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Dear readers!

In the next issue of the analytical bulletin "IISEPS News" the materials reflecting the most important findings of the IISEPS studies in the second quarter 2008 are offered to your attention

Results of sociological studies, as a rule, reveal the basic tendencies developing in public relations which, in turn, reflect directions, rates and character of development of economic processes. This materialistic point of view, certainly, is regularly criticised, however, but actually it is always confirmed by socio-political practice. Dynamics of the basic indicators of the public "state of health" received by findings of IISEPS studies in the second quarter of the current year and presented on bulletin pages under the heading "Public opinion monitoring", in particular, attest to it. As the findings of studies show, the share of those who consider that the country develops in the wrong direction has increased, the number of those not trusting the president has increased, and A. Lukashenko's open rating has fallen to minimum for the last five years. And the objective bases for such dynamics of public opinion are available.

The authorities, having used the next Russian financial "help" received in the beginning of year on some pacification of the electorate excited in connection with reveal of privileges and deterioration of conditions of getting energy carriers, could not solve the problems up to the end. Moreover, despite all the efforts of the government, real earnings and pensions of the Belarusians during the period from the beginning of year even decreased (by 0.3-0.5 %). Therefore, the problem of resources search for the further execution of the social promises, especially in connection with the coming parliamentary elections in September, has not lost its actual popularity, about what the current negotiations for the next credit with Russian "sponsors", in particular, attest.

Along with it, as it was expected, the authorities have not weakened punitive actions against political opponents of the policy and civil society as a whole. In the considered period the basic emphasis has been made on struggle against independent mass media, for what the new law on mass-media has been passed by both chambers of parliament at a rather quick rate. According to analysts, the document contains a number of draconian regulations allowing the authorities to simplify the procedure of "trials" with unwelcome publications, and also to "regulate" the activity of Internet-publications. In general, it is possible to conclude, that there is no liberal evolution of policy expected by some researchers and politicians, and the forecasts in this respect are not consoling.

For the most curious readers, as usual, in this section some findings of June public opinion polls from the point of the basic social-demographic categories of the population view are presented.

The possibility to present his point of view under the heading "Free tribune" this time is given to Oleg Gulak, a well-known human rights defender, new chairman of "Belarusian Helsinki committee", who has recently replaced on this post the veteran of the human rights movement in our country, the founder of committee Tatyana Protko. His article is devoted to a rather complex problem of interrelations between human rights defenders and politicians during election campaigns. In this connection opposite points of view in a society occur at times. It is worth mentioning, the activity of Belarusian human rights defenders is extremely unwelcome to the authorities. To it attests the campaign of punitive activity against them, started by the authorities in the respect of the forthcoming autumn parliamentary elections.

The heading "Bookshelf" this time contains Dr. Elena Rakova's review of the book "In search of an economical miracle. Lessons for Belarus" written by a well-known Belarusian economist-liberal Yaroslav Romanchuk and recently published by Mizes's Center. According to the reviewer, systematizing of different authors’ researches, a number of examples and facts from their lives, biographies of the first American capitalists and the Russian oligarchs, the considerable quantity of empirical data and comparisons make the represented book fascinating and informative.
All comments and feedbacks are as usual welcome!

IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 
In June of 2008, independent sociologists conducted a nation public opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed – 1 502 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.

JUNE 2008

One more message

Annual message made by president of Belarus, A. Lukashenko, attracted much public attention. However, as it can be seen from the Table 1, this attention was 18.5 points higher last year. What is the reason of such a failing regularity? The answer is evident. The majority of common people and Belarusians as well, live their ordinary lives full of common problems (family, work, dacha and so on). Yes, they practically every day watch television, but for them it is not the way to see the world, it is the shield that separates them from the world. They switch on TV merely for seeing "pictures", and this picture, more preferably, should be "funny".

Table 1

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you know that on the April, 29 president A. Lukashenko presented his annual message to the Belarusian people and the National Assembly?", %



Variant of answer
06'06
06'08

Yes 
68.5
50.0

No 
30.9
45.4

DA/NA
0.6
4.6

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to the following statements made by president A. Lukashenko during his speech?", %



Variant of answer
I agree 

with it
I disagree 

with it
DA/NA

In Belarus the relationships between the Church and the State are built on the basis of solidarity and interconnectedness
48.7
28.2
23.1

The state should stop to finance non-profitable enterprises
47.0
36.6
16.4

Belarus has all possibilities to take a leading position on the world economy
42.9
43.2
13.9

Belarusians became a more united, energetic nation empowered by spirit 
42.1
43.0
14.9

None of the strategic decisions in Belarus was taken without discussion at the referendum, All-Nation Assembly, without conducting a nation public opinion poll 
40.2
49.7
10.1

The attempt to stabilize prices on food-stuffs will lead to flourishing of bureaucrats
34.7
43.5
21.8

The goal of financial reliefs distribution is not a mere money economizing but a fair distribution of money subsidized by the state
33.3
52.5
14.2

"Belarusfilm" will turn out to be a Belarusian Hollywood in the nearest future 
32.3
51.0
16.7

During presidential life of A. Lukashenko there were no such facts when he said one thing and did another one
31.2
54.8
14.0

The growth of wages will reach the point of $ 700 to the end of 5-year period and stabilize the life in the country
30.3
54.6
15.1

Even for a politician who possesses a monopoly right to produce TV "pictures" it is difficult to attract much audience's attention. Firstly, because his monopoly on television is vague. Not all the channels belong to the state, and a person has a choice what channel to watch. Secondly, as the Soviet experience shows, limitations on choice don’t prevent a person from switching on television and starting to watch such programmes.

However in the world of routine problems sometimes occurs a stir. As a rule this stir is caused by external factors. It was oil and gas war which appeared to be such a factor that led to the row between Belarusian economic entities and their Russian partners in January, 2007. That is why there exists a great attention to the last year’s message.

The figures of Table 2 help to assess the attitude of the Belarusians to the most acute problems touched upon in the report.

First of all the Belarusians agreed with the A. Lukashenko's statement in connectedness with the Church and the State. For the country where more than 70% of people are considered to belong to Orthodox belief such a statement is evident. The opposition should take this fact into consideration if they want to find supporters among believers. But contentedness to stop financing of non-profitable enterprises astonished everybody. Possibly it is due to precise formulation of answer variants. In reality the problem of non-profitable enterprises always appears to be arguable. That is why there was no public approval of the fact that economical bankrupts would not get any state financial support.

The opinions divided in connection with the problem that Belarus would take leading positions in the world economy. But the rate of those who had a difficulty in answering the question was not high. Considering the complexity of the problem such decisiveness astonished. The explanation of the paradox is likely to be found in Parkinson's laws, one of which says: "The more difficult is a problem, the less time we spend to discuss it".

A similar distortion of opinions was caused by the idea of Belarusian nation unity. It can be explained by the fact that either ideologists don't work to the full of their capacity or the reality in brains of some Belarusian leaders doesn’t coincide with the reality which common people can see in their everyday life.

But the proportion of those who agree and those who disagree with the fact that the state is able to cooperate with its people in order to make strategic decisions is not equal. The percentage of people who don't agree is greater. Authoritarian power is the only explanation of this. It is enough to remember the latest visits of Russian presidents to Belarus (V. Putin in December 2007 and D. Medvedev in June 2008), when all acute for the country problems where discussed behind the scene.

More disagreed people appeared when A. Lukashenko tried to position bureaucrats responsible for price growth. In reality people attribute such actions to a person who wants to sneak his responsibility. And 43.5% of Belarusians know who wants to sneak his responsibility.

No comments are attached to the proportion of those who agree and disagree with distribution of reliefs. There is also no need to comment the attitude of the Belarusians to the forthcoming making "Belarusfilm" a forceful competitor of the American Hollywood. It is surprising that the last place in the poll is taken by those who do not share the opinion that a magic power of $ 700 wages will contribute to stabilization in the country. Pay attention, the question is not about people’s belief in great growth of wages but about preserving of stability in the state.

We have mentioned above that most Belarusians are apt to coexist with their everyday problems. Naturally, wages take up not the last place in the list of their every day's problems. That's why an average Belarusian is able to assess quite objectively what $ 700 wages will have meant for him by the end of a 5-year period. The average Belarusian is unlikely to read "Narodnaya volya" but he knows exactly that such wages will be paid in Russia to people in the first quarter of the year. It is not an easy matter to live in a state with growing inflation and look forward to the end of 5-year period.

Traditionally a special attention was paid to agriculture, to building of agro-towns, in particular. The head of the state reported to the deputies of the National Assembly in a sure way: "More than 600 agro-towns have appeared for the last three years. We are planning to build another 271 towns this year". The poll conducted in June revealed that the majority of Belarusians approve of such an activity (52.2%), the percentage of people who are against are much fewer – 22%. It is evident that those who approve of such actions don’t very often think much of the price paid by them for such an activity of A. Lukashenko as tax payers.

In conclusion let's again have a critical look at the data of sociological polls. In the message the findings of state struggle with criminals for the last 6 years have been provided. They are not optimistic: the level of crimes for 100 thousand of people has increased by 1.7 per cent, the number of the killed and wounded is more than 40 thousand, but disclosure of crimes has decreased.

Such official statistics, presented by the head of the state by the way, haven't prevented 28.9% of the interviewed from answering the question: "How has the level of crimes changed for the last 2-3 years?" that it has decreased. Only 19.8% answered that it has increased, and about 42.6% – were not able to answer.

Getting a c-grade

In the country where only one person aspires to the role of a politician in the commanding elite and contenders from the opposition camp are proclaimed "geeks", electoral rating of "the only political figure" turns into a universal integral index. That is why current fluctuations of such a rating let analysts judge about personal popularity of its possessor, as well as about processes which are taking place in the country on the macro levels (economic, political and social ones).

Since the March opinion poll no events, equaling the level of the "oil and gas war" which broke out between Belarus and Russia in January of 2007, have happened. The population had time to get used to the continued growth of prices which had started in November of the previous year. This fact showed in the answers to the standard for the IISEPS questions about the change of respondents' financial position for the last three months, about their assessment of the socio-economic situation in Belarus within the next few years and about their attitude to the development course of the country. No evident dynamics concerning the questions listed above was observed in the course of the June opinion poll. Owing to the fact no considerable change of the integral index – the electoral rating of the head of state – occurred either (Table 3).

Table 3

Dynamics of answering the question: "If tomorrow presidential election took place in Belarus, whom would you vote for?", % (open question)



Variant of answer
04'06
08'06
11'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07
03'08
06'08

For A. Lukashenko
60.3
54.9
49.7
50.9
48.0
44.9
39.9
42.5
38.9

Taking into account the margin of error, we may consider that the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko has not changed, although replacement of three – the first figure in the rating – by four might seem symbolic to somebody.

Stability of the electoral rating is also confirmed by the invariability of the trust rating. The data of Table 4 let us trace dynamics of the latter for the last seven years. After 2002, the crisis year for the regime of A. Lukashenko's personal power, his trust rating, generously nourished with dollars from the "oil offshore", began to grow. The peak of trust to the head of Belarusian state fell on the year of the third presidential election, and after it the trust rating "lost" 10 percentage points under the influence of consternation caused by the "oil and gas war" and rise in prices.

Table 4

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



Variant of answer
04'02
12'05
02'06
11'06
01'07
05'07
12'07
03'08
06'08

Yes, I do
32.4
59.0
60.2
60.3
55.4
56.9
50.9
47.3
47.3

No, I do not
42.9
30.8
30.8
26.0
28.5
32.7
35.5
38.0
39.5

DA/NA
33.7
10.2
9.0
13.7
16.1
10.4
13.6
14.7
13.2

Cancellation of benefits, too, undoubtedly contributed its share into the decrease of the "only politician's" ratings during the previous year. It is always difficult to be deprived of what has become customary and natural. In June answering the question: "What is your attitude towards benefit cancellation for the majority of the population?" the overwhelming majority of respondents (69.5%) answered it was not necessary to cancel benefits. Only 24.2% supported the opposite point of view. In September, 2007 the ratio of opponents and supporters of benefit cancellation was approximately the same: 65.4% vs. 33.5%.

However, ratings of the first person in the state are not only indicators of the society condition as they turn into a policy factor themselves, that is, they are able to influence the state of the society. Such an inverse effect appears in full compliance with Tomson's law (what people consider real, has real consequences). In sociology "the spiral of silence", which was first described by Frenchman de Tocqueville already in 1856, is explained by the force of the given law: "People who adhered to the former faith were afraid to find themselves in the minority of those who were faithful to their religion. Since isolation frightened them more than mistakes they joined the majority without changing their ideas. Views of only one part of the nation seemed to be the opinion of everybody and therefore they invincibly misled exactly those who were responsible for that deceit".

Let us illustrate the possible untwisting of "the spiral of silence" into the reverse direction by the example of the data of Table 5. Domination of A. Lukashenko on the political field of Belarus has been raising no doubts by anyone for 14 years already, that is why opponents of the "nation-wide elected" in complete compliance with the mentioned quotation are afraid to find themselves in the minority and do not as a rule demonstrate their opposition views openly thus strengthening the effect of domination. However, as it follows from Table 5 a growing part of the Belarusians considers that A. Lukashenko's rating is falling. For the time being it does not tell on the real rating (see Tables 3 and 4). However, as it is known from the course of philosophy, quantity is able to turn into quality and that is why public expectation which is being formed before our eyes may become transformed to the real distrust towards the head of state, in other words – to the decrease of his rating.

In conclusion let us have a look at how the Belarusians assess the ability of A. Lukashenko to keep his pre-election promises. It is apparent from Table 6 that even in the years marked by the highest possible ratings the head of state was a mediocre student. In the course of the last opinion poll the average estimate turned out to be below "the water-line" for the first time during the last four years, and it happened in the first place due to the more than twofold reduction in the number of the respondents who graded their idol's work as excellent. However, judging by the first three columns of Table 6, A. Lukashenko knew much worse times, but the economic background was considerably worse in the country at that time.

Table 5

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, has A. Lukashenko's rating (that is, readiness of the country’s population to vote for him at the next elections) increased or decreased during the time passed since the presidential election?", %



Variant of answer
09'05
02'06
09'07
06'08

It has increased
37.7
54.9
25.2
17.6

It has decreased
23.4
15.2
30.9
43.0

It has remained the same
31.5
24.9
38.3
33.8

DA/NA
7.4
5.0
5.6
5.6

Table 6

Dynamics of answering the question: "How would you assess A. Lukashenko's keeping of his pre-election promises using a five point scale? (1 point – very bad, 5 points – very well)", %



Variant of answer
09'02
03'03
03'04
03'05
10'06
09'07
06'08

1
17.6
20.6
15.4
9.0
11.0
11.5
18.9

2
20.5
28.6
21.7
13.7
14.0
15.0
16.6

3
30.7
33.7
32.8
26.1
27.2
22.1
27.7

4
21.1
14.1
21.7
27.1
26.6
24.0
25.0

5
8.3
2.8
7.8
23.5
20.1
26.5
11.1

On average
2.8
2.5
2.8
3.4
3.3
3.4
2.9

One should treat the values of ratings, as well as any other quantitative characteristics, got in the course of national opinion polls with a certain share of skepticism. The mere figures without understanding their nature indicate little. Thus A. Lukashenko's electoral rating of the beginning of 2007 almost coincides with the rating of the end of 1997. However, the nature of support has considerably changed during this time. It has become more rational, and that is why ratings react to the emotional speeches of "the only political figure" quite weakly, but at the same time they easily respond to the slightest changes in the economy. Within the next few years the rational nature of a rating will only become stronger, and thereby will create a lot of additional problems to its owner.

The intermediate result of the final process

Debureaucratization ranks by no means last in the list of tasks which the Belarusian state officials are to fulfill in the current year. The Belarusians learnt that the given task had been put on the agenda several minutes before the beginning of 2008 from the congratulation of the head of state. This is the way it was worded on the night of the New Year: "The process of debureaucratization (bold-typed in the official text) shall be finally completed next year. It is in a way a test for all government bodies".

Half a year has passed since that, one might say, historic, night. It is high time we struck the intermediate balance; defined the extent of the victorious gait of the presidential "vertical line" in the direction so important for preservation of Belarusian stability. Data of Table 7 let us do it.

Table 7

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, whose interests do the present authorities express?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
09'05
05'07
06'08

Of such people, as me
33.3
33.9
31.7

Of officials and bureaucrats
32.8
43.4
43.0

Of the poor and socially unprotected 
20.4
23.0
14.2

Of rich people
13.6
20.7
14.0

Of Russia
7.4
4.8
3.6

Of the West
1.5
2.2
1.4

A fleeting glance at the three columns of figures is quite enough to arrive at a not comforting conclusion: the first six months were spent on rousing to action. And that is in the best case. In the opinion of 43% of the polled the present authorities in the first place express the interests of officials and bureaucrats, that is, the interests of their beloved selves. The share of those who saw in the present authorities spokesmen of interests of the poor and socially unprotected has noticeably reduced (–8.8 percentage points), too. However, this reduction was to some extent (–6.7 percentage points) compensated for by the reduction of support of the well-to-do members' of the Belarusian society interests.

As an explanation of the main reason for such an unconvincing intermediate result on the way of debureaucratization process completion let us quote Russian lawyer M. Krasnov: "Being surrounded with bureaucracy and finding himself subject to it, a president (I am underscoring – any president) objectively has to pass concern for satisfaction of bureaucracy interests, including the selfish ones, off as concern for the interests of the state as a whole". Two upper lines of Table 8 visually confirm the mentioned quotation. Just as K. Stanislavsky, the Belarusian society is watching the attempts of the head of state directed at extermination of bureaucratism (together with its permanent companion – corruption) generated by him and says: "I don’t believe you!"

