who pay for the research
25.1
21.0
14.6
17.2
18.7

I have not heard anything about such centers
19.0
20.6
14.6
27.6
23.1

DA/NA
13.0
15.6
13.5
21.9
20.8

Table 18.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes, they can, as they give citizens unbiased information about processes in political life, economy and society 
41.3
59.4
39.4
39.8
35.6
42.3
26.5

No, they cannot, as they deliberately give citizens wry information for the sake of those who pay for the research
13.0
28.2
26.0
11.6
23.4
17.6
20.9

I have not heard anything about such centers
23.6
10.3
16.9
30.4
23.0
20.3
30.3

DA/NA
21.8
2.1
17.7
18.2
18.0
19.8
22.3

Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, they can, as they give citizens unbiased information about processes in political life, economy and society 
41.3
39.6
44.7
37.1
41.4

No, they cannot, as they deliberately give citizens wry information for the sake of those who pay for the research
13.0
18.7
28.3
25.8
18.1

I have not heard anything about such centers
23.6
19.1
18.0
20.7
25.6

DA/NA
22.1
22.6
9.0
16.4
14.9

19. "Have you ever been imprisoned including imprisonment for administrative violation?"

Table 19.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondent
Age, years old



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

Yes, I have, several times
2.6
3.3
2.1
2.9
3.3
2.3
3.6
1.8

Yes, I have, one time 
6.8
6.7
7.1
5.1
6.9
7.4
6.8
6.9

No, I have not
89.7
88.3
90.8
90.4
89.5
88.6
89.1
09.3

NA
0.9
1.7
0
1.6
0.3
1.7
0.5
1.0

Table 19.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes, I have, several times
5.6
4.3
2.5
1.7
0

Yes, I have, one time 
10.0
9.1
5.9
5.9
5.4

No, I have not
83.3
85.1
90.5
91.8
94.1

NA
1.1
1.5
1.1
0.6
0.5

Table 19.3. Depending on status

Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, I have, several times
5.2
0.8
2.5
1.0
12.1

Yes, I have, one time 
12.0
3.8
7.4
5.4
12.1

No, I have not
81.3
94.9
88.9
92.6
75.8

NA
1.5
0.5
1.2
1.0
0

Table 19.4. Depending on residence

Variant of answer
Region


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

Yes, I have, several times
0.8
1.7
0.9
3.9
1.0
9.9
2.1

Yes, I have, one time 
3.5
3.8
5.7
16.6
2.4
14.4
4.3

No, I have not
94.9
94.0
92.6
78.5
96.1
75.7
91.5

NA
0.8
0.5
0.8
1.0
0.5
0
2.1

Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, I have, several times
0.8
2.5
6.1
1.5
2.4

Yes, I have, one time 
3.5
7.1
11.9
6.2
6.2

No, I have not
94.9
89.4
82.0
90.5
90.8

NA
0.8
1.0
0
1.8
0.6

OPEN FORUM
ONCE MORE ABOUT BELARUSIAN IDENTITY

Prof. Grigory Ioffe, Redford University, USA

I am writing this article on the threshold of V. Putin's unexpected (December 2007) visit to Minsk, and I hope this event will not bring any significant changes into the status of Belarus. However, the fact that the visit which has not yet been realized “has become cluttered” with speculations, including the rumor that things are heading toward signing of the Union State Constitutional Statement made public by "Echo Moskvy" ("The echo of Moscow") and picked up by "Svaboda" ("Freedom") puts some sad thoughts into my mind. 

My concern is dictated by a not quite standard set of reasons. Neither a Belarusian, nor a Russian, but a Russian-speaking person "by birth", I consider the Russians and the Belarusians to be the nations extremely close to each other. In my opinion, closeness of bonds between them exceeds the same closeness between any other national communities including the Americans and the Canadians. One may argue against it reasoning from ideological purposes, though not from today’s reality. 