Table 8

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, what are the chances of the following events in Belarus in the next 2-3 years?", %



Variant of answer
Very likely
Unlikely


05'07
06'08
05'07
06'08

The level of corruption will decrease notably
40.6
38.2
50.0
50.6

The level of bureaucratism will decrease notably
36.9
33.1
53.3
55.6

Stability will be kept safe in the country
65.5
54.4
21.9
32.0

The conflict with Russia will repeat itself
62.8
45.7
20.0
32.1

Energy security problem will be solved
51.6
40.5
34.2
41.9

A collapse of the Belarusian ruble will occur 
38.7
34.6
40.1
46.7

Construction of an atomic power-station will be started
65.1
74.6
20.7
12.6

Honest and open privatization will take place
29.0
30.1
49.6
45.5

Alexander Kozulin will be discharged before the appointed time
–
18.1
–
49.6

Growth of prices for accommodation will stop 
18.8
16.2
62.4
68.8

One should not write off the absence of positive dynamics in the assessment of the struggle against bureaucratism for the low "resolving power" of the public opinion. Pay attention to the following: the authorities had only to remove anti-Russian rhetoric, and the assessment of a probability of a new conflict with Russia decreased 17.1 percentage points. Belief of the Belarusians in the ability of the authorities to begin construction of an atomic power-station has visibly increased, too (+9.5 percentage points). However, considerable decrease of confidence in preservation of stability in the country (–11.1 percentage points) arouses amazement. It might seem that the main source of possible destabilization in the person of Belarusian-Russian conflict is eliminated, which is also confirmed by strengthening of belief in the reliability of the Belarusian ruble. However, the "grown stronger" ruble did not strengthen the general stability. Perhaps the reason for the mentioned paradox is inflation which is becoming stronger literally before our very eyes. It is forcing out purely political factors – and Belarusian-Russian relations are in particular such factors for the public opinion – at the periphery of the public consciousness with more and more certainty.

As it follows from the numerous statements of A. Lukashenko struggle for extermination of bureaucratism is realized in Belarus exceptionally with bureaucratic methods. In his time the head of state clearly defined the "gentlemanly set" of such measures, having suggested "entering standard acts – laws, edicts, decrees of the president, orders, government regulations, so that we could unambiguously "liberate" an individual".

So far we do not manage to define the growth of the number of the "liberated" ones by means of national opinion polls; however the growth of those who have been offended by the authorities is stated on a regular basis, and dynamics of answering the question: "Have representatives of power agencies treated you badly for the last three years?" testifies to it (Table 9). The share of the Belarusians who were not offended by the authorities for the last three years has reduced 15.4 percentage points. If it continues like this, than every second citizen of the country will consider himself an offended one already next year.

However, let us go back to the New Year's night. Apart from posing problems, the head of state mentioned the achieved progress which was natural for the last speech of the outgoing year. The most important result was achieved in the field of the society rallying: "We are a nation. We are a nation, which is not split by political struggle and property redistribution, but which is rallied by a common goal of our Motherland well-being. A nation, which has let distemper in its house, is doomed to disappearance.

Those who betokened us an inevitable break-up, and those who wished us it, did not take into consideration the most important thing: we had become a single, solid nation, which is young, energetic and strong in spirit".

Table 9

Dynamics of answering the question: "Have representatives of power agencies treated you badly for the last three years?", %



Variant of answer
03'05
05'07
06'08

No, they have not
73.8
64.0
57.4

Yes, they have one time
5.2
14.1
13.6

Yes, they have several times
13.6
14.1
18.1

Yes, they have many times
7.2
5.4
6.8

DA/NA
0.2
2.4
4.1

Table 10

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, has A. Lukashenko's victory at the elections of 2006 contributed to the unity of the Belarusian society, or vice versa – to the deepening of its disunity?", %



Variant of answer
10'01
04'06
06'08

It has united the Belarusian society still more
37.7
55.9
38.9

It has split the Belarusian society still more
29.1
27.1
35.8

DA/NA
33.2
17.0
25.3

Data of Table 10 let us compare the official point of view concerning solidarity of the nation with the public opinion. As it was to be expected, there is no harmony in the assessments this time either. The peak of the "rallied-by-the-common-goal" feeling fell on April, 2006. In our previous analytical materials we have repeatedly emphasized that the third presidential election in Belarus, conducted in March of 2006, coincided with the period of maximum economic subsidies on the part of Russia. That very year the "oil offshore" began to work at full power. It should be recognized that the Belarusian authorities managed to effectively convert Russian subsidy resources into the growth of the majority of the citizens' well-being and consequently into the support of their political line.

Compare the data of the first and the second columns of Table 10. In 2001, too the question about solidarity of the Belarusian society was asked next month after the presidential election, which allows us to exclude the influence of the mobilization effect reached in the course of the election campaign. However, the difference in the assessments turned out to be considerable. This difference is accounted for by the resource problem which the authorities faced on the eve of the second presidential election. In order to ensure the pre-election growth of salaries and pensions in 2001 the government had to reduce house-building and investment into economy. This turned out to be the price for public inactivity at the announcement of "the elegant victory".

In June of 2008 the feeling of disunity returned to the Belarusians, and it is interesting to note that the return occurred on the fundamentally different level of well-being. In 2001 at the second All-Belarusian people's assembly A. Lukashenko was talking about the average salary amounting to 100$ as about great success. In the course of the last message he had already to promise 700$ "for the end of the five-year plan". However, Russia has came out to this level already in the first quarter of the current year; that is why it is going to be difficult to maintain social stability with the help of just another promise, even in case it is kept, within the next few years.

Answers to the questions of Table 10 are only one of the characteristics of the "bought" stability lack of strength. In a state bureaucratized all the way through society is debarred from decision-making as well as from responsibility for the state. How such debarring could tell on stability the majority of the Belarusians were able to observe first-hand at the beginning of the 90s in the previous century.

An alley of heroes 

It is possible to define the state of historic consciousness of the society by what figures of the near and distant past, as well as of the present time they consider their heroes. In this connection respondents in the course of the opinion poll were once again asked a question whom they considered an ideal politician. At that they were allowed to choose all the figures from the list if they wanted. Dynamics of respondents' answers to the question is presented in Table 11.

As it can be seen, in the opinion poll of 2004 researchers limited themselves to the list of Belarusian, Russian and Soviet figures. Data of Table 11 show that such limitation is to a certain extent valid – heroes of this circle in particular occupy the upper part of the rating-list also in case when politicians of other countries appear there. Most likely it is conditioned by the following: an answer to such a question is motivated not only by an impartial comparison of the politicians’ merits, but also by cultural and historical distance, roughly speaking, by an assessment which follows the principle "ours – not ours". Quite high marks given to P. Masherov, a former secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Belarus (the CPB), whose contribution into the world history was less than modest, are caused exactly by the above mentioned mechanism. Generally speaking, characters of Belarusian, as well as of Russian history, turn out to be "ours" for the Belarusians.

Table 11

Dynamics of answering the question: "Which of the listed below political figures do you like most; which of them corresponds to your ideal of a politician?", % (more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer
06'96
06'04
06'08

Vladimir Putin
–*
39.3
31.2

Alexander Lukashenko
–
21.3
25.2

Peter Masherov
45.2
32.7
23.5

Peter I
34.2
30.9
18.5

Kastus Kalinovsky
4.2
11.0
13.6

Catharine II
–
15.4
12.5

Margaret Thatcher 
19.5
–
10.1

Prince Vitovt
2.2
6.6
8.8

Vladimir Lenin
18.7
8.6
8.2

Mikhail Gorbachev
4.2
8.7
7.6

Charles de Gaulle 
3.9
–
6.5

Joseph Stalin 
10.8
9.0
6.3

Lev Sapega
–
6.5
4.9

Franklin Roosevelt
–
–
4.9

Winston Churchill
2.1
–
4.6

Vaclav Havel
–
–
3.6

Ronald Reagan 
–
–
2.3

Lech Valensa 
–
–
1.9

Leonid Brezhnev
20.0
13.2
–

Nikita Khrushev
6.4
6.5
–

Yuri Andropov
12.9
–
–

Peter Stolypin
10.8
–
–

John Kennedy
9.1
–
–

Augusto Pinochet
2.4
–
–

Adolf Hitler 
2.2
–
–

*The marked politician was not on the list of the corresponding opinion poll

However, although this pattern has remained invariable for 12 years of research, the hierarchy of heroes is notably changing. The most evident changes are the almost twofold decrease of P. Masherov, Peter I and V. Lenin’s rating in comparison with 1996, and national heroes’ rating growth: threefold by K. Kalinovsky and fourfold by prince Vitovt. It is symbolic that in the poll of 2008 the leader of the rebellion against the Russian dominion left behind the Russian empress, and one of the most outstanding heroes of the Grand Duchy – the creator of the communist empire.

However, the same politicians who were in the lead in the poll of four years' prescription remain the leaders of the list. As it was mentioned in the analytical material of the IISEPS devoted to the opinion poll of 2004, the past in the public consciousness of the Belarusians is losing to the present, and great heroes (and evildoers) of the past – to the modern characters, who impartially yield to their predecessors in heroism as well as in evil deed.

During four years passed since the previous opinion poll A. Lukashenko has finally managed to surpass P. Masherov. Perhaps, renaming of the avenue in Minsk, as well as a campaign conducted in order to conceal the name of the BSSR leader, turned out to be quite effective. However, even if sympathy to P. Masherov has automatically passed on to A. Lukashenko, it has happened to quite a small extent: the former secretary of the Central Committee of the CPB has simply sunk several stages in his popularity.

The high enough rating of M. Thatcher, "the iron lady" of the British policy, should be mentioned among the mysteries of the post-Soviet (and, by the way, Soviet) consciousness. It is not clear by what means she captivated the hearts of the Soviet people at the beginning of Perestrojka and how she continues to captivate the Belarusians at the present time. At that her brother-in-arms in the victory over communism R. Reagan was honored with much more discreet assessments. Perhaps, the Belarusian men (and the Belarusian women!) in general like strong and determined women resembling the British prime minister and the Russian empress. In other words, a woman must know her place, but if she "does not know it" and proves that according to her deserts she is not content with the modest place assigned to her, than she is highly respected.

Extremely low ratings of the leaders of "velvet" revolutions in Poland and Czechia also attract attention to themselves. The eastern European way to Europe embodied in V. Havel and L. Valensa, the way, most real for Belarus as well, to all appearances does not captivate the Belarusians too much. And it is interesting, because the Belarusians have no common Euro-phobia, which is proved by their attitude to M. Thatcher, for instance. Simply for the Belarusians "serious" Europe is Western Europe.

However, the public consciousness is quite ambiguous. For example, in June of 2006 at the grand opening of the National library building A. Lukashenko declared that "Lenin and Stalin were symbols of the Belarusian people". One might also recall the erection of the pompous "Stalin line". However, in reality both communist leaders arouse little sympathy by the Belarusians, and after a number of years – still less. What kind of people the Belarusians are, they perhaps do not know themselves, but we can definitely say: they are not Soviet any more. In this sense it is of interest to find out how "the alleys of heroes" differed in June, 2008 by the youngest and the oldest respondents (Table 12).

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the listed below political figures do you like most; which of them corresponds to your ideal of a politician?" in the oldest and in the youngest age groups, %



Variant of answer
All the polled
18-29 years old
Rank
60 years old and older
Rank

Vladimir Putin
31.2
29.0
1
30.4
3

Alexander Lukashenko
25.2
15.6
5
42.4
1

Peter Masherov
23.5
9.4
8
31.0
2

Peter I
18.5
22.4
2
14.0
4

Kastus Kalinovsky
13.6
20.7
3
11.4
6

Catherine II 
12.5
17.0
4
6.7
9

Margaret Thatcher
10.1
10.8
7
3.5
14-15

Prince Vitovt
8.8
14.8
6
5.0
11

Vladimir Lenin
8.2
4.0
14
13.5
5

Mikhail Gorbachev
7.6
6.8
11
9.1
8

Charles de Gaulle
6.5
5.4
13
5.6
10

Joseph Stalin
6.3
2.3
17-18
11.1
7

Lev Sapega
4.9
7.7
10
3.8
13

Franklin Roosevelt
4.8
6.0
12
4.7
12

Winston Churchill
4.6
8.2
9
1.5
16-18

Vaclav Havel
3.6
2.6
16
3.5
14-15

Ronald Reagan
2.3
2.3
17-18
1.5
16-18

Lech Valensa
1.9
2.8
15
1.5
16-18

Views of elderly respondents are logical in their own way: the list is headed by Soviet and Russian heroes, and the sequence order is patriotic: first come A. Lukashenko and P. Masherov, and then – V. Putin. The first non-Soviet Belarusian hero K. Kalinovsky finds himself only on the sixth place, and all the western politicians, as well as Vitovt and Sapega "discovered" by the society after 1991 – at the end of the list. However, the picture is much more complicated by the young people. The first heroes are Russian – V. Putin and Peter I, but K. Kalinovsky occupies already the third place. And in general "ratings" of the Russian czars, as well as of the Belarusian heroes of the distant past, are notably higher among the youth than among the oldest age group.

The latter circumstance reveals all the complexity and ambiguity of the nation building process in Belarus: young people are much freer than the older generation from the Soviet heritage, but the extent of their participation in both the Belarusian and Russian cultural and historic context turns out to be higher than by the older generation.

What to wish children?

In April in the message of president to the National Assembly a great task on transition of Belarus from undeveloped to a leading country was formulated. A. Lukashenko, using a sport terminology, explained that this task should have two stages of performing. The first stage is to become a member of "the race after the leader", the second one is to lead a direct struggle for leadership. The role of executor he attributed to a person, "a subject of economy", who must be economically reliable, with initiative and responsible for well-being of corresponding branch and people working in it.

To achieve such substantial characteristics "the subject of economy" should have support from the state. For this he should destroy all unnecessary barriers built by him at the very starting and running a business. The work in this direction has already been started, and A. Lukashenko presented a detailed list to the deputies: "Today a new business in our country can be registered in 5 days. The initial capital to start a business has been lowered twice. The list of documents necessary for registration has been shortened to a reasonable minimum. The procedure of licensing has been simplified. It is important to put all these into practice in order it to be real".

He himself gave assessment to the first results: "So many progressive ideas were taken into consideration, but the situation improves slowly. And the reason does not lie in the fact that there is no freedom for business in the country, that there is no juridical basis". The reason, according to the opinion of the head of the state, is in the state apparatus which "has bogged down in corruption".

The public opinion poll of June showed the first findings. Table 13 shows that the society doesn't see any improvements of the situation, even very slow ones. The rate of optimists has fallen by 11.4 points, and the rate of those who noted the raise of governmental control has remarkably increased (+15.2 points).

Table 13

Dynamics of answering the question: "How have the requirements for running a private enterprise changed in Belarus for the last 2-3 years?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
03'99
12'02
06'06
06'08

Conditions have improved
7.1
10.4
20.7
9.3

The state has considerably toughened legislative control of private enterprise
34.4
38.5
35.6
50.8

State agencies (executive committees, tax inspectorates, fire prevention, militia, etc.) have reinforced arbitrariness with respect to private entrepreneurs 
24.7
33.8
22.2
23.6

Purchasing capacity of consumers has decreased
7.5
26.9
6.9
14.7

Competition at the market has become stronger
38.2
24.4
14.8
13.7

Obligation and honesty of business partners has decreased
13.9
8.5
18.6
11.3

Other
2.2
0.9
1.0
1.3

Table 14

Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you ever participated in running a private enterprise?", %


Variant of answer
03'99
12'02
06'08

Yes, I have and I am going to continue taking part in it
12.9
13.6
11.1

Yes, I have, but I am not going to continue
7.5
9.5
11.6

No, I have not, but I would like to do it
30.7
33.7
31.9

I have never taken part in it and I am not going to
48.8
42.0
44.7

NA
0.1
1.2
0.7

Data of Table 14 allow us to analyze not only opinions but facts too. The facts say that the number of people running private businesses has not changed. And the number of people speaking about their eagerness to start a business stays the same. In our opinion the data given should be considered one of the main characteristics of a "Belarusian economy scheme of development". The scheme has been presented but, as it appears, the development of economy doesn't work.

The analysis of data from Table 14 is not consoling and this tendency can be also traced in answers of respondents to the question: "Do you want your children to start a business and participate in running a private enterprise all their life?" As it can be seen from Table 15 the number of such people has decreased by 14 points for the last two years. The attention should be also paid to the last two columns of Table 15 which allow us to give assessment to the answers of people who trust and distrust the head of the state.

Table 15

Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you like your children to start a business and devote all their life to it?", %



Variant of answer
11'99
12'02
06'06
06'08





All respondents
Trusting A. Lukashenko
Distrusting A. Lukashenko

Yes
38.1
46.4
46.8
32.6
26.6
38.2

No 
26.0
37.1
34.3
49.7
57.4
44.1

DA/NA
35.9
16.5
18.9
17.7
15.9
17.7

On the one hand, it is not surprising that people who are for running a business are among those distrusting President. And it should be noticed that to this category of people belong mostly young and educated ones. But on the other hand, it is the supporters of A. Lukashenko who believe the official words, and today all these words are in favour of entrepreneurship. It can't but should be mentioned. Everything depends on inertness of the process. Only when some time passes those trusting A. Lukashenko will adjust to a new reality.

Along with it, negative attitude of many of Belarusians to entrepreneurship is due not only to the absence of corresponding conditions, but much is determined by ideological heritage of the past. The words of the song popular at the time of Perestroika say: "To be rich and not to steal, of course, if it is possible". The Belarusians even now don't believe that it is possible to become rich working hard. That causes envy. It should be justified "the Belarusian economy scheme of development" provides an opportunity to preserve emerged in the past stereotypes.

But the percentage of people demonstrating their respect to those who recently became rich is slowly rising (Table 16). But at the same time the rate of respondents adhering traditional tendency doesn't decrease. That's why the growing numbers are due mainly to decreasing numbers of those unable to answer (by three times for the last ten years).

Table 16

Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your attitude to citizens having enormous profits?", %



Variant of answer
11'99
06'00
09'07
06'08





All respondents
Trusting A. Lukashenko
Distrusting A. Lukashenko

These people are worthy of respect
25.4
24.3
33.4
36.1
29.7
40.7

They are mainly petty thieves and rogues
24.3
25.8
22.9
25.6
30.7
20.9

Neutral attitude
31.9
26.7
40.6
35.4
36.8
35.0

DA/NA
18.4
21.2
3.1
2.9
2.6
3.4

There is also some difference in attitude to rich compatriots among Belarusians, trusting and distrusting A. Lukashenko. But this difference is not considerable as it should have been expected to be. It can’t be excluded that a great percentage of citizens seeing rich people as petty thieves and distrusting A. Lukashenko is explained not by ideological archaism but by the level of being informed.

As it is known there first came a word. But very often it was followed by words and words not by actions. It is the very situation in Belarus of today. The authorities, of course, understand the importance of reforms (economical, at least). Now the state is embodying its understanding into numerous laws in an active way. But there are no real changes followed because the authorities appear to be the only main source of reforms. The attempts to make "subjects of economy" work hard have failed. Possessing no political rights such subjects are more likely to play the role of objects. That is why there is no need to expect innovations from them.

The numbers of "the so-called" have grown

If one agrees with the official propaganda than Belarus is actively turning into the country of "the so-called". Naturally, the matter first of all concerns the opposition. As it is known, normal (constructive) opposition existed in the country for a short period of time and after the victory of its "leader" A. Lukashenko at the first presidential election it stopped existing. The civil society came to a standstill at the stage of "the so-called", and the infant middle class was transferred to that category in spring of 2008. Let us cite the last presidential message: "We have secured the absence of strong stratification into the rich and the poor in Belarus. Today we have approached the next level – it is necessary to develop the so-called middle class, so that there were no people of scanty means at all".

In industrially developed countries the middle class constitutes 60-70% of the population and owing to the fact it plays an important role in keeping up social stability. No serious research on the quantity of the middle class was conducted in Belarus; at that attention should be paid to the absence of a plain definition of "the middle class" conception in the expert community which creates additional difficulties for defining its quantity.

According to the data of the Russian sources, 33% of the Russians consider themselves the middle class; however, according to the estimate of T. Maleva, director of the Independent institute of social policy, the quantity of the middle class in Russia does not exceed 7%. An ideal representative of this social group is realized as a person, who possesses a bank account, immovable property, takes credits, has professional education not lower than secondary one, invests money into his health, and also has an active civil and public position.

Answers of the respondents received in the course of the IISEPS June opinion poll let us give concrete expression to our idea about the quantity of the Belarusian middle class. In particular, data of Tables 17-18 vividly demonstrate a quite modest result obtained during the process of proprietors forming for 14 years of constructing "the Belarusian economic model".

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question: "At the end of the previous century check privatization was conducted in Belarus. Have you got the "Property" checks?"


Variant of answer
%

Yes
47.7

No, because at that time I was under 18 years of age
20.7

I have not got them because of other reasons
26.0

DA/NA
5.6

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you own shares of Belarusian enterprises?" 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

No
83.4

I purchased them in the savings bank with the "Property" checks
5.5

I acted as a founder of a corporate enterprise
2.6

I purchased them at the secondary market
1.5

I got them by right of succession
1.3

I purchased shares of one of the investment funds in exchange for "Property" checks
1.2

I purchased them by cut-rate subscription
1.2

In other way
1.5

DA
1.3

The question about the "Property" checks was asked in the June questionnaire on purpose. The point is that in April moratorium for the bellweather securities movement purchased by the minority shareholders in the process of preferential sale of shares was cancelled. In spite of the fact that almost half of the country's grown-up population got the "Property" checks in their time (Table 17), only 5.5% of them exchanged them for shares of enterprises, some more percent of respondents obtained shares by cut-rate subscription, by right of succession or purchased with them shares of one of the investment funds (Table 18).

Has anybody in Belarus managed to noticeably replenish his family budget thanks to the check privatization? One should not completely exclude such a probability; however it is necessary to remember that almost a half of Belarusian "check" joint-stock companies do not pay out dividends to their shareholders. The rest of them, according to the totals of the year, as a rule limit themselves to the sum amounting to 2-3 thousand rubles for a share holding obtained for the average statistical number of checks.

Only 2.6% of respondents acted as founders of corporate enterprises and another 1.5% purchased shares at the secondary market. Strictly speaking only these citizens can be considered real proprietors. However, owing to the paucity of the mentioned group it is impossible to analyze its socio-demographic characteristics.

Summing up we can say with certainty that "privatization the Belarusian way" did not contribute to the forming of the middle class in the country. At least we did not manage to get statistically reliable data by means of conducting a national opinion poll.

At the same time availability of property as well as the average amount of income do not yet let us place a person among the middle class representatives. In modern Belarus state officials are the most well-to-do people, but their high income does not become transformed into civil virtues. Struggle for the civil society and democracy is not simply struggle against poverty (any kind of power promises to increase the population income). In this case the source of income is more important than its amount; that is why the very fact of state-owned property predominance in Belarus blocks forming of the middle class.

Now let us refer to another important characteristic of the middle class – its civil activity. In the West the concept of "the middle class" is inseparably linked with the concept of "the civil society". Who forms whom in this case, who is whose product is impossible to say exactly, but it is clear that one concept does not exist without another. In the USA about 80% of the population takes part in the activity of non-government organizations. In Belarus the situation is different (Table 19).

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you take part in the activity of any public associations, independent trade unions, political parties, and so on?"



Variant of answer
%

I am a member of such an organization
11.0

I am not a member of such organizations, but sometimes I take part in their activities
10.2

I am not a member of such organizations, and I do not take part in their activities
78.0

NA
0.8

Lately on the official level in Belarus they have been talking about the necessity of the innovation development more and more often. There is nothing surprising in the fact that the authorities again see the same official in the role of the principle subject of this development type. However, outside the scope of "the Belarusian economic model" namely the middle class acts as the main guide of innovation forms of socio-economic activity all over the world.

Successful innovation activity never came to purchase of new equipment and technologies anywhere, though state officials are to a certain extent capable of doing it. An innovation breakthrough in economy is possible only as a consequence of an innovation breakthrough in the social field. Yet state officials are powerless here. They have nothing to transmit to the mass groups of the population. Having got a corresponding task from the authorities they can at best occupy themselves with simulation of activity, and "the so-called" middle class is one of the products of this activity.

Currency for supporters of changes

It is normal to consider that the Belarusians are too emotional, that is why they vote "listening to their hearts". It is possible to give other facts of merely emotional-personal reactions of people to different events. However, if we step downwards from political events to everyday ones, we will find quite rational people, who do nothing if they know no profits should be expected.

Namely, rational Belarusians in December 2006 even before analysts' publications rushed to banks and started to transact money from ruble accounts into foreign currency ones. Namely, they during the period from January till April 2008 bought 32.365 gold bullions total weight of which is 1050 kilo, this is nearly 4.5 times more of weight of gold sold during the same period of time last year. According to opinion of analysts from the National Bank, "stable high demand for gold is explained, first of all, that population of Belarus, following the tendencies of world markets, where the price of gold keeps growing, uses it as one of the most profitable now means of keeping their savings".

The public opinion poll of June gave us additional statistics to analyze rational behavior of Belarusians. Let's look at Table 20. Its data quite assuredly confirm the cited above opinion of analysts from the National Bank.

Table 20

Dynamics of answers to the question: "Which currency do you trust most?", %



Variant of answer
03'04
09'05
01'07
06'08

American dollar
50.1
43.5
40.5
26.7

Belarusian ruble
28.0
33.7
32.0
28.5

Euro 
17.5
16.2
23.3
37.3

Russian ruble
0.8
2.0
1.6
2.9

Since the beginning of 2004 the American dollar step by step has been losing its "attractiveness" in the eyes of the Belarusians, and at the same time the popularity of national ruble and euro is rising. In 2008 at the time the value of dollar against euro dropping at world markets and policy of value Belarusian ruble against dollar, conscientiously adhered by the National Bank, being stabilized, the dollar lost 13.8 points of its popularity, and euro practically added the same points.

Table 21

Distribution of respondents' trust in main currencies in accordance with socio-demographic characteristics, level of trusting president and susceptibility to changes, %



Characteristics
Dollar
Euro
Belarusian ruble

Sex:

Male 
25.8
39.6
25.3

Female 
27.4
35.4
31.2

Age:

18-29 
25.4
50.0
16.5

30-39 
28.9
46.0
16.1

40-49 
30.3
41.8
20.2

50-59 
30.7
29.1
30.7

60 and over
21.6
20.3
53.0

Education:

Elementary 
16.7
22.6
56.5

Secondary incomplete
23.4
23.4
46.8

Secondary complete
23.6
35.6
22.9

Secondary vocational
25.8
47.0
19.3

Higher 
21.5
49.8
18.6

Trust in President:

Trusting 
24.6
27.0
43.1

Distrusting 
28.5
47.3
15.0

Attitude to changes:

Supporters of stabilization
22.6
31.0
55.2

Supporters of changes
28.5
61.7
36.1

It is evident, the dynamics given in Table 20 depicts the average "temperature in hospital", that is why let us enter if not the level of "a single ward" then at least the level of "a department", for this we will traditionally analyze dependence of our variable (in this case, the level of Belarusians' trusting the main currencies) on a standard set of socio-demographic characteristics, attitude to President and susceptibility to changes (Table 21).

As it was expected the unified "diagnosis" split into components. The contribution of different socio-demographic categories into the dynamics of Table 20 appeared to be different. The dynamics was caused first of all by young and educated people. On the one hand, this category of people is well informed, on the other hand, they are economically active. It is evident the old, with women prevailing among them in Belarus, have only occasional wages in foreign currency, and the demand to do shopping in foreign currency they experience not often.

Dependence of respondents' trust in main currencies on their political preferences is caused by peculiar effect of the depicted above interconnectedness of currency preferences with socio-demographic characteristics. Among those trusting A. Lukashenko, as it has been mentioned above by us many times, old people with a low educational level are prevailing, and among those distrusting him, visa versa, the young and educated are dominating. This principle is more just for grading the supporters of stabilization and changes. Thus 61.7% appear to be at a high record among those trusting euro and simultaneously supporting changes.

The data of Table 22 allow us to assess economical strategies of different categories of population. In general, to the question: "What life strategy do you adhere to today?" 44.5 % of respondents marked the variant of answer "To spend money on everyday needs till I have it", 29.5% answered "To invest money in goods with a long-term life" and 24.3% answered "To save as much as possible, to save for a rainy day". Thus an average Belarusian first wants to buy, but then to invest and save. After the end of the chronic period of commodity deficit which has lasted for more than 70 years, such a distortion in life strategy is typical of citizens of practically all post-Soviet republics.

Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which life strategy to you adhere to?" in accordance with socio-demographic characteristics, %



Characteristics
To spend
To invest
To save

Sex:

Male
48.2
31.5
19.0

Female 
42.2
28.5
28.9

Age:

18-29 
54.8
33.5
11.1

30-39 
45.0
36.9
17.4

40-49 
41.5
37.4
20.8

50-59 
43.4
25.9
29.1

60 and more
39.7
18.1
41.0

Education:

Elementary
44.4
18.2
35.5

Secondary incomplete
53.9
16.2
29.4

Secondary complete
48.6
29.5
21.2

Secondary vocational 
37.4
36.3
25.8

Higher 
40.2
42.0
16.5

Average income for one member of a family:

Less than 210 thousand rubles
49.0
25.2
24.3

From 210 to 330 thousand rubles
44.0
23.3
32.4

From 330 to 660 thousand rubles
46.7
32.5
19.5

More than 660 thousand rubles 
34.9
49.0
15.4

And now from the level of the whole population let us turn to consider life strategies of a definite socio-demographic category. It may seem strange but the desire to spend money is stronger by men than by women. Probably it happens because women appear to be more economic. On the contrary they more often have to think not only about their own future, but also about the future of their children.

And the age of respondents influenced their life strategies in a predictable way. Young people want to spend money first, middle-aged people strive to invest, and pensioners want to save money for a rainy day.

Such a tendency of direct influence of educational level on life strategies was not seen. Citizens with elementary education or people having university diplomas, these both categories yield to consumer temptation practically in an equal way. But what concerns willingness to invest/save, here the picture appeared smooth: the higher the level of education is, the more the desire to invest, to the detriment of the desire to save. The amount of income influences in the same way: the rich invest, the poor have no chance but to spend it.

Not only sociologists notice a growing disposition of Belarusians to consume, but also analysts of the National Bank. According to official statistics, the willingness of population to save has decreased from 10.1% in 2006 to 7.9% in 2007 (and this in the year of the most durable crisis in Belarusian-Russian relationships!) During 2007 deposits from population have really increased by 20.6% – i.e. by 12.3 points less than in 2006.

The data in Table 23 convincingly demonstrate that a remarkable portion of grown-up population has to live "from wheels" (from wages to wages), but only a small percentage of people can save a substantial amount of income.

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which portion of your income do you save?"



Variant of answer
%

Less than 10%
19.5

11-20%
13.7

21-30%
7.7

31-40%
3.1

41-50%
2.8

More than 50%
1.7

NA
51.5

Thus, the Belarusian rationality has a short-term period. They are able to respond quickly to current market challenges, but the majority of them have problems in building long-term economical strategies.

Everybody's "no" to Russian ruble

A Belarusian has many appearances, as any person of any nationality has. Another matter is that any person of the given nation always has its own set of "appearances", always a unique one. Mostly the uniqueness of this set determines the "appearance" of the nation, it means characteristics which are typical only to the nation given.

The Belarusians differ from their neighbors by the level of Sovietness. In the far yet 1989 in one of the first nation public opinion polls in the limits of one country 69% of Belarusians (the matter concerns namely Belarusians) answered, they considered themselves first of all citizens of the USSR, and only than citizens of their own country. Such a level of Sovietness appeared to be at a record high among title nationalities of the Soviet Union.

Presidential elections of A. Lukashenko in 1994 resulted rather rapidly in transformation of a young Belarusian state into a distinctive diminished copy of the former Soviet Union and this event in its turn decreased the sense of nostalgia for the USSR among the Belarusians. A high rate of positive answers to the question: "Would you like to give another birth to the USSR?" (Table 24) can be explained by preserving this copy today. Pay attention to decreasing positive answers in April of 2006. It is natural: at the very peak of electoral campaign and, hence, of social payments, the nostalgia for the USSR substantially decreased. But, however, when the electoral campaign came to its end, the situation returned to its previous stage.

Table 24

Dynamics of answers to the question: "Would you like to revive the former Soviet Union?", %



Variant of answer
06'04
04'06
06'08

No
50.8
63.4
51.4

Yes
39.5
26.7
36.7

DA/NA
9.7
9.9
11.9

But devotion to the Soviet ideals comes into the surface not only when the respondents answer to the question about their attitude to the former USSR revival. "A Soviet citizen" is first of all a supporter of a strong state, in which there is no place for private business. It is evident such a man appears to be opposing entrepreneurship. It is a pity, as it can be seen in Table 25, the rate of people opposing privatization has drastically increased for the last five years. But symmetrical decrease of its supporters has not been seen. It became possible due to reduction of the rate of those who were not able to answer the question.

Table 25

Dynamics of answers to the question: "Today many of large-scale Belarusian enterprises are state-owned ones. What is your attitude to privatization of them?", %



Variant of answer
09'03
06'08



All respondents
Trusting A. Lukashenko
Distrusting A. Lukashenko

Yes
42.2
39.7
27.2
54.4

No
39.0
48.2
61.4
34.5

Da/Na
18.8
12.1
11.4
11.1

There is nothing surprising that in the group of those trusting Belarusian head of the state and opposing privatization people there appeared to be twice more people. However, it is worth mentioning that among those distrusting President one in three people doesn't support the idea of privatization of large state-owned enterprises. This tendency presupposes a potential possibility of a growing rate of "a Soviet citizen".

And as for using Russian investments in privatization of Belarusian enterprises there were no great distortions in the questionnaire among those trusting and those distrusting A. Lukashenko (Table 26). But the opposing Belarusian politicians should pay attention to the fact that among those distrusting A. Lukashenko the rate of respondents encouraging Russian investments for privatization is a little bit higher (+7.4 points).

Table 26

Dynamics of answers to the question: "In your opinion, is it possible or not Russian investments to participate in privatization of Belarusian enterprises?", %



Variant of answer
04'02
06'08



All respondents
Trusting A. Lukashenko
Distrusting A. Lukashenko

Yes
43.9
44.2
40.2
47.6

No
35.0
44.5
46.3
44.4

DA/NA
21.1
11.3
13.7
8.1

To find one reason to such alike opinions of opposing to each other groups of Belarusians is, of course, impossible. On the one hand, people distrusting A. Lukashenko are mostly "market people", than those opposing them. That is why they must be for privatization. But, on the other hand, they are apt to resolve the eternal for the Belarusians dilemma "East-West" for benefit of West countries, hence, it would be natural to suppose that they should have been against Russian investments. And the people opposing them according to this scheme are anti-market and anti-West people. And this fact also doesn't help to define clearly their attitude to participating Russian investments in privatization. Besides, the opinions of those trusting A. Lukashenko mainly depend on his current statements, and this creates another difficulty analyzing opinions of his supporters.

One more nuance of Table 26: when the rate of supporters of using Russian capital remains the same the rate of those who are against this has remarkably grown for the last six years (+9.5 points). Thus the change marked came into existence not due to transition of voices from one group into another but due to polarization of public opinion.

Since the time when V. Kebich was Prime minister between Belarus and Russia the talks about transition to unified currency, as the Russian ruble must appear, have been conducted. In terms of systematic crisis of the 90-s of the last century the initiator of such unifying was Belarus. More over, public pronouncements on this occasion gave at that time large dividends. But since then much time has passed, and today Russia proposes its stabilized ruble to its partners in the countries of the former Soviet Union, yet in vain. 