One of such purposes usually originates from the belief that there are no democratic traditions in Russia, whereas the Belarusians have once been the Europeans. However, first of all, the memory about it became obliterated and did not return to the mass consciousness, regardless of some groups’ efforts. Secondly, modern political cultures of the Russians and the Belarusians are identical by the highest standards. Yet, as a geographer, I see the Achilles' heel of Russia in its vast territories and owing to it in inevitable centralization, in the decrease of "specific" attention to each fragment of the national space. It was written already in the XIX century how much space abundance had determined in the Russian history. Not long ago I also followed in the tracks of that time judgments concerning the matter1, and the thought about immanent socio-political defectiveness of vast territories strengthened in my consciousness. Only a strong felling of one’s dissimilitude, as it is, for instance, peculiar to Tatarstan and to some other communities, is able to withstand the depersonalizing vigor of centralization. However, if this feeling has not prevailed in Belarus even under the conditions of the gained State system, can one hope for this to happen in the joined geopolitical structure? In such a structure fundamental advantages of a compact national territory with short distances between towns, which was the most important historical factor of European forms of life coming into being, can be lost for ever. 

Regardless of the golden rain which has poured over Russia during the last years, abundance of remote places distinguishes it from Europe much more than the notorious "absence of democracy". Really smart and effective political strategist Surkov has cleverly called his country "faintly lit outskirts of Europe"2. In Belarus there are much fewer of remote places. However, do the Belarusians themselves appreciate the order of things, under which this advantage of theirs has a chance to be strengthened?

Earlier I was impressed by an opinion poll of the IISEPS that had revealed that 62% of the Belarusians valued improvement of the economic position more than independence, and only 25% held to an opposite opinion. I was impressed not only by the result, but also by the fact that a question about frontal correlation of the phenomena which could hardly be compared had been asked in the first place. To my understanding, this could not happen in either of the contiguous countries, perhaps with the exception of some regions of Ukraine, as independence is considered an imperishable value there and it is not customary to convert it into material conditions of life.

Nevertheless, unlike some critics (e.g. V. Silitsky), I did not perceive a problem in the fact that the Belarusian sociologists had put the question one way and not another. Thus they showed they were not separating themselves from their respondents; they constituted a part of the same society for which such a question was not at all preposterous.

The opinion poll which impressed me so much was conducted in 2003. Three years later the advantage of "hedonists" over "statesmen" was not so significant any more – 48.5% to 41.9% –which I hastened to refer to the achievements of "Creole nationalism"3, i.e. to the sort of the national idea that the authorities are inculcating in the consciousness of the Belarusians. The article in which I established that success was not even published, when S. Nikoliuk showed that I had hurried up: the national September opinion poll revealed that the mentioned ratio had fallen back almost till the level of 2003. Now 32.2% of the polled were for independence and 59.4% were for improvement of the living standard4. This, as S. Nikoliuk has noted, turned out to be connected not even with worsening of the well-being level, but only with the threat of such worsening in view of rise in prices for the Russian energy carriers.

Can one doubt than that the Belarusian national idea did not take hold of the Belarusians’ consciousness even in a century after it had been presented to the world! As far as this question is concerned I share the opinions of V. Bulgakov (my review of his recent book is going to be published in Arche soon). However, my judgment of Belarusian nationalism (nationalism in the neutral sense of the word, not in the negative – Soviet one) is less selective, and as it seems to me it is less ideologized than by V. Bulgakov. I am not so much interested in the question of Belarusian nationalism compliance with some classical model. Everything that allows maintaining of Belarussian dissimilitude, everything that inculcates an idea of Belarusian capability to act into mass consciousness is Belarusian nationalism for me. Perhaps that is why I began to style A. Lukashenko a Belarusian nationalist approximately at the same time when V. Bulgakov stopped considering him as such. Recently A. Lukashenko's rhetoric has gained a still more vivid distinctness in the aspect under consideration. "I shall not go to Moscow and shall not kneel there", "They want to privatize individual enterprises as well as the whole country" – these and other statements to all appearances evoke a great response in the Belarusian society.

This response can be discerned on "Svaboda" radio-waves. "I do not want to criticize A. Lukashenko in the Belarusian way today", – said P. Sadovsky in one of the recent Prague Accents –"I would like with some consensus to find an answer to the question you…have asked". The question was about the nature of the national ideology which the acting authorities are inculcating in Belarusian minds. As Yu. Drakokhrust has aptly remarked: "the question is not whether this ideology is correct or not. The question is that it works". It would be to the point here to quote a statement by V. Silitsky that "Lukashenko assumed world outlook of an average Belarusian as a basis of his ideology"; and a statement by A. Pikulik that "stability of Lukashenko' system is based on the rational choice of the Belarusians"; and O. Manaev's note that Kebich has never been called "our Slava", whereas "our Sashka" the Belarusians have said and are constantly saying as they feel that Lukashenko is their man. 