Table 27

Dynamics of answers to the question: "Do you approve of becoming Russian ruble unified currency of the commonwealth of Belarus and Russia, which would be emitted only in Russia?", %



Variant of answer
04'00
06'08



All respondents
Trusting A. Lukashenko
Distrusting A. Lukashenko

Yes
38.8
23.0
19.4
28.3

No
31.1
66.7
70.9
64.6

DA/NA
30.1
10.3
9.7
7.1

Ordinary citizens of Belarus only ought to observe the struggle and opportunely change their opinions in accordance with the latest official directions. This is done better, and this is quite natural, by those trusting A. Lukashenko (Table 27). But the general tendency is impressive. The number of those opposing Russian ruble has increased by two times for the last eight years, and this can be an illustration of effectiveness of the motto "For Belarus!"

"Preved, medved!"

With the help of this popular internet saying one can describe the attitude of the Belarusians towards the new president of Russia. In spite of the fact that the Belarusians have not seen any good deeds (as well as misdeeds) from the new Russian leader so far, he has received an advance of a considerable sympathy credit (Table 28).

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude towards Dmitry Medvedev, the new president of Russia?"


Variant of answer
%

It is positive
62.3

It is indifferent
32.8

It is negative
4.7

NA
0.2

At that respondents do not expect any particular changes in the relations of the two countries: 61.5% of the polled consider that bilateral relations are going to remain the same as they used to be by V. Putin, 14% suppose they are going to improve and only 9.3% expect worsening of the relations. Perhaps the friendly attitude to D. Medvedev is partly conditioned by this prospective stability.

This attitude becomes apparent in the answers to the question in which the new Russian president is assessed in the context of the whole Areopagus of the world powers leaders (Table 29).

Attitude towards leaders of this or that country is to a certain extent determined by the attitude to the country itself. For instance, as it follows from Table 29 the Belarusians quite highly estimate such different heads of the German government as G. Schreder and A. Merkel. Partly the same mechanism works with respect to the newly-made head of Russia: he found himself on the third place as soon as a month after his accession. However, the Belarusians estimated B. Yeltsin extremely low during the last years of his government. Apparently the sympathy splash towards D. Medvedev can also be explained by his appearance: he is young, educated, always with a smile and speaks coherently. It is possible that the friendly feelings which the Belarusians have to the patron of the new president of Russia partly spread on him, too – although the corresponding rating of V. Putin does not reach the record level of 2003, it has overcome the drop of 2006. As it has already happened at the beginning of the century, today the former Russian president and the present prime minister again surpasses among the Belarusians their own head in the level of popularity.

Table 29

Dynamics of answering the question "Which of the listed below contemporary statesmen of the highest rank corresponds to your ideal of a politician?", %



Statesman
04'00
09'03
11'04
03'06
06'06
08'06
06'08

V. Putin
55.5
58.4
51.4
27.1
29.4
47.7
48.7

A. Lukashenko
37.0
26.6
40.5
44.7
41.4
49.3
32.2

D. Medvedev
–*
–
–
–
–
–
22.5

A. Merkel
–
–
–
3.7
3.7
8.9
10.7

Y. Timoshenko
–
–
–
3.2
3.4
6.0
7.5

N. Nazarbaev
–
–
2.4
–
–
4.0
7.4

R. Castro
–
–
–
–
–
–
5.7

H. Chavez
–
–
–
–
–
–
5.1

J. Bush
–
5.2
5.5
4.6
4.2
5.9
5.0

S. Berlusconi
–
–
3.4
–
2.3
–
4.8

N. Sarkozy
–
–
–
–
–
–
4.4

V. Yushchenko
–
–
–
2.0
2.0
3.4
3.3

G. Brown
–
–
–
–
–
–
2.9

J. Chirac
11.4
13.7
10.8
4.4
4.0
9.7
–

A. Blair
5.1
7.0
4.9
3.5
5.1
6.3
–

F. Castro
7.7
7.9
–
3.9
3.2
5.9
–

L. Kaczynski
–
–
–
1.0
1.6
2.6
–

V. Adamkus
–
–
1.6
0.9
1.3
1.8
–

G. Schreder
10.2
15.9
13.1
–
–
–
–

* The names of the given politicians were not offered in the mentioned opinion polls

However, when respondents are offered to play a game under the name of "the union president", than their own leader gets the relative majority of votes (Table 30). 

It would be interesting to note that since 2004 in the answers to the question about the hypothetical "union presidency" A. Lukashenko has been leaving V. Putin behind regardless of the ratio of their ratings which were determined in accordance with the answers to the question of Table 29. In other words, sympathy and state self-consciousness disagree with one another – perhaps V. Putin is better than A. Lukashenko, but if it comes down to integration (may be it is a game, may be it is not), than it would be better if our own person were at the head of this magnificence – he might remember about his own people more often.

Table 30

Dynamics of answering the question "If the post of president of Belarus and Russia were established, whom would you vote for at the elections to this post?", % (open question)



Variant of answer
11'99
08'01
10'01
09'02
09'03
11'04
09'05
12'05
03'06
06'06
08'06
06'08

A. Lukashenko
31.6
19.5
26.4
15.0
21.1
29.8
33.2
38.8
44.4
39.3
43.5
27.7

V. Putin
13.2
41.4
37.9
53.9
45.2
24.3
25.7
19.8
22.0
24.2
22.5
21.6

D. Medvedev
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
10.9

Another politician
17.9
8.8
4.3
5.1
6.9
2.0
6.5
3.5
5.1
6.0
5.6
4.5

And Table 30 again demonstrates an ascent of sympathy towards D. Medvedev.

As for the attitude towards Russia itself it has not practically changed for the last three months: as far as the question of joining up the eastern neighbor is concerned the society is divided approximately in equal parts with a slight advantage of the opponents: in the situation of the geopolitical choice of "either…or" there is almost a half of the eastern direction supporters (in June of 2008 there was exactly a half of them), and there are about two thirds of supporters of integration with Europe (Tables 31-32).

Table 31

Dynamics of answering the question "If a referendum on Belarus joining Russia were conducted 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
03'08
06'08

For integration
47.0
51.3
53.8
57.5
42.9
46.4
35.1
33.8
43.6
35.8
38.7

Against integration
34.1
26.4
26.3
23.8
25.0
33.5
39.3
47.4
31.6
41.6
42.2

Table 32

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



Variant of answer
09'03
06'04
12'05
06'06
01'07
05'07
12'07
03'08
06'08

Integration with Russia
47.6
47.7
51.6
56.5
48.5
47.3
47.5
45.3
50.3

Entering the European Union
36.1
37.6
24.8
29.3
33.6
34.7
33.3
33.4
32.4

Although by no means the majority of respondents would like to see Belarus in the European Union, the Belarusians treat the pro-European aspirations of the former "republics-sisters" of the USSR quite evenly. They are not much afraid by the prospects of Georgia and even the neighboring Ukraine entering "the frightful bloc" of the NATO (Table 33).

Table 33

Distribution of answers to the question: "The governing bodies of Ukraine and Georgia want their countries to become members of the NATO. In your opinion, does entry of these countries into the NATO constitute a menace for Belarus?"



Variant of answer
%

No
47.5

Yes
38.8

DA/NA
13.7

For comparison: in the course of the Levada-center March opinion poll of 2008 in Russia 30% of respondents answering a similar question said that the entry of Ukraine into the NATO constituted a serious menace to the safety of Russia, the same number said it might constitute some menace, 14% – minor menace, and 12% did not see any menace in it. As far as Georgia was concerned, the corresponding answers gave 36%, 28%, 13% and 11%.

It is difficult to correlate directly the data referring to Belarus and Russia due to different wordings of the questions. However, it seems that the Belarusians have an evidently weaker sensation of menace on account of Ukraine and Georgia entering the NATO than the citizens of mighty Russia.

The polled have expressed quite moderate assessments, when talking about the tough diplomatic conflict between Minsk and Washington (Table 34).

Table 34

Distribution of answers to the question: "In spring a serious diplomatic conflict flared up between Belarus and the USA: as an answer to the economic sanctions applied by the American government the Belarusian authorities demanded to considerably reduce the staff of the American embassy in Belarus. In your opinion, who is responsible for the conflict?"



Variant of answer
%

Both parties equally
41.5

The authorities of the USA
28.5

The authorities of Belarus
19.3

DA/NA
10.7

One could, of course, mention that there are more respondents holding the authorities of the USA responsible for the conflict than there are those who blame the Belarusian authorities for "the diplomatic war". However, 28.5% is, first of all, quite a modest result for the propaganda pandemonium raised by the state mass media on the occasion of the conflict. The traditional psychological mechanism "our-people-are-being-beaten" does not help either.

Secondly, this opinion does not constitute even the relative majority. The latter adheres to the opinion that both sides are to be blamed.

In this case the authorities confront with the mentality feature of the people managed by them. These people do not like to come up against anybody even if their important interests and prestige are infringed on, to say nothing about coming up against somebody strong and dangerous.

A blind alley made by hands

More than two years have passed since the day of the third presidential election; however sociologists of the IISEPS continue to take an interest in the results of that "earth shattering" voting. The result should not change substantially if we make allowance for demography dynamics. As a matter of principle, this simple logic proves to be true. Owing to the slow increase in the number of respondents, who did not take part in voting, the number of votes got by the candidates sinks from one poll to another (Table 35). Increase in the number of those who voted against all the candidates is the only exception to the given rule. It is not too large, but it is significant statistically. One should not be surprised at the registered anomaly. In this case sociologists state a worldwide tendency. When mobilization efforts directed at attracting attention to some concrete persons "disperse", a part of electors go back to the state habitual for them that can be characterized by the formula "I do not believe anybody" and that projects on the results of the previous voting.

Table 35

Dynamics of answering the question: "Whom did you vote for at the presidential election in March, 2006?", %



Variant of answer
04'06
06'08

For A. Lukashenko
54.2
48.4

For A. Milinkevich
15.8
12.9

For A. Kozulin
6.0
6.6

For S. Gajdukevich
4.4
3.1

Against all the candidates
3.1
8.7

Did not want to answer the question
7.0
5.3

Did not take part in voting
9.5
14.3

No fundamental changes have occurred on the political field of Belarus during the two years which separate us from the third presidential election. That is why when respondents answer the question: "If tomorrow presidential election took place in Belarus, whom would you vote for?" the upper lines of the list are occupied by our old friends: A. Lukashenko – 38.9%, A. Milinkevich – 6.4%, A. Kozulin – 4.8% and S. Gajdukevich – 2% (there are 17 names altogether). Thus 52.1% of electors' sympathy falls on four political figures and only 2.7% – on the remaining "baker's dozen".

If we divide 2.7% by 13 we will be able to determine the level of political popularity, which should be considered "below the plinth" following A. Lukashenko's example. Today it is insurmountable for the most politicians in the country. This conclusion should be equally attributed to representatives of the opposition camp, as well as to supporters of the head of Belarusian state.

Consequently, 54.8% (52.1 + 2.7) of voters find themselves among those who "have already made up their mind". Doing a simple sum it is easy to ascertain that almost a half of the Belarusians (45.2%) are in the electoral “backlog”. Therefore, wonderful prospects open up before the eyes of those who have decided or will decide to devote their life to political activity…

Unfortunately, experience ("the son of difficult mistakes") suggests that such prospects are virtually absent today. Firstly, about a third of the electoral "backlog" representatives are not able to respond to mobilization calls in principle owing to their indifference towards politics. They are the very people who constitute the basic bulk of those who do not take part in voting. Secondly, indifference towards politics of the remaining two thirds of the potential electors does not mean that they are able to fall under any kind of propaganda. Under the conditions of still deepening disunity of the Belarusian society there are virtually no chances for sorting out variants of voting and that is why among those who have not made up their mind today everything is, in fact, already determined.

The question: "If tomorrow presidential election took place in Belarus, whom would you vote for?" allows different answers. Respondents themselves name the politicians they are ready to vote for. It is interesting to note that when we pass from the question allowing different answers to the one with the fixed answers ("If tomorrow presidential election were conducted again in Belarus and the same candidates as in March, 2006 took part in it, whom would you vote for?") A. Lukashenko gets the same 38.9% of votes, but an obvious regrouping is beginning to show among his opponents. According to Table 1, 2.6 times more voters supported A. Milinkevich in March, 2006 than A. Kozulin. Today A. Milinkevich continues to be in the lead of the confrontation in the democratic camp, however not so convincingly any more. In June his advantage over A. Kozulin does not exceed one percentage point (8.3% vs. 7.3%).

In our opinion, one should look for the almost triple advantage of A. Milinkevich over A. Kozulin in the course of the presidential election neither in election programs of the candidates nor in the agitational activity of their teams. The point is that A. Kozulin took part in the election as a candidate on his own, whereas the opposition character of A. Milinkevich was confirmed by the Congress of the democratic forces.

Establishment of the Congress institution is probably the main achievement of the Belarusian opposition forces during the years of independence. No party, no politician could today compete with the institution of the Congress in the level of authority in the opinion of democratically disposed part of the Belarusian society. 

However, not without the help of the state a certain exception to the given rule begins to take shape. A. Kozulin's arrest and the subsequent severe verdict created him an image of "the one who had suffered for his believes". Today it is not easy for any political figure in any country to convince voters of one's sincerity and unselfishness. "He will deceive us anyway" – this is the most typical opinion of the modern electors about the competitors for the top political posts. And it should be admitted that it was not formed for good reason. That is why a politician, who endures ordeals with dignity and does not at that repudiate his views, gets an additional electoral resource.

Judging by numerous statements of A. Lukashenko addressed to the former head of the Belarusian State University, he is well-aware of the problem. Let us quote a short excerpt from the last message: "They have found a "lousy" oppositionist who got one and a half or even fewer percent at the presidential election, and made him a great political prisoner…

The opposition does not want him to be discharged any more. If he is released from prison tomorrow, there will be no opposition. Don't you understand what kind of person he is? We do know what the opposition is occupied with and how much they want it. He had an opportunity, and I have just mentioned it: five people used it and the sixth one refused. His "moment has not come yet", can you believe it? Do you understand?"

Table 36 vividly demonstrates limited means of the official propaganda. In spite of all media resources which the state has at its disposal alteration of the public opinion occurs in the direction opposite to the one desired by the authorities. At that the majority of the country's population (49.6% vs. 18.1%) understands that A. Kozulin has no prospect of discharge in the next two or three years.

Table 36

Dynamics of answering the question: "Many international organizations, the European Union and the USA consider A. Kozulin a political prisoner and insist on his discharge. The Belarusian authorities do not agree to it as they consider him a criminal. And what is your opinion?", %



Variant of answer
05'07
06'08

He is sentenced because of political reasons and should be discharged
34.9
39.5

He is sentenced justly and should serve his sentence
25.0
22.1

It makes no difference to me
31.1
28.4

DA/NA
9.0
10.0

Thus the authorities themselves have created a blind situation. Keeping A. Kozulin in prison they contribute to the further growth of his popularity. However, owing to the "result" already achieved the authorities are not able to set A. Kozulin free. From this the Belarusian-American conflict follows and the chance of its settlement in the near future is minimal.

What is the opposition necessary for?

Answering the question: "Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present power?", 18.6% of respondents answered "yes", 68% answered negatively and 13.4% ducked out of an answer. Even if consider these "duckers" the hidden opposition (this is not quite correct), that means that the share of those supporting the current power is impressive.

Moreover, the respondents considering themselves the opposition in a broad sense are in quite complex relationships with the organized political opposition. The latter can rather vaguely imagine even their interests (Table 37).

Table 37

Interconnectedness of the opposition and trust towards various public and state institutions, %



Institutions
People considering themselves in opposition to the power
People not considering themselves in opposition to the power


Trust
Distrust
Trust
Distrust

President
6.7
86.6
61.0
25.5

Independent research centers
53.7
25.8
49.9
27.3

Independent mass-media
61.1
31.1
47.9
38.0

Human rights defense organizations
44.2
57.1
40.8
32.7

Associations of businessmen
49.8
25.1
32.0
43.2

Free and independent trade unions
33.6
46.6
37.4
37.9

Opposing political parties
39.9
35.0
13.7
66.1

Among those in opposition respondents the balance of trust and mistrust towards political parties in opposition is practically zero, that is, the share of trusting people is approximately the same as the share of distrusting ones. And among supporters of the power the number of people distrusting political opposition is more than the number of those trusting by 50 percentage points.

However, these relatively small numbers of the part of a society in opposition and low popularity of political opposition do not prevent many people from recognizing its vote, recognizing the necessity to consider its opinion at forming a state policy (Table 38).

Table 38

Distribution of answers to the question: "Many people in our country and abroad consider that the Belarusian authorities should start negotiations not only with the European Union, but also with the opposition. Which of the judgments concerning these negotiations do you agree with?"



Variant of answer
%

Negotiations with the opposition are necessary, as only by means of negotiations it is possible to come to the consensus and regard various interests in our society
51.2

Such negotiations are not necessary because the opposition represents nobody and there is also no need for the authorities to talk to it
20.9

Such negotiations are not necessary, because there is no need for the opposition to carry on negotiations with the power, breaking laws and human rights, but it should force the power to maintain law
13.7

DA/NA
14.2

Simple calculations show, that the supporters of negotiations between the power and the opposition are not only those who consider themselves in the opposition. Moreover, two thirds of negotiation supporters are supporters of the power. On the other hand, every second person is an adherent of negotiations among supporters of the power. The opinion, that there is nothing to speak about with the opposition, as it represents nobody, among supporters of the power is shared by 27 %, and every tenth adheres to the radical opposition opinion, that the opposition has no need to carry on dialogue with the power. Among the people considering themselves the  opposition, 40% consider, that it is not necessary to carry on negotiations with such power, and it is necessary to force it to maintain law, but the majority of the opposition (60 %) nevertheless is for negotiations.

Thus, the attitude of power supporters to the opposition is not so straightforward. And these people support the power, and as follows from Table 38, the overwhelming majority of them do not trust the opposition; however, every second person considers, that the power favored by them nevertheless should carry on dialogue with the unloved by them opposition. Why? Hardly are they inspired by Voltaire’s “Your opinions are disgusting for me, but I’m eager to die for your advancing them freely”. Here the national trait is more likely to reveal itself – the eagerness to avoid conflicts, even possible, the preference given to dialogue then to fierce confrontation. Here it should be mentioned that the majority of the opposition confronting the power is for negotiations, for the negotiations between much unloved power and not much loved opposition.

In this case the national peculiarity appears quite harmonious with the main principle of democracy, which is not the victory of this or that power, but compromise agreement of interests of all powers, existing in the society.

Namely such an idea, to all appearances, is revealed in the answers to the following question, dealing with the presentation of these various opinions in the legislative power (Table 39).

Table 39

Distribution of answers to the question: "There are different opinions concerning the opposition in the Parliament. Which one do you agree with?"



Variant of answer
%

If there is no opposition in the Parliament, so there is no democracy in the country
48.8

If the majority of voters support the power, then there is no opposition in the Parliament, but that is the sign of democracy
32.3

DA/NA
18.9

Here the picture is still more vivid. It is evident, the first opinion is shared practically by the whole “opposition” – 86%. However, the votes among the power supporters, who constitute actually the majority, divided practically equally: 40% are for the first opinion, 43% are for the second one.

So, firstly, the Belarusian society by no means is not unanimous in its support of existing power. And, secondly, which is more important, far from the majority of power supporters share its philosophy of politics which is the struggle between the right (your own) and wrong opinion.

Between the church and power

The change in the level of Belarusians trust in different state and public institutions, perhaps, is mainly characterized by the very society, then by institutions. Orthodox Church, the army and the president institute have been the three institutions in the lead for the last years. The latter can be only partially considered the institution, as it is associated with the definite personality. Such a structure of leadership was not always the same. In the period from the end of 2002 till the beginning of 2003 A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating and rating of trust substantially decreased, this put the president institute in the middle of the list.

However, despite of some exceptions which only confirm the rule, such important for moving ahead institutions as the Parliament, local authorities and local parties showed and are always showing the lowest rate of Belarusians’ trust. The Belarusians also don’t trust Protestant Church, which is natural for mostly Orthodox country.

Table 40

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



Institutions 
I do trust 
I don't trust 


12'07
06'08
12'07
06'08

Orthodox Church
68.1
63.8
20.0
21.6

Army 
57.8
55.6
28.9
33.7

President 
50.9
47.3
35.5
39.5

Independent research centres 
44.6
48.6
29.7
25.6

Independent mass media
49.6
48.5
34.7
35.0

Courts 
49.9
45.3
35.3
41.1

Human rights defence organization
40.9
39.9
30.7
33.5

State mass media
47.7
46.9
39.8
42.3

State research centres
41.0
41.9
36.8
36.6

Catholic Church
40.1
37.4
38.7
37.6

Government 
43.7
47.6
42.3
41.2

KGB (State Security Committee)
40.7
38.1
39.9
41.4

Militia 
43.8
40.3
43.2
49.5

International organizations (the UN, the EU, etc.)
38.0
41.6
39.1
34.0

Central electoral committee
41.3
42.9
44.7
45.5

Unions of entrepreneurs
35.1
34.1
39.6
38.3

Free and independent trade unions
36.1
34.0
41.6
39.1

National assembly
35.8
34.7
42.7
46.5

Local executive committees
36.6
35.4
49.0
53.0

Local deputy councils
36.0
36.7
49.2
51.3

Trade unions incorporated into the Trade Union Federation
32.8
31.6
45.9
44.7

Political parties supporting the power
27.7
24.7
49.6
52.0

Protestant Church
18.4
20.2
55.0
51.9

Political parties opposing the power
18.9
18.3
58.9
57.4

For the last six months there have been no significant changes in answering the question about trust (Table 40), which reinforces marked in March public opinion poll calmness of the Belarusian society, bound up with getting constantly rising prices into the habit.

To analyze the changes occurred it is more convenient to use not the level of trust or mistrust but trust indices (the proportion of difference of those trusting and distrusting to the number of those having answered). Such an index conveys more objective information, firstly, because it doesn’t depend on the share of the people who found it difficult to answer the question, secondly, the levels of trust and distrust sometimes can change at some stage causing difficulty in comparative interpreting.

While compiling Table 41 the dates of the previous polls were chosen not accidentally: March, 2003 was the time of A. Lukashenko’s minimum rating, April, 2006 was the first poll conducted after the end of the third presidential elections, May, 2007 was the period of the Belarusian-Russian crisis. All the institutions are grouped in accordance with their internal relationships (sometimes, merely formal). Groups and institutions in them are both arranged according to the public opinion poll of 2003.

Table  41

Dynamics of trust indices 



Institutions 
03'03
04'06
05'07
06'08

Orthodox Church
+0.43
+0.53
+0.48
+0.43

Catholic Church
–0.10
+0.07
–0.03
0

Protestant Church   
–0.41
–0.45
–0.39
–0.32



Independent research centres 
+0.30
+0.17
+0.21
+0.23

State research centres 
+0.11
+0.14
+0.08
+0.05



Independent mass media 
+0.10
–0.01
+0.15
+0.14

State mass media
+0.08
+0.16
+0.11
+0.05



Free and independent trade unions
–0.04
–0.03
+0.04
–0.05

Trade unions incorporated into the Trade Union Federation 
–0.19
–0.07
–0.05
–0.13



Unions of entrepreneurs 
–0.06
–0.02
–0.07
–0.04

International organizations (the UN, the EU, etc.)
–0.09
+0.07
+0.04
+0.08

Human rights defence organizations
–0.09
+0.02
+0.11
+0.06



President 
–0.14
+0.26
+0.24
+0.08

Government 
–0.30
+0.11
+0.11
+0.07



Courts 
–0.16
+0.12
+0.03
+0.04

KGB (State Security Committee)
–0.21
+0.11
–0.03
–0.03

Militia 
–0.32
+0.01
–0.08
–0.09



Central electoral committee
–0.20
+0.06
–0.01
–0.03

National Assembly
–0.27
–0.04
–0.06
–0.12

Local deputy councils 
–0.30
–0.15
–0.14
–0.15

Local executive committees 
–0.30
–0.10
–0.13
–0.18



Political powers supporting the power
–0.37
–0.17
–0.22
–0.28

Political parties opposing the power
–0.34
–0.46
–0.43
–0.40

In the chosen by us temporal line trust index (TI) of the Orthodox Church passed through its peak at the moment of conducting presidential elections, which confirms the existence of close relationships between the state and the Orthodox Church (according to the public point of view). Today Orthodox Church TI has fallen to its minimum, observed in the period A. Lukashenko’s legitimacy crisis. The cause of similar fluctuations of Catholic Church TI is not quite understandable. Possibly, its level of becoming a state church is higher in the eyes of the population, than in the expert society. At the end of June, 2008 (after public opinion poll conducting) there was held a meeting of A. Lukashenko with State Secretary of the papal throne, Cardinal T. Bertonne, in the course of which the head of the state sent his invitation to Pope Benedict XVI to visit Belarus. If the guess made by us is correct, so we have to expect considerable rise of Catholic Church TI in the nearest future. What concerns the Protestant Church, its TI has considerably risen for the last two years. The nearest future will show if this tendency is long-lived.

The dynamics of mass media TI can be surely put down to one of the main events of late. In the year of “legitimacy crisis” independent mass media TI was much higher than TI of the competitive state mass media. The rise of A. Lukashenko’s popularity to its peak in 2006 made a peculiar lateral movement of independent and state mass media TI, however, the Belarusian-Russian crisis re-established the previous ratio. Though the TI of independent mass media has slightly fallen for the last six months, TI difference of competitive media institutions has risen again. 

The similar dynamics was observed at TI of research centers. Of course, the population has quite a vague idea of their work. It more likely reacts to the words “independent” and “state”.

It is amazing, but free and independent trade unions have a higher TI, than trade unions incorporated into the Trade Union Federation. Possibly, it is easy to explain: the former are quite small in numbers, so there is nobody to express his trust in them in public opinion polls. The latter for the majority of the Belarusians appear part of state enterprises administration. That’s why the attitude to them depends on the general economics situation.

The TI of entrepreneurs’ unions appeared to be most constant. To all appearances, it is difficult for the population to assess the influence of these organizations on their life. And trust in international organizations and law-enforcement agencies slowly but constantly rises. The definite role conceivably played the EU drawing nearer to the Belarusian frontiers. International news (first of all European one) takes more place in the information space. The growth of popularity of such information sources as the Internet and Russian service of the channel “Euro news” contributes to it. As for law-enforcement agencies, so, firstly, they are positively influenced by going on changes in the information space, and, secondly, official propaganda, paying quite enough attention to the political opposition, never singled out law-enforcers into a special category of “ruffians”.

As far as dynamics of president TI is concerned, it was regularly commented by us, and we won’t stop at it as well. But the practical equality of government TI and president TI is seen for the first time. What is it: accidental fluctuation or a new tendency? Now it is impossible to answer definitely. In the conditions of authoritarian regime of the personal power the Belarusian government has no source of its own legitimacy, so its TI was always lower than TI of the president, and was changing simultaneously with it.

Law-enforcement institutions also lose their trust before the population. In the first place is militia which the population confronts more often. The TI of courts is still positive, but there is little left to cross a zero level. The data of Table 42 show that it may happen in the nearest future. The share of respondents who agree that it is practically impossible to expect justice from the courts has increased by 10.6 points only for a year.

Table 42

Dynamics of answers to the question: "In your opinion, is it possible to expect justice from the courts at present Belarusian judicial system?", %



Variant of answer
05'07
06'08

It is always possible
23.7
23.9

It is sometimes possible
49.7
46.4

It is practically impossible
13.4
23.6

DA/NA
13.2
6.1

At the end of the list are institutions of representative government organs and political parties. The institute of parliamentary being in this “company” on the threshold of September elections shows which role it plays in the life of the Belarusian society.

In search for Belarusian demos

Popular in recent times in Belarus motto “The state for people” from political science point of view means that there is quite a clear boundary between the state (power) and people. Yet at the very beginning of his first presidential term, A. Lukashenko answering journalist’s question: “What sense do you put into the notion of “democracy”, “glasnost”, “freedom of speech”?” put it clearly: “People carry out real democracy by choosing the head of the state and legislative power. After this, the head of the state and deputies should act within the limits of the Constitution. That is democracy”.

Look, it is not much, and, chiefly, not burdensome. The only thing is to visit one’s polling station once in several years and to fulfill the bulletin in a properly and put it into the ballot-box. And then with the feeling of duty performed, you can surely return to your machine-tool, garden and television.

The word “democracy” is usually translated from Greek “rule of people”, however, such translating is not exact, so let’s follow the philosopher V. Mezhuev: “The Greeks had two words for denoting the notion “people” – demos and ethnos, so don’t mix up democracy with rule of ethnos. Demos denotes the Greeks themselves, and other people are ethnos. What is the difference between demos and ethnos? It consists of personally free people. Democracy means the rule of people, in which everybody sees in himself a free citizen, or simply is the power of citizens”.

Nowadays the attempts to modernize Greek heritage continue. It is done mainly by means of adding different adjectives. For example, “the sovereign democracy” was invented in the Kremlin, it is translated “independent” (independent of demos, or God forbid, he will self-organize and start to demand) from French.

But a citizen from non-citizen differs, except other things, by the feeling of responsibility for his country and state. Namely, it is the responsibility “for”, not “to”. The statistics of Table 43 allow us to assess the rate of Belarusian citizenship.

Table 43

Dynamics of answering the question: "Is a person responsible for governmental actions of his country?", %



Variant of answer
05'07
06'08

Yes 
46.9
46.6

No 
46.8
47.2

DA/NA
6.3
6.2

At first sight, the share of citizens in the Belarusian society makes approximately a half, and that is not a few, and it hasn’t decreased for the last year, at least. The analysis of dependence of “the level of citizenship” on socio-demographic characteristics depicts that with years the feeling of moral responsibility for governmental actions rises: when 40.1% of respondents in the age group of those younger 30 answer positively the question of Table 43, than in the group of people older than 60 yet 56.7% answer confirmatively. But sex and the level of education don’t influence much on distribution of answers. It is worth presupposing, that moral responsibility, about which we are speaking about, is more likely to be proclaimed than to be a manual to real actions. Not accidentally it is higher by people of retirement age.

Table 44

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, does the opinion of common people, for example, your opinion, influence on arriving at political and socio-economical decisions in our country?", %



Variant of answer
04'06
05'07
06'08

Yes, it influences
42.1
27.1
28.6

No, it doesn’t influence
51.7
67.9
66.0

DA/NA
6.2
5.0
5.4

Table 45

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, does the opinion of common people, for example, your opinion, influence on arriving at political and socio-economical decisions in our country?" in accordance with socio-demographic characteristics and level of trust in president, %*



Characteristics 
Do influence
Don’t influence

Sex:

Male
26.0
68.9

Female
30.8
63.6

Age:

18-29
20.7
72.1

30-39 
20.9
73.4

40-49 
18.4
78.5

50-59 
28.4
65.9

60 and older
48.9
46.1

Education:

Elementary
47.9
46.2

Secondary incomplete
36.8
58.3

Secondary complete
26.8
67.8

Secondary vocational
22.0
72.9

Higher
22.0
72.6

Trusting president:

trusting
47.5
48.2

distrusting
9.5
85.9

* the table is read across

These findings are supported by statistics of Table 44. Less than a third of respondents agree with the fact that they are able to influence on taking political and socio-economical decisions in our country. In April, 2006 right away of presidential elections the share of “influential” Belarusians increased by 13.5 points. Thus, dynamics marked should be considered as another demonstration of mobilizing effect of election campaign.

The data of Table 45 allow us to get acquainted more closely with “influential” people of Belarus. Here we observe nothing unpredictable. They are our old acquaintances: poorly educated old people trusting A. Lukashenko. They are absolutely right when considering that they are able to influence on taking political and socio-economical decisions in the country. Created during the years of independence in Belarus socio-oriented police state to a large degree attempts to consider mainly the interests of this social group of population.

However, not everything is so pessimistic. The data of Table 46 allow us to assess the growth of public activity for the last nine years. Of course, to reach the American level is very doubtful for the Belarusians, but 11% is 2.3 times more than 4.7% (about 80% of the population in the USA belongs to public organization).

Table 46

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you participate in the activity of any public unions, independent trade unions, political parties, etc.?", %



Variant of answer
03'99
06'08

I’m a member of such an organization
4.7
11.0

I’m not a member, but sometimes I do participate in its activity
6.3
10.2

I’m not a member and don’t participate in its activity
87.6
78.0

NA
1.4
0.8

It goes without saying, the growth marked was guaranteed not only by democratically predisposed Belarusians. It is enough to remember PU “Belaya Rus”. According to public opinion poll of June, 2.1% of respondents proved their membership in it, and 3.8% became quite mature to join this organization. But 53.2% of people don’t hear about it anything. Yet this is not a problem. Belarusian power is capable “to reach everybody”. It has all administrative resources for that.

The exhausted limit

The search (creating) for (of) critical numbers of supporters of changes is the dream of the opposition in any country. The power in the conditions of stability doesn’t anywhere and ever change. In safe for the Belarusian policy of economy years of 2005-2006 the share of supporters maintaining status quo was maximum, but for the last two years it has decreased by 16 points. It is an important sign for the power, but how much is it important for the opposition? To answer such a seemingly simple question is not so easy.

In 1994 A. Lukashenko has won the first presidential elections, thanks to the support of changes adherents. The current situation then did not suit the basic part of the population. The majority voted for "a young politician" and has rejected "the strong economy executive" because the former just corresponded to its vision of changes, and the latter personified the existing chaos. Movement from the present situation is possible both into the future and into the past. It is necessary to remember it, observing the statistics of Table 47.

Table 47

Dynamics of answering the question: "What is more important for you today – to preserve the present situation in the country or to change it?", %



Variant of answer
03'05
02'06
06'08

To preserve the present situation is more important
51.1
53.4
37.4

To change the present situation is more important
48.2
37.8
53.8

DA/NA
0.7
8.8
8.8

Let's do an operation on "preparation" of the generalized information. For this we will single out socio-demographic groups to which we get accustomed, and also groups of people trusting and distrusting A. Lukashenko (Table 48).

As you can see, the share of "supporters of changes" among those distrusting A. Lukashenko has made 80.8%. It is 2.6 times more than the share among those trusting him. But such a high percentage denotes that the limit of supporters of changes among people distrusting the head of the state is practically exhausted. The further growth of the number of "supporters of changes" is possible only at the expense of people trusting A. Lukashenko (an authoritarian part of the Belarusian society).

From long-term researches IISEPS gets to know, the Belarusian society is split in the proportion approximately 3 to 7 into democratic and authoritarian parts. The nature of split is not philosophical, but a resourceful one. The young, educated, living in big cities Belarusians, in a word, are all those people who are able to form their vital strategies in an active way, are in their majority for a democratic way of development of Belarus. Their opponents are inhabitants of villages and small towns. They are old people with poor education. Owing to the characteristics listed they require support from the state (see Table 48). Without it in modern conditions they simply will not survive. Depending on a current condition of economy they can trust or not trust A. Lukashenko and that leads to fluctuations of his rating. However, the society structure, hence, and the structure of demand for changes do not vary.

Table 48

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is more important for you today – to preserve the present situation in the country or to change it?" in accordance with socio-demographic characteristics and the level of trusting the president, %*



Characteristics 
To preserve
To change

Sex:

Male
35.3
57.4

Female
39.1
50.7

Age:

18-29 
19.5
70.7

30-39 
28.3
61.6

40-49 
35.8
59.0

50-59 
40.2
47.1

60 and older
59.7
32.9

Education:

Elementary
56.8
31.4

Secondary incomplete
58.2
34.8

Secondary complete
33.3
56.4

Secondary vocational
30.4
62.8

Higher
25.6
67.3

People’s trusting President:

Trust
61.6
30.7

Don’t trust
13.1
80.8

* the table is read across

The words told above are also confirmed by the answer to the question: "Do you consider yourself opposing the present power?" It would seem, if a person does not trust A. Lukashenko and is not going to vote for him, he should be seen as an opponent of the present power (oppositionist). However, if the person in Belarus is not the supporter of the power, it does not mean, that he considers himself an oppositionist.