In the light of these statements I am disturbed by the question whether national consolidation of the Belarusians is altogether possible. I understand it very well how difficult it is to be consolidated with those who strike you in the head with a bludgeon. However, not long ago heads and bludgeons were twice let to take a short rest: the European and the Social marches took place. Then a Belarusian-German forum was conducted in Minsk where the authorities as well as the opposition were present. According to A. Klaskovsky, "the authorities have fallen into a difficult situation, and the Belarusian opposition has a real chance to slightly democratize conditions of the next parliamentary elections" (Prague Accent, December, 4 2007).

Yet I have got an impression that both parties should walk some way to a dialogue on the basis of the common notion of imperishable value of the Belarusian State system. As A. Klaskovsky also correctly remarked, the Belarusian opposition looks today head and shoulders above the utterly marginalized Russian opposition. It was said in the context of the analysis of the last Duma elections. It seems to me not all the lessons have been learned from the last Russian elections, as well as from the political situation in Russia altogether. 

Nothing comes so difficultly to political scientists who grew up in the West- and Belarusian democrats heed namely to them for the most part-as analysis of the Russian reality. They apply their home-bred gauge to everything they see. Western critics see an ominous hand of the regime in everything: either in strengthening of control over the information space, or in the five days' imprisonment of heroic G. Kasparov, or in the state of siege of the Central Election Committee, which seems to be waiting for foreign armies' invasion. It never occurs to them that this "regime" has millions of free – will helpers on all levels, and that these helpers' zeal outdistances any guiding instructions. In his recent interview to "Izvestiya" D. Medvedev who had not yet been "anointed for reign" (at the time of the interview) remarked that "rumors about the role of the state in managing mass media are grossly overestimated"5. I know it from many different sources: D. Medvedev has said the truth; self-censorship on TV does not merely anticipate instructions of the authorities, it replaces them and makes them unnecessary. Not long ago close to the Kremlin political scientist V. Nikonov shrewdly noticed that in Russia "personalization of political institutions, great role of leaders… compensate for the shortage of mutual trust and self-organization". "The Russians strive for strong personalities rather than for institutions"6 namely because of this. Finally, as connoisseur and increaser of the Russian folklore V. Chernomyrdin once brilliantly remarked: "Whatever party we would try to found, we would get the C.P.S.U. at the end anyway".

What conclusions suggest themselves here? First of all, as Russian and Belarusian political cultures are identical, all the observations cited above concern Belarus as well. The two countries also resemble each other in the following: Russian liberals – Westerners as well as a considerable part of Belarusian oppositionists look down upon ordinary people thus marginalizing themselves. Secondly, along with doubtless similarity there are fundamental differences. In spite of the width and diversity of the Russian territory, the Russians are a consolidated nation. When V. Putin in his pre-election speech mentions those who still "like jackals, prowl at foreign embassies", he appears in the genre of identity politics and at that he shoots on defeat moving the already marginalized "Westerners" away to a still more distant edge of the public consciousness together with all their will executors and sponsors. As if V. Putin were saying: these are us and those are them-which of us will you vote for? 

The Belarusians who have for centuries lived "in the shade of Russia and Poland"7 did not become a consolidated nation and here lies the fundamental distinction of Belarus from Russia. While all western researchers of Belarus in eager rivalry shout about lack of democracy there, I, as I am western only according to the "residence permit" and not to upbringing and education, say that of course there is lack of democracy and where can it possibly come from? However, the pretty well protracted process of the Belarusian nation forming is lacking completeness still more. If national consolidation of the Belarusians were a fact nobody would even think of asking them what is more pleasant for them: independence or a better in financial sense life. Even if such a question occurred to somebody the answer would differ greatly from the one I have cited above.  

So what happens if political internecine dissension, which by the way very well correlates with the line of the cultural break that has been dissecting Belarus into two unequal parts from time immemorial, is deposited on the non-consolidated Belarusian nation? Some pull to the West and call themselves heirs to the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, others – to the East and think in terms of common Russian roots. Don't you think it would be better first to unite on some grounds, and only then fix the boundaries based upon political preferences? If this happens in reality, political disagreements natural for any country will not be raised to the existential power, and Belarusian rock-musicians will not be considered Kvislings only for getting into contact with the Belarusian authorities. The situation that has shaped in Belarus seems to me unhealthy, dangerous and even not reflected upon properly, what reactions to a quite reasonable article by A. Feduta "The motherland is in danger" showed. 

That is why I think that the lot of Belarus as a national state, on the land of which many generations of my ancestors lived successively, depends on the ability of responsible political figures on both sides of the ideological barricade (not only on one of these sides) to look at the Belarusian cultural-political disunity from the viewpoint of commonness of interests, rather than dogmatically.

BOOKSHELF
"Local self-government in Belarus" / under the scientific editorship of I. Sidorchuk. – Minsk, "Tonpik", 2007. – 416 p.

To our deep belief, the matter investigated by the authors is extremely topical from the theoretical as well as from the practical point of view. Thus the main paradigms of the provincial government institution, conceptual basics of organization of the local self-government system and mutual conditionality of its development with the administrative-territorial system of the state are expounded in the monograph. A set of questions connected with material and financial basis of local self-government is singled out in separate parts of the monograph. Analysis of the main normative-legal documents which regulate perfection of the local self-government system in Belarus deserves special attention. 

The monograph consists of an introduction, seven chapters, a list of the bibliography cited (over 230 different sources have been used in the work) and of appendices. 

It should be underscored that the structure of the monograph is quite clear and consistent and answers the logic of the material account. Thus in the introduction it is mentioned, in particular, that forming of the democratic State system and of the civil society, ensuring of the Republic of Belarus constant socio-economic development, achievement of harmonious interaction of the state and democracy require recalculation of the whole set of problems in the sphere of local self-government (p. 6). 

The main part of the work is devoted to the account of the local self-government theoretical fundamentals. Analysis of the European Charter conception of local self-government and of the local administration and government Conception contained in the Constitution of the Republic of Belarus is also thoroughly presented in the monograph (pp. 31, 39).

The second chapter minutely depicts the analysis results of the foreign countries' experience in administrative-territorial system reforming and attention is paid to the problem of its perfection in Belarus (p. 85).

Examination of the basic principles of local self-government organization, analysis of the "local government" conception as well as of its kinds, analysis of specific character of representative and executive institutions of governing, characteristics of the associations' institute and other free-will unions of local governing bodies, as well as of the place and the role of self-organization bodies of the citizens in the system of local governing bodies seems, in our opinion, to be the most brilliant and interesting in the monograph.

The set of questions connected with the material and financial basis of local self-government acquires special importance under modern conditions. Examining the problems mentioned above the authors have shown a number of off-center approaches, which have been reflected, in particular, in the study of local self-government economic activity (pp. 152-165). The authors also single out specific character of municipal property, its importance in the context of the local economy at the same time presenting the main characteristics and tendencies of social development (p. 173); accomplish analysis of municipal economy peculiarities, characterize organizational and legal forms of utilities (p. 208). Examining local finances the authors define the system of local management and topical tendencies in financial decentralization development, characterize specificity of the budget process in the Republic of Belarus. 

The authors’ position has also found its embodiment in the analysis of organizational and legal guarantees of local self-government. Thus three main approaches to the given problem are presented in Chapter six. In particular, interpretation of local self-government and local economy stimulation as one of the local governing guarantees is given in the monograph. State supervision and control in the sphere of local self-government is attributed to the same field, too; legal responsibility for infringement of local government legislation is defined (p. 355).

A review of the main documents on optimization of the local self-government system in Belarus realized by the authors deserves paying special attention to.

At the same time it must be noted the monograph would have been of greater value, for the other countries of the CIS inclusive, should the analysis of local self-government development processes in the Republic of Belarus be fulfilled in the manner of comparative analysis, that is in the manner of comparison with similar processes in the states of the CIS.

However, this remark influences our general positive assessment of the monograph in no significant way, as minute and deep analysis of other aspects of local self-government in the Republic of Belarus represents the matter under consideration quite profoundly.

Prof. Olga Lebedinskaya, Ph.D.

Victoria Koltun, Ph.D.
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