The oppositionist is a "fierce" characteristic, therefore the share of citizens identifying themselves as oppositionists, does not depend on the current condition of economics. In case of its deterioration, disappointed in the power people join in those who had a difficulty in answering the question, instead of joining the opposition (Table 49).

Table 49

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you consider yourself in the opposition to the present power?", %



Variant of answer
04'06
05'07
06'08

No
73.3
72.5
68.0

Yes 
18.5
16.5
18.6

DA/NA
8.2
11.0
13.4

Thus, the growth of supporters of changes number, observed during the last public opinion poll should be regarded without fanaticism. The growth observed testifies that in the authoritarian part of the Belarusian society the discontent with the current economic situation rises, and many start to feel the necessity of returning to the recent past (in 2006). The conclusion given is proved by 10 points increase in comparison with April, 2006 of respondents’ share, who wish to revive the former USSR.

Optimism of the potentially unemployed

One of the main conclusions made during the analysis of results of public opinion poll of March, 2008, was that the ability of the Belarusian society to adjust to negative changes is underestimated by analysts. In particular, the acceleration of the inflation which resulted in the shock in the end of last year has passed quickly enough into the category of habitual daily occurrence. According to the Statistics Ministry, during the period from January till May, 2008 consumer price indices in Belarus have made 106.6%, i.e. have exceeded the bottom level of annual "task". But in full conformity with the formula "optimism brings dividends" (see materials of March, 2008) the population has adapted to a new rate of inflation that was immediately seen in growth of positive expectations (Table 50).

Table 50

Dynamics of answering the question: "How will socio-economical situation change in the nearest future?", %



Variant of answer
03'05
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07
03'08
06'08

It will improve
29.7
46.0
25.6
22.8
22.5
23.2
29.8
31.4

It will become worse
16.8
11.0
30.6
26.7
29.3
28.5
26.0
21.8

It won’t change
40.8
35.8
35.0
42.2
40.6
37.6
37.1
40.9

Thus, "optimism dividends" create peculiar information filters through which only positive information passes. To illustrate the actions of similar filters let’s cite the recent statement of a well-known Russian TV reporter E. Kiselyov: "Here he (TV producer Todorovsky-junior) writes that people live in the situation when the reality is displaced, when this life which consists of hedonistic pleasures, actually is unwillingness, obstinate unwillingness to understand anything about their own life, as it is in reality. That is when people are said "listen, there is a bomb in your house", they say "no, show us, please, "the Eurovision" once again, how Dima Bilan has sung his victorious song".

But disposition to "hedonistic pleasures" today not only Russians show. To the question: "What vital strategy do you now adhere to?" 44.9% of Belarusians chose the answer variant in June: "To spend money while I have it, for daily needs". And judging by growth of retail goods turnover (119.6% during January-May period), people still have money. The data of the Statistics Ministry do not contradict respondents’ estimations concerning the change of their financial situation for the last three months (Table 51).

Table  51

Dynamics of answers to the question: "How have your own economic conditions changed for the last three month?", %



Variant of answer
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07
03'08
06'08

They have improved
23.4
21.3
14.6
16.6
10.8
15.7
15.6

They haven’t changed
63.0
61.0
66.3
67.1
55.3
57.6
62.2

They have worsened
11.1
16.8
17.7
15.6
32.4
25.0
21.8

FEC
2.1
1.3
0.8
1.1
0.3
0.6
0.7

Pay attention to the last line of Table 51: economic conditions factor (FEC), defined as relation of value in the line "They have improved" to the line "They have worsened", continued its growth. Thus, the shock condition of December, 2007 is successfully being overcome.

Does the aforesaid mean that the system of information filters blocks receiving of disturbing information by 100%? Such is basically impossible. That is why the differences in moods fixed during public opinion polls, are of usual occurrence. Yes, people are apt to embellish the reality, but somewhere at subconscious level they understand, that they are engaged in self-deception, that is why they also easily run into the opposite extreme, which we observed in December, 2007. One of such "fearfulness" effect of public opinion is its ambivalence. Therefore journalists so often take sociologists at their answers contradicting each other and accuse the latter of non-professionalism or political engagement.

To illustrate the aforesaid let’s look at Table 52. It would seem that positive trends of two previous tables should have led to the growth of respondents’ number approving the course of country development. However, it did not occur. The reality knock at the door is impossible to muffle.

Table 52

Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, is our country developing in the right direction or not", %



Variant of answer
06'06
01'07
05'07
09'07
12'07
03'08
06'08

 In the right  
56.9
55.7
57.8
50.2
41.2
50.2
48.3

In the wrong
31.0
29.0
30.0
34.2
39.3
34.5
37.5

The reality distinctly comes out, when sociologists are interested not in opinions of respondents on this or that question, but find out the facts. From Table 53 it follows, that 38.5% of Belarusians are familiar with such a phenomenon as unemployment not in theory, but on the basis of their personal experience. We will remind that the rate of unemployment in the country, according to the Statistics Ministry has been fluctuating within 1% of the number of population capable of working for the last some years.

Table 53

Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you ever been unemployed?", %



Variant of answer
04'00
06'08

Yes, I was registered as unemployed in the employment service
9.7
10.9

Yes, but I was not registered in the employment service
15.0
27.6

No
72.9
61.1

NA
2.4
0.4

Questions on the attitude of respondents to possible changes in the socio-economical situation in Belarus in some years, changes in their personal economic conditions for the last three months, and also the course of development of the country are set by sociologists of IISEPS, perhaps, more often than any others. And it is not casual. In accordance with their importance the answers to these questions are similar to results of the general analysis of blood for physicians. Certainly, they do not give a full picture of state of health of a social organism, but without their studying the further detailed elaboration in the course of the analysis becomes senseless.

Today the answers to these "basic" questions say that at the forthcoming elections of deputies of the National Assembly in September the probability of surprises from the society side is minimized.

All to the elections!

The power has definitively determined parliamentary elections. On June, 24 the head of the state signed decree № 344 according to which elections will pass on September, 28. This time the certain intrigue is not excluded. In his numerous public statements A. Lukashenko has not rejected the possibility of electing several deputies from the opposition into the House of Representatives. Besides, official propaganda, obviously counting on foreign listeners, makes regular statements in connection with openness and fairness of the forthcoming elections.

Opinions of Belarusian analysts, as always, divided. A. Lukashenko's personal guarantee, considering last experience, doesn’t seem to them too convincing. As to ordinary voters 45.9% of them trust in freedom and justice of the forthcoming elections. 34.8% of people hold the opposite point of view, and 19.3% are at a loss with the answer. In September, 2003 in connection with fairness of the presidential elections of 2001 the distribution of numbers turned out to be the following: 43.9% considered elections to be free and fair, 41.3% thought they were not free and fair, 14.8% were at a loss with the answer.

But in a month after the end of the third presidential elections (April, 2006) the distribution of answers in relation to freedom and fairness of elections was essentially another: 61.2% – 27.2% – 11.6%. The reason of "Anomaly-2006" was commented repeatedly, therefore we will pass to estimation of voters’ attendance of the forthcoming parliamentary elections in September (Table 54).

Table 54

Dynamics of answering the question: "Will you participate in voting at the parliamentary elections of 2008?", %



Variant of answer
03'06
06'08

Yes, I will
49.6
53.0

No, I won’t
19.9
18.4

I haven’t decided yet
29.1
27.4

NA
1.4
1.2

For the last three months, having passed since the time of the previous public opinion poll, the share of respondents who confirmed their readiness to take part in the elections has increased a little bit (+6.7 points). There is nothing unexpected, and the possibility for the further growth, judging by the column "I haven’t decided yet ", is available. In June the respondents were asked the question in relation to their participation in voting at the parliamentary elections of 2004. 59.7% of people declared of their participation. It is evident, that for the last four years the young generation which could not take part in those elections has grown up. Therefore, the real number of voters was higher. Besides, 7.9% of respondents could not remember if they voted that year or not. Thus, the attendance of those interrogated in 2004 was more than 60%, and there is a chance, that the level given can be also reached this year.

As for political preferences of voters 39.6% of them are going to vote for A. Lukashenko's supporters. We remind, the electoral rating of the head of the state in June was 38.9%, and therefore such a level of support by his adherents seems logical. In June 17.7% were ready to vote for A. Lukashenko's political opponents (18.6% rank themselves as the opposition). Almost every third person (31.4%) declared he would vote for another candidate. However "other" candidates for Belarus do not exist. Each of them should decide for himself sooner or later, and if he does not do it himself he will be “helped” by the power. Therefore either A. Lukashenko's candidates-supporters, or candidates-opponents have a real chance to expand its electorate.

If we transform the question "Who are you going to vote for?" into the question "In your opinion, who will the majority of voters vote for?", then the answers of respondents will be distributed as follows: 54% were for A. Lukashenko's supporters, and 13.3% were for his opponents. Most likely, the distortion towards A. Lukashenko's supporters is connected with that experience, which respondents have received during the previous election campaigns.

And now we will look at Table 55. If we agree with the data given in it so we should admit for the last seven years in Belarus there has occurred an information revolution. The share of respondents believing that they do not experience problems with getting information about the political situation has doubled! And actually, there is nothing to be surprised with. In the beginning of 2001 only 1.9% of respondents used the Internet daily/some times a week, today the number of regular users has increased by 12 (22.8%). The list of technical tools allowing the Belarusians to receive information, including the sources independent of the state, is remarkably extensive. It includes today not only radio stations, but also television channels.

Table 55

Dynamics of answers to the question: "Do you have an adequate access to information about the current political situation in Belarus?", %



Variant of answer
04'01
06'08

Yes
31.0
63.3

No 
68.4
36.1

NA
0.6
0.6

Have such revolutionary changes in the information sphere caused reformatting of electoral field? No, they have not. As we have mentioned before, the level of power support depends not on citizens’ degree of being informed, but on their personal resources. Let’s look at Table 56. For seven years the share of people trusting the Belarusian TV has increased by 7.6 points, but the share of those not trusting (+9.9 points) has simultaneously increased too. It resulted due to reduction in number of people who found difficulty in answering the question (this is another evidence of socio-cultural split in the Belarusian society).

Table 56

Dynamics of answers to the question: "Do you trust Belarusian television?", %



Variant of answer
04'01
06'08

I do trust
39.3
46.9

I don’t trust
33.6
43.5

DA/NA
27.1
9.6

The approximate equality marked in Table 56 of people trusting and not trusting the Belarusian TV can be easily discovered in the attitude of respondents to change of the Electoral code: 34% consider, that the present Electoral code limits free and fair elections, it should be changed, 39.6% adhere to the opposite point of view.

Considering the elections in Belarus free and fair, the majority simultaneously is not against of the opposition being part of the electoral commissions. In June, 2008 66.6% of people were for such participation, 32.8% were against. Overwhelming majority (71.4% vs. 19.3%) is presented by people who agree with the necessity of observers from the opposition being present at the polling stations. However, the absence of representatives from the opposition in the electoral commissions, nevertheless, did not undermine their legitimacy.

Echo of war 

Belarus had the greatest specific losses during the Second World War in comparison with all other countries of the world. Up to now the memory of that war remains one of the strongest historical recollections and feelings of the Belarusians. Indirectly the policy of the present power which appeals to these feelings to a place and out of place reminds it: by carrying over Independence Day to the date of Minsk liberation from the Nazi occupation, the memorial construction "Stalin's Line", constant comparisons of the NATO with the military power of Nazi Germany, and the Belarusian opposition – with collaborators of war times – here is far not the full list of actions with the help of which the power wants to strengthen its legitimacy, tending towards national memory of that war. However, it is possible to exploit only really strong feelings and really actual memory.

But how strong are these feelings? In many countries of East and Central Europe opinions on the Second World War have essentially been changed for the last decades, also at the official level. In Belarus it has not happened. And what is the situation at the level of public consciousness, does it support the previous approaches unanimously?

In the public opinion poll of June, 2008 the respondents were offered some questions, allowing to find out the level of this unanimity in relation to some plots of the Nazi occupation times (Table 57).

Table 57

Distribution of answers to the question: "In Nazi occupation times of Belarus (1941-1944) occupation authorities established different organization – local government organs, newspapers, youth organizations and culture development organizations. There are different opinions in relation to the people participating in these organizations. Which one do you share?"


Variant of answer
%

They were traitors to Belarusian people
21.9

There were different people in these organizations: some of them were serving the occupiers, the others tried to do good deeds for the sake of Belarusian people
54.5

They were devotees and defenders of the Belarusian identity
12.1

DA/NA
11.5

It is important to mention, that the question set by sociologists, did not touch upon the participants of the armed organizations – police, minor military formations etc., created by the Germans or under their aegis in the days of occupation. Probably, if the question was set about collaboration as a whole answers would be a little bit other. But in that formulation in which it has been set answers have turned out to be significant enough.

In 1944-1945 the wave of national persecution of collaborators spread out all over the liberated countries. And the question is not only of Belarus. Ch. De Gaulle in his memoirs writes that about tens of thousands of people were killed in accordance with lynch-laws during the first months after the liberation of France.

Now, when more than 60 years passed, only every fifth Belarusian thinks, that everybody co-operating with the Nazi, was a traitor. At the same time nearly every tenth person interviewed shares the opposite opinion, regarding people having participated in non-military formations, created by Germans, almost as heroes. And the overwhelming majority of people share a neutral point of view, preferring to estimate the acts of each concrete person instead of condemning all for the very fact of collaboration.

The data in Table 57 can be interpreted in different ways. It is important to pay attention to the fact that only the fifth part of respondents share the adamant opinion favored by the power. But also it is possible to note, that the approach meaning full regarding of previous opinions about the war and about the role of collaboration, in particular, is shared by still smaller numbers of respondents. 

Other two questions set to respondents, touched upon the guerrilla actions on the territory of Belarus in the days of occupation. 61.4% of respondents answered the question "Have you ever heard about cruelties applied by the Belarusian guerrillas to peaceful population during the war?" affirmatively and 38.2% - negatively. And to the question about their attitude to these excesses (if they took place), the following answers (Table 58) have been given.

Table 58

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, is it possible to justify guerillas’ cruelties towards peaceful population (if there were such facts)?"



Variant of answer
%

I don’t believe that there were such facts
34.9

There were such facts but they are justified by the struggle against invaders
25.1

There were such facts and they can not be justified
27.8

DA/NA
12.2

First of all the following paradox is evident: the number of those saying, that he has never heard about such facts, is greater than the number of people who declare, that they do not believe in it. Out of this it is possible to draw the conclusion that the information that guerrillas were not angels is spread widely enough which follows from direct answers to the questionnaire question. However, in this case the question is not of knowing that war is severe business, but of attitude to it.

About a third (in relation to the majority) rejects the very formulation of the problem in general. It is possible to assume, that for them the very question is blasphemy; if something happened there is no need to speak about it, it is the insult of principles and beliefs of these people. Nearly every fourth respondent follows U. Churchill's formula: "In war you cannot be the righteous person, but your actions should be right". Everything happened passed, but unjust deeds are expiated by just of the Affair. And, at last, approximately the same number of respondents believes, that Deed (just or not) does not justify definite unjust affairs.

The data in Table 59 show, that age, in contradiction with our expectations, is not a strong differentiating factor in connection with cases in point. Though the youth also has no its own experience of that war, the transfer of experience, opinions about it goes effectively enough. Perhaps, at one point the answers of young and elderly respondents don’t meet – it is the question about guerrillas’ cruelties. Here the senior generation shows great awareness of these events as it, apparently, gets this knowledge from the personal experience. However, as a whole, there is no split of generations in attitudes to the specified plots of war times, after many years the opinions and estimations of all generations change.

Table 59

Distribution of answers to the questions in relation to respondents’ attitude to collaborators and guerillas in accordance with their age, trust in president and geopolitical priorities, %



Variant of 

answer
Age 
Trust in president
Geopolitical priorities


18-29
30-59
60+
I do trust
I don't trust
Integration into the RF
Joining the EU

During the years of the German invasion of Belarus (1941-1944) occupation authorities formed different organizations – local government organs, newspapers, youth organizations and culture development organizations. There are different opinions in relation to the people participating in these organizations. Which one do you share?

They were traitors (21.5%)
19.0
20.7
26.0
27.1
16.7
25.0
16.7

Different people participated in them (54.7%)
56.0
52.7
57.9
49.8
61.7
52.1
61.0

There were defenders of the Belarusian identity (12.1%)
13.6
12.0
10.5
13.7
10.7
12.5
12.6

Have you ever heard of guerillas’ cruelties towards peaceful population?

Yes (61.7%)
54.5
63.0
65.8
59.0
64.5
57.6
69.9

No (37.9%)
45.5
36.5
41.9
40.7
35.3
41.9
29.9

In your opinion, is it possible to justify guerillas’ cruelties towards peaceful population (if there were such facts)?

I don’t believe that there were such facts (33.9%)
35.2
31.7
37.7
44.2
22.6
41.9
23.3

There were such facts but they are justified by the struggle against invaders (26.0%)
23.0
25.7
29.5
26.1
25.2
26.9
27.8

There were such facts and they can not be justified (27.8%)
27.0
28.6
26.9
20.0
36.5
21.3
37.1

Political preferences – the attitude to the president and the choice between the Russian Federation and EU differentiate answers much stronger, at some points they differ almost twice. In the question about collaborators the shares of those who consider them devotees of the Belarusian identity, are almost identical among adherents of different political positions, but there are more supporters of the opinion that collaborators are traitors among people trusting the president and approving of integration into Russia. However, in all these groups 50% is a dominating number.

The similar picture is observed in the answers to the question whether it is possible to justify guerrillas’ cruelty. Here the picture appears to be smooth: among people trusting A. Lukashenko and adherents to integration into Russia about 40% of people do not believe that such cruelties took place, and about 20% believe that such cruelties took place and there is no justification to them. Among people not trusting the president and approving of integration of Belarus into the EU the ratio of shares is opposite.

Summing up, it is necessary to tell, that the attitude of public consciousness at least to the problems of the disarmed collaboration and guerrillas’ cruelties in the times of the Nazi occupation is not unanimous. The growth of tendency to estimate people according to their definite deeds, instead of their belonging to one of the confrontation camps is being observed.
About political technologists and politicians

In Pasternak’s poem "High illness" there is such a line about Lenin: "He led the direction of thought and only then the country". The brilliant poet, as it is known, did not study the course of political science, which did not prevent him from distinguishing management of real events from manipulation of their reflection in the heads of people. Today we name experts in management of "thought direction" "political technologists", and the experts in management of real events within the scope of a country we name "politicians". The latter have always been in deficiency. Whether it is good or bad it is a different question, but universal belief in almost unlimited possibilities of political technologists became commonplace. It is enough to recollect the well-known formula: "Everything is real if it is shown on TV". However, recent Soviet experience denies the formula given. When daily activity of people starts to contradict "pictures" on TV, political technologists lose their magic force.

In Belarus such misbalance between reality and "pictures" reproduced has not come yet, more precisely, it has come, but not for the most part of the society.

Table 60

Dynamics of answers to the question: "In your opinion, is it possible for young people to make a successful career in Belarus?", %



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

Yes, it is possible for the youth to make a successful career in Belarus 
43.2
61.6
48.7

No, they’d better go abroad 
39.4
30.7
40.5

DA/NA
17.4
7.7
10.8

Nevertheless, Belarusian political technologists have all the resources for power retention. Let’s look at Table 60. It is difficult to put the question about career possibilities for the youth into the category of politically sharp ones. However, distribution of answers to it strongly depends on the degree of society’s mobilizing excitement, which, as it is known, is at its maximum level during presidential election campaigns (see the data of April, 2006). The role of a manipulating factor is proved by the increase of affirmative answers when reading the Table across from younger age groups to seniors ones (in the group of people younger 29 years there are 32.3% of affirmative answers, and in the group of 60 and older  – 70.2%).

In the Soviet times there was a popular anecdote about a steadfast Party-member who was hesitating synchronously along with changing the course of the party. In Belarus of today A. Lukashenko's supporters are successors of the Party-member from the anecdote. They rather actively respond to any change in the official course. So, today the talks about the increase of foreign investments became fashionable, so already 60.3% of the Belarusians are for foreign investments as such investments create new workplaces and raise population incomes. Simultaneously they are against privatizing large enterprises. And it is clear. Corresponding convincing "pictures" about advantages of privatizing haven’t been shown on TV yet.

There have been outlined changes in connection with building the atomic power station in the country. The number of the opponents of its building is greater than the number of supporters (Table 61). But the power has already arrived at the definitive decision on its building. It even has not spent much money for a serious agitation campaign, but the fact of arriving at the definitive decision was sufficient to start the mechanism of public opinion change.

Table 61

Dynamics of answers to the question: "The governing body of the country arrived at a definite decision: to build an atomic power station in Belarus. What is your opinion of it?", %



Variant of answer
10'06
06'08

I approve of it
47.7
40.2

I disapprove of it
32.5
37.8

I’m indifferent
14.5
13.9

DA/NA
5.3
8.1

The ease with which the public opinion is capable to change (at times, into the opposite direction) becomes more noticeable in the years of crises. So, at Gorbachyov’s referendum which took place on March, 17th, 1991, 82.6% of Belarusians have expressed their agreement with the preserving the USSR, but in the end of the year they unanimously welcomed signing of the Belovezhsky agreement which they rejected in three years having voted not for "signer" S. Shushkevich, but for the supporter of reconstruction of the USSR, sovkhoz director A. Lukashenko.

Why such distortions were possible? Is there any guarantee that similar events will not happen in the future? There are no such guarantees. The Belarusian society is atomized. People no more are linked with traditions as it was in the non-industrialized epoch, the centralized power cannot bind them any more. Having concentrated its power of taking decisions in the upper chambers it deprived people of the feeling of responsibility for the state and society. Besides, the power unconsciously, but more often consciously blocks the processes of forming institutions of the civil society. In such conditions the public consciousness becomes defenseless before political technologists.

Atomizing of the Belarusians should not be confused with individualization of people from the western countries. Atomization is disintegration of the traditional collectivism, whereas individualization is the growth of individual consciousness of the person as the subject of public relations.

The atomized person, as it has already been mentioned, is an ideal object for modern political technologists, however, real processes are not subject to such experts. As an example it is enough to remember inability of A. Lukashenko and created by him "vertical" to stop corruption or tax burden. The more the power makes decisions, the less it influences existent processes in the country.

RESULTS OF THE OPINION POLL CONDUCTED IN JUNE OF 2008, %

1. "Today the major part of large-scale Belarusian enterprises is state-owned. In your opinion, must they be privatized?"
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 and >

Yes, the major part of them must be privatized
39.7
46.1
51.2
51.2
46.5
39.1
37.2
26.4

No, the major part of them must be state-owned
48.2
34.6
32.7
40.7
41.8
47.6
51.5
62.0

DA/NA
12.1
19.3
16.1
8.1
11.7
13.3
11.3
11.6

Table 1.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete 

secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes, the major part of them must be privatized
33.8
22.3
41.6
43.8
49.2

No, the major part of them must be state-owned
59.2
63.1
44.7
43.3
42.5

DA/NA
7.0
14.6
13.7
12.9
8.3

Table 1.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, the major part of them must be privatized
53.2
37.6
54.8
28.1
46.1

No, the major part of them must be state-owned
39.2
50.0
27.6
59.7
36.0

DA/NA
7.6
12.4
17.6
12.2
17.9

Table 1.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and its region
Grodno and its region
Vitebsk and its region
Mogilev and

 its region
Gomel and its region

Yes, the major part of them must be privatized
40.5
54.7
48.9
33.6
30.8
39.0
28.6

No, the major part of them must be state-owned
51.3
38.7
38.1
57.7
57.0
42.1
53.3

DA/NA
8.2
6.6
13.0
8.7
12.2
18.9
18.1

Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, the major part of them must be privatized
40.5
41.7
38.1
41.1
38.5

No, the major part of them must be state-owned
51.3
40.4
53.2
44.5
49.9

DA/NA
8.2
17.9
8.7
14.4
11.6

2. "What is more important for you today – to preserve the present situation as it is or change it?"

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 andи >

To preserve the present situation is more important
37.4
19.4
20.1
18.5
28.3
35.8
40.4
59.5

To change the present situation is more important
53.8
66.5
72.0
71.4
61.4
59.0
47.1
32.9

DA/NA
8.8
14.1
7.9
10.1
10.3
5.2
12.5
7.6

Table 2.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

To preserve the present situation is more important
56.8
58.0
33.2
30.4
25.5

To change the present situation is more important
31.2
34.9
56.5
62.6
67.4

DA/NA
12.0
7.1
10.3
7.0
7.1

Table 2.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

To preserve the present situation is more important
25.7
35.4
16.6
57.3
20.8

To change the present situation is more important
69.1
55.4
68.3
34.9
64.3

DA/NA
5.2
9.2
15.1
7.8
14.9

Table 2.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk 

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

To preserve the present situation is more important
38.2
28.7
37.1
45.1
36.0
39.7
39.7

To change the present situation is more important
51.4
64.9
57.6
46.4
51.2
50.1
52.5

DA/NA
10.4
6.5
5.3
8.5
12.8
10.2
7.8

Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

To preserve the present situation is more important
38.2
28.3
38.9
39.8
40.2

To change the present situation is more important
51.4
61.3
52.7
48.6
54.2

DA/NA
10.4
10.4
8.4
11.6
5.6

3. "In your opinion, has A. Lukashenko’s rating (i.e. population’s readiness to vote for him at the next elections) increased or decreased during the time passed since the last elections?"
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 and >

It has increased
17.6
12.7
7.7
9.8
11.4
10.0
19.3
34.1

It has decreased
43.0
41.2
50.9
59.8
50.7
49.6
36.7
26.9

It has remained the same
33.8
39.1
36.2
27.2
31.7
34.9
37.3
33.6

DA/NA
5.6
7.0
5.2
3.2
6.2
5.5
6.7
5.4

Табл. 3.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

It has increased
19.2
32.4
17.3
15.1
7.6

It has decreased
40.7
23.1
40.5
51.7
55.0

It has remained the same
28.6
36.9
37.5
29.3
33.1

DA/NA
11.5
7.6
4.7
3.9
4.3

Табл. 3.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Статус


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It has increased
8.1
13.7
9.2
33.8
8.4

It has decreased
53.4
44.8
48.5
29.3
54.1

It has remained the same
32.5
36.3
36.3
31.4
30.3

DA/NA
6.0
5.2
6.0
5.5
7.2

Табл. 3.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Регион


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 increased
15.6
28.3
8.5
23.5
11.7
7.0
27.2

It has decreased
40.8
33.7
52.6
51.1
42.9
50.9
32.6

It has remained the same
35.6
35.3
33.6
17.8
36.7
39.2
36.2

DA/NA
8.0
2.7
5.3
7.6
8.7
2.9
4.0

Табл. 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Тип населенного пункта


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It has increased
15.6
18.8
11.9
19.8
20.3

It has decreased
40.8
42.8
46.8
42.5
42.2

It has remained the same
35.6
33.9
35.5
34.3
31.5

DA/NA
8.0
4.5
5.8
3.4
6.0

4. "In your opinion, did A. Lukashenko’s victory at the elections in 2006 contribute to unity of the Belarusian society or its disunity?"

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 and >

It united the Belarusian society more
38.9
20.1
24.9
26.0
26.8
32.2
44.9
62.5

It disunited the Belarusian society more
35.8
43.9
49.9
46.5
45.4
42.2
32.6
15.3

DA/NA
25.3
36.0
25.2
27.5
27.8
25.6
22.5
22.2

Table 4.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

It united the Belarusian society more
56.7
56.4
36.0
32.5
26.9

It disunited the Belarusian society more
18.0
20.8
37.8
43.3
46.0

DA/NA
25.3
22.8
26.2
24.2
27.1

Table 4.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It united the Belarusian society more
24.2
35.6
19.7
61.8
25.0

It disunited the Belarusian society more
54.1
36.8
45.7
17.0
44.9

DA/NA
21.7
27.6
35.6
21.2
30.1

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

It united the Belarusian society more
31.9
43.1
29.7
39.7
39.5
33.9
54.2

It disunited the Belarusian society more
40.0
38.5
45.7
32.6
35.8
35.9
21.0

DA/NA
28.1
18.4
24.6
27.7
24.7
30.2
24.8

Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It united the Belarusian society more
31.9
33.9
41.8
40.5
43.1

It disunited the Belarusian society more
40.0
40.2
41.0
29.7
30.9

DA/NA
28.1
25.9
17.2
29.8
26.0

5. "In your opinion, whose interests does the present power express?"(more than one answer is possible)
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 and >

Officials’ and bureaucrats’ interests
43.0
51.1
53.1
52.3
49.1
51.3
37.9
26.0

Ordinary people’s interests
31.7
29.1
20.3
19.0
20.7
24.4
33.3
53.2

The interests of the poor and socially unprotected strata of society 
14.2
8.5
12.8
12.6
7.8
12.0
13.4
23.0

Rich people’s interests
14.0
15.5
16.4
11.5
14.8
10.0
15.4
15.3

Russia’s interests
3.6
7.9
3.5
5.1
3.3
3.2
4.4
2.7

West countries’ interests
1.4
0
2.5
0.8
1.8
0.3
1.3
2.0

DA
11.9
5.2
10.0
17.9
16.5
12.7
10.7
8.2

Table 5.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Officials’ and bureaucrats’ interests
25.8
36.0
42.6
50.8
51.2

Ordinary people’s interests
46.7
45.7
28.9
27.1
21.5

The interests of the poor and socially unprotected strata of society 
23.5
15.6
14.6
11.0
10.1

Rich people’s interests
22.5
10.5
16.2
13.2
6.4

Russia’s interests
1.5
3.6
4.4
4.3
2.4

West countries’ interests
3.1
1.0
1.3
1.0
1.4

DA
7.7
12.1
13.0
10.2
15.2

Table 5.3. . Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Officials’ and bureaucrats’ interests
55.0
44.7
55.6
27.0
53.4

Ordinary people’s interests
14.2
30.2
21.1
53.0
11.0

The interests of the poor and socially unprotected strata of society 
9.6
11.2
14.4
22.3
10.7

Rich people’s interests
14.9
11.9
14.0
14.5
21.9

Russia’s interests
4.2
3.3
5.1
3.0
5.7

West countries’ interests
0.4
1.5
2.2
1.9
0.9

DA
14.7
13.0
7.5
8.3
18.3

Table 5.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


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

its region

Officials’ and bureaucrats’ interests
50.4
53.3
50.8
62.3
58.4
54.1
22.8

Ordinary people’s interests
24.2
34.7
26.8
18.6
28.5
36.2
51.0

The interests of the poor and socially unprotected strata of society 
26.1
11.4
7.4
14.1
6.5
23.2
10.4

Rich people’s interests
14.6
7.3
14.3
32.9
8.3
15.7
8.7

Russia’s interests
7.9
2.2
5.1
8.2
0.9
0
0.9

West countries’ interests
1.5
2.6
2.8
1.9
0.9
0
0

DA
11.6
3.1
9.8
5.0
18.0
15.9
19.8

Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Officials’ and bureaucrats’ interests
49.6
49.2
45.7
33.6
39.3

Ordinary people’s interests
24.2
29.6
27.3
39.1
35.7

The interests of the poor and socially unprotected strata of society 
26.1
17.4
10.5
12.3
9.1

Rich people’s interests
14.6
8.8
17.9
8.4
17.1

Russia’s interests
7.9
0.9
4.0
3.0
3.0

West countries’ interests
1.5
0.3
1.4
0.5
2.5

DA
11.6
17.6
6.8
14.6
10.6

6. "In your opinion, is it possible to expect justice from the courts at present Belarusian judicial system?"

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 and >

It is always possible 
23.9
30.7
16.9
17.6
19.8
16.2
21.3
37.6

It is sometimes possible
46.4
40.2
47.5
45.2
51.3
52.6
52.2
36.5

It is practically impossible
23.7
24.1
28.6
25.3
25.3
24.3
23.9
18.5

NA/DA
6.0
5.0
7.0
11.9
3.6
6.9
2.6
7.4

Table 6.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

It is always possible 
28.1
34.3
24.9
21.0
13.7

It is sometimes possible
30.2
42.4
45.6
52.1
55.6

It is practically impossible
31.4
18.5
23.0
23.4
24.3

NA/DA
1.3
4.8
6.5
3.5
6.4

Table 6.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

It is always possible 
16.0
21.4
22.1
37.4
6.1

It is sometimes possible
47.3
52.0
46.5
36.9
51.9

It is practically impossible
33.5
20.6
22.6
18.8
34.4

NA/DA
3.3
5.9
8.9
6.9
7.6

Table 6.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


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

It is always possible 
22.8
36.6
8.8
20.1
21.5
25.6
30.8

It is sometimes possible
50.5
37.2
58.0
49.8
37.8
44.4
47.3

It is practically impossible
23.8
15.1
27.7
23.7
33.5
27.1
16.1

NA/DA
2.9
11.1
5.5
6.4
7.2
2.9
5.8

Table 6.5. В зависимости от типа населенного пункта

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

It is always possible 
22.8
23.7
19.5
30.2
24.1

It is sometimes possible
50.5
45.0
44.4
45.2
47.0

It is practically impossible
23.8
26.4
32.0
15.3
21.3

NA/DA
2.9
4.9
4.1
9.3
7.5

7. "Is the person morally responsible for the actions of the government of his country?"

Table 7.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Yes
46.6
43.3
48.0
30.9
40.7
44.7
49.0
56.7

No
47.2
51.1
47.2
64.2
51.9
49.4
45.1
36.4

DA/NA
6.2
5.6
4.8
4.9
7.4
5.9
5.9
6.9

Table 7.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes
50.1
46.3
43.9
48.1
48.6

No
39.5
49.4
50.1
45.5
46.2

DA/NA
10.4
4.3
6.0
6.4
5.2

Table 7.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
41.3
44.3
43.8
57.8
32.7

No
54.5
47.7
50.7
36.1
64.0

DA/NA
4.2
8.0
5.5
6.1
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

Yes
39.9
48.1
57.0
49.9
46.5
50.5
36.9

No
50.3
47.6
35.4
44.0
46.8
46.2
58.2

DA/NA
9.8
4.3
7.6
6.1
6.7
3.3
4.9

Table7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
39.9
50.3
54.9
29.6
52.2

No
50.3
46.5
38.0
66.4
41.1

DA/NA
9.8
3.2
7.1
4.0
6.7

8. "In your opinion, does the opinion of common people, for example, your opinion, influence on arriving at political and socio-economical decisions in our country?"

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 and >

Yes, it influences
28.6
23.7
24.2
15.9
21.0
18.3
28.4
48.8

No, it doesn’t influence
66.0
66.7
69.9
76.8
73.2
78.5
66.2
46.1

DA/NA
5.4
9.6
5.9
7.3
5.8
3.2
5.4
5.1

Table 8.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes, it influences
47.7
36.6
26.8
22.0
22.0

No, it doesn’t influence
46.2
58.3
67.8
72.9
72.7

DA/NA
6.1
5.1
5.4
5.1
5.3

Table 8.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, it influences
16.8
24.5
20.4
48.0
13.7

No, it doesn’t influence
78.7
70.4
68.3
47.1
81.1

DA/NA
4.5
5.1
11.3
4.9
5.2

Table 8.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


Минск
Минская область
Брест и область
Гродно и

область
Витебск и область
Могилев и область
Гомель и область

Yes, it influences
24.1
25.1
20.6
38.6
32.4
40.9
23.7

No, it doesn’t influence
72.4
67.9
73.5
57.7
59.9
53.8
71.9

DA/NA
3.5
7.0
5.9
3.7
7.7
5.3
4.4

Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, it influences
24.1
27.8
24.7
30.6
32.9

No, it doesn’t influence
72.4
67.3
72.0
61.9
60.3

DA/NA
3.5
4.9
3.3
7.5
6.8

9. "Aleksander Lukashenko claimed on the 26th of April, 2008: "I have already said: my younger son is going to be president of Belarus.” What is your opinion of such a possibility?"
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 and >

Positive 
16.1
9.6
4.5
13.7
10.0
10.1
18.1
30.0

Negative
66.8
67.9
85.6
74.4
75.6
73.9
64.1
46.8

DA/NA
17.1
22.5
9.9
11.9
14.4
16.0
17.8
23.2

Table 9.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Positive 
18.9
27.8
16.8
13.8
5.1

Negative
57.6
52.8
67.1
72.4
77.0

DA/NA
23.5
19.4
16.1
13.8
17.9

Table 9.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Positive 
11.2
12.9
6.0
28.1
9.0

Negative
78.8
69.9
77.2
47.5
84.8

DA/NA
10.0
17.2
16.8
24.4
6.2

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

Positive 
14.7
18.2
11.2
18.4
16.7
11.8
21.2

Negative
66.2
66.7
74.3
73.3
61.4
70.5
57.4

DA/NA
19.1
15.1
14.5
8.3
21.9
17.7
21.4

Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Positive 
14.7
14.1
17.9
19.4
15.1

Negative
66.2
64.5
71.8
63.0
67.4

DA/NA
19.1
21.4
10.3
17.6
18.5

10. "There are different opinions of the opposition in the Parliament. Which one do you agree with?"
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 and >

If there is no opposition in the Parliament, so there is no democracy in the country
48.8
56.6
63.4
64.5
57.5
56.5
47.3
25.6

If the majority of voters support the power, then there is no opposition in the Parliament, but that is the sign of democracy
32.8
17.9
22.7
22.0
24.9
26.6
36.5
49.1

DA/NA
19.4
25.5
13.9
13.5
17.6
16.9
16.2
25.3

Table 10.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

If there is no opposition in the Parliament, so there is no democracy in the country
26.7
35.8
45.0
60.3
68.8

If the majority of voters support the power, then there is no opposition in the Parliament, but that is the sign of democracy
33.8
45.8
34.2
29.0
19.2

DA/NA
39.5
18.4
20.8
10.7
11.0

Table 10.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

If there is no opposition in the Parliament, so there is no democracy in the country
63.9
53.0
59.7
27.8
57.9

If the majority of voters support the power, then there is no opposition in the Parliament, but that is the sign of democracy
22.7
29.6
20.3
47.6
23.3

DA/NA
13.4
17.4
20.0
24.6
18.8

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

If there is no opposition in the Parliament, so there is no democracy in the country
45.1
53.9
57.2
43.7
48.4
44.2
47.9

If the majority of voters support the power, then there is no opposition in the Parliament, but that is the sign of democracy
25.8
36.2
31.7
35.3
27.8
44.3
28.2

DA/NA
29.1
9.9
11.1
21.0
23.8
11.5
23.9

Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

If there is no opposition in the Parliament, so there is no democracy in the country
45.4
52.2
55.5
47.5
45.5

If the majority of voters support the power, then there is no opposition in the Parliament, but that is the sign of democracy
25.8
27.3
34.8
28.7
39.7

DA/NA
28.8
20.5
9.7
23.8
14.8

11. "The governing body of the country arrived at the final decision: to build an atomic power station in Belarus. What is your opinion of it?"
Table 11.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

I approve of it
37.8
39.4
40.8
36.1
41.2
37.1
40.3
33.9

I disapprove of it
40.2
33.9
34.5
38.1
40.5
44.3
36.8
42.2

I am indifferent to it
13.9
19.8
14.6
18.2
11.7
11.1
14.1
15.0

DA/NA
8.1
6.9
10.1
7.6
6.6
7.5
8.8
8.9

Table 11.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

I approve of it
25.4
36.3
37.8
40.7
44.3

I disapprove of it
49.1
38.5
39.8
40.2
36.0

I am indifferent to it
14.9
14.8
15.3
12.3
11.5

DA/NA
10.6
10.4
7.1
6.8
8.2

Table 11.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

I approve of it
33.5
43.2
47.8
33.7
24.5

I disapprove of it
39.0
40.9
32.0
43.0
35.5

I am indifferent to it
20.7
8.0
11.9
15.2
27.6

DA/NA
6.8
7.9
8.3
8.1
12.4

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 approve of it
36.8
42.3
34.9
34.4
21.9
29.7
61.3

I disapprove of it
44.5
31.1
44.5
48.4
52.4
34.3
27.5

I am indifferent to it
9.9
21.9
14.9
5.7
13.9
24.4
7.5

DA/NA
8.8
4.7
5.7
11.5
11.8
11.6
3.7

Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I approve of it
36.8
32.1
40.3
45.4
36.2

I disapprove of it
44.5
35.3
38.1
36.5
43.9

I am indifferent to it
9.9
23.6
13.0
10.9
12.7

DA/NA
8.8
9.0
8.6
7.2
7.2

12. "The governments of the Ukraine and Georgia want their countries to become members of the NATO. In your opinion, does these countries’ membership of the NATO endanger Belarus?"

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 and >

Yes
38.8
25.4
34.4
35.4
33.0
39.3
39.8
47.2

No
47.5
55.2
53.3
52.4
51.9
48.3
47.7
38.6

DA/NA
13.7
19.4
12.3
12.3
15.1
12.5
12.5
14.2

Table 12.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes
44.5
44.6
37.1
34.3
40.5

No
47.3
41.1
47.3
52.4
46.4

DA/NA
8.2
14.3
15.7
13.3
13.0

Table 12.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
34.2
38.8
27.0
45.6
35.7

No
56.1
47.1
53.6
40.3
48.7

DA/NA
9.7
14.1
19.4
14.1
15.6

Table 12.4. 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

Yes
29.2
27.5
47.5
34.6
36.4
52.8
46.5

No
61.5
47.2
41.1
54.7
47.9
37.2
40.9

DA/NA
9.3
25.3
11.4
10.7
15.7
10.0
12.6

Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
29.2
27.5
47.5
34.6
36.4

No
61.5
47.2
41.1
54.7
47.9

DA/NA
9.3
25.3
11.4
10.7
15.7

13. "In March-May a serious diplomatic conflict flared up between Belarus and the USA: as an answer to the economic sanctions applied by the American government the Belarusian authorities demanded to considerably reduce the staff of the American embassy in Belarus. In your opinion, who is responsible for the conflict?"

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 and >

The US authorities
28.5
14.1
19.4
12.7
23.2
26.0
32.4
43.2

The authorities of Belarus 
19.3
26.4
28.6
32.1
24.2
22.1
14.4
7.0

Both parties equally
41.5
49.7
43.6
46.5
42.2
42.0
43.6
35.7

DA/NA
10.7
9.8
8.4
8.7
10.4
9.9
9.6
14.1

Table 13.2 Depending on education
Вариант ответа
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

The US authorities
31.6
39.5
30.3
23.9
18.9

The authorities of Belarus 
10.4
9.8
19.0
25.1
18.9

Both parties equally
39.8
33.9
40.8
42.0
50.5

DA/NA
18.2
17.5
10.0
9.0
4.5

Table 13.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

The US authorities
22.4
25.6
16.4
42.8
14.1

The authorities of Belarus 
34.1
17.8
25.5
6.9
30.6

Both parties equally
39.1
44.4
48.1
37.0
42.4

DA/NA
4.4
12.2
10.0
13.3
12.9

Table 13.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


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

The US authorities
29.7
44.5
23.8
33.9
20.7
25.4
20.9

The authorities of Belarus 
21.1
19.3
21.8
26.1
18.8
15.5
12.9

Both parties equally
36.1
28.3
46.1
26.3
46.4
52.7
54.6

DA/NA
13.1
7.9
8.3
13.7
14.1
6.4
11.6

Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

The US authorities
29.7
29.7
27.1
22.1
31.3

The authorities of Belarus 
21.1
26.9
23.4
14.8
13.8

Both parties equally
36.1
34.0
40.3
52.5
43.5

DA/NA
13.1
9.4
9.2
11.6
11.4

14. "Will you participate in voting at the parliamentary elections of 2008?"

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 and >

Yes, I will
53.0
42.9
39.4
38.5
42.9
53.8
57.6
69.2

No, I won’t
18.4
15.2
25.2
29.0
24.9
18.5
15.8
9.2

I haven’t decided yet
27.4
38.2
34.3
32.5
31.5
26.7
26.1
19.5

NA
1.2
3.7
1.1
0
0.7
1.0
0.5
2.1

Table 14.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes, I will
62.2
60.2
50.2
50.2
50.9

No, I won’t
14.7
15.2
20.0
19.7
18.3

I haven’t decided yet
21.1
22.9
28.9
29.1
29.9

NA
2.0
1.7
0.9
1.0
0.9

Table 14.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, I will
38.6
53.8
44.5
68.3
33.7

No, I won’t
28.9
17.7
14.5
10.4
30.3

I haven’t decided yet
32.1
27.7
38.2
19.1
36.0

NA
0.4
0.8
2.8
2.2
0

Table 14.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


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

its region

Yes, I will
48.8
50.8
55.9
66.5
57.6
44.2
49.3

No, I won’t
21.2
14.8
15.3
20.4
16.9
19.2
21.2

I haven’t decided yet
29.7
34.1
28.3
10.6
21.6
35.1
29.5

NA
0.3
0.1
0.5
2.5
3.9
1.5
0

Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, I will
48.8
46.8
47.0
58.9
59.4

No, I won’t
21.2
21.9
24.2
17.8
11.7

I haven’t decided yet
29.7
29.7
27.8
23.3
26.7

NA
0.3
1.6
1.0
0
2.2

15. "Как Вы думаете, будут ли предстоящие парламентские выборы свободными и 

справедливыми?"

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 and >

Yes
45.9
32.3
34.6
31.0
34.6
39.6
48.4
69.0

No
34.8
46.5
52.9
46.2
40.8
42.2
25.8
17.0

DA/NA
19.3
21.2
12.5
22.8
24.6
18.2
25.8
14.0

Table 15.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes
63.6
58.1
44.0
40.4
34.6

No
21.8
22.0
35.8
42.0
42.3

DA/NA
14.6
19.9
20.2
17.6
23.1

Table 15.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
27.1
44.1
29.2
67.5
37.6

No
56.2
32.5
48.9
17.1
45.7

DA/NA
16.7
23.4
21.9
15.4
16.7

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

Yes
42.5
57.5
40.0
41.3
44.4
40.3
52.9

No
36.6
29.3
39.9
41.2
37.8
37.7
23.4

DA/NA
20.9
13.2
20.1
17.5
17.8
22.0
23.7

Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
42.5
35.8
45.1
52.5
50.4

No
36.6
41.3
41.9
30.9
27.8

DA/NA
20.9
22.9
13.0
16.6
21.8

16. "Lately many citizens have been advocating modification of the Electoral Code so that elections in Belarus would become freer and fairer. Some people support this demand, others do not. What is your opinion?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Возраст, лет



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

I support it: the present Electoral Code constrains free and fair elections, it must be changed
34.0
44.6
41.8
37.6
40.9
34.5
30.1
24.5

I do not support it: the present Electoral Code does not constrain free and fair elections, it must not be changed
39.6
30.1
38.9
36.7
32.5
39.0
40.4
47.6

DA/NA
26.4
25.3
19.3
25.7
26.6
26.5
29.5
27.9

Table 16.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

I support it: the present Electoral Code constrains free and fair elections, it must be changed
27.4
26.5
34.7
36.9
39.3

I do not support it: the present Electoral Code does not constrain free and fair elections, it must not be changed
35.5
45.8
38.9
40.9
36.3

DA/NA
37.1
27.7
26.4
22.2
24.4

Table16.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

I support it: the present Electoral Code constrains free and fair elections, it must be changed
46.5
31.2
39.6
25.0
46.6

I do not support it: the present Electoral Code does not constrain free and fair elections, it must not be changed
30.5
42.9
34.6
46.5
20.5

DA/NA
23.0
25.9
25.8
28.5
32.9

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

I support it: the present Electoral Code constrains free and fair elections, it must be changed
28.9
29.8
36.2
39.8
31.9
40.1
34.4

I do not support it: the present Electoral Code does not constrain free and fair elections, it must not be changed
41.8
48.2
35.1
38.2
37.6
32.8
40.8

DA/NA
29.3
22.0
28.7
23.0
30.5
27.1
24.8

Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I support it: the present Electoral Code constrains free and fair elections, it must be changed
28.9
39.2
43.7
18.7
36.0

I do not support it: the present Electoral Code does not constrain free and fair elections, it must not be changed
41.8
26.7
43.0
52.7
36.6

DA/NA
29.3
34.1
13.3
28.6
27.4

17. "Which candidate would you prefer to vote for?"

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 and >

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
39.6
22.8
21.0
19.4
25.7
30.8
43.8
70.8

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
17.7
30.9
32.1
28.4
17.5
18.0
15.2
8.1

For a different candidate
31.4
32.1
38.0
35.7
41.4
37.7
33.5
14.2

DA/NA
11.3
14.2
8.9
16.5
15.4
13.5
7.5
6.9

Table 17.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
65.4
62.7
35.7
31.3
21.8

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
16.8
6.5
18.9
20.8
20.8

For a different candidate
9.8
21.0
32.7
38.5
42.8

DA/NA
8.0
9.8
12.7
9.4
14.6

Table17.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
21.2
33.5
20.8
69.2
24.9

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
30.5
13.2
32.0
9.1
28.5

For a different candidate
38.0
39.9
35.7
13.8
30.9

DA/NA
10.3
13.4
11.5
7.9
15.7

Table 17.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


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

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
25.2
41.9
33.4
47.9
43.9
35.7
52.1

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
15.8
17.7
23.2
21.2
20.0
19.6
8.0

For a different candidate
44.7
36.7
30.3
16.4
27.4
31.4
28.0

DA/NA
14.3
3.7
13.1
14.5
8.7
13.3
11.9

Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
25.2
35.8
40.4
42.2
47.8

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
15.8
25.2
22.8
20.9
21.1

For a different candidate
44.7
23.6
28.2
22.5
24.1

DA/NA
14.3
15.4
8.6
14.4
7.0

18. "In your opinion, which candidate will the majority vote for?"
Table 18.1. Depending on ag
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
54.0
48.9
43.2
44.6
45.0
51.2
51.2
71.8

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
13.3
23.8
17.0
17.3
12.9
14.3
13.2
8.5

For a different candidate
13.6
17.3
17.7
8.3
19.5
15.6
16.4
6.1

DA/NA
19.1
10.0
22.1
29.8
22.6
18.9
19.2
13.6

Table 18.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
65.0
64.8
50.5
51.2
48.9

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
11.8
11.7
12.9
14.9
14.2

For a different candidate
7.5
8.0
12.9
18.7
17.0

DA/NA
15.7
15.5
23.7
15.2
19.9

Table 18.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
44.4
50.6
48.2
69.9
40.2

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
19.6
11.1
14.9
9.5
22.7

For a different candidate
19.3
14.8
18.8
6.8
12.2

DA/NA
16.7
23.5
18.1
13.8
24.9

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

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
44.1
58.2
57.4
57.9
57.0
37.3
64.8

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
7.9
10.4
16.8
17.5
15.8
16.7
10.5

For a different candidate
19.3
19.3
11.0
7.6
11.0
15.8
9.4

DA/NA
28.7
12.0
14.8
16.9
16.3
30.2
15.2

Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
44.1
65.1
49.6
44.5
60.7

For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
7.9
10.8
20.3
11.7
14.3

For a different candidate
19.3
5.4
15.6
14.1
13.7

DA/NA
28.7
18.7
14.5
29.7
11.3

19. "Do you have an adequate access to information about the current political situation in Belarus?"

Table19.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

Yes
63.3
51.2
62.3
57.5
58.3
58.9
62.7
75.1

No
36.2
47.6
37.7
42.5
41.1
40.5
36.4
24.5

NA
0.5
1.2
0
0
0.6
0.6
0.9
0.4

Table 19.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes
73.4
74.4
61.0
55.5
63.9

No
26.6
24.7
38.4
44.2
35.2

NA
0
0.9
0.6
0.3
0.9

Table 19.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Да
61.7
61.9
51.2
72.7
48.7

Нет
37.6
37.8
48.1
26.6
50.3

НО
0.7
0.3
0.7
0.7
1.0

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
73.0
66.0
60.6
58.1
57.5
49.9
73.0

No
27.0
34.0
38.9
39.5
42.0
50.1
26.2

NA
0
0
0.5
2.4
0.5
0
0.8

Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
73.0
63.9
56.7
62.3
62.4

No
27.0
35.1
43.1
37.7
36.6

NA
0
1.0
0.2
0
1.1

20. "Do you trust the Belarusian TV?"
Table 20.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Age, years old



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

I do trust
46.9
30.7
29.1
32.2
39.7
37.0
49.2
72.3

I don’t trust
43.5
54.8
60.6
59.4
52.9
50.4
40.1
19.6

DA/NA
9.6
14.5
10.3
8.4
7.4
12.6
10.7
8.1

Table 20.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer
Education


Primary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

I do trust
69.9
60.4
45.1
40.5
31.6

I don’t trust
21.1
31.5
44.9
50.2
57.2

DA/NA
9.0
7.9
10.0
9.3
11.2

Table 20.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer
Status


Private sector employees
Public sector employees
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

I do trust
32.0
43.0
27.3
71.0
31.7

I don’t trust
57.9
46.6
62.0
21.8
55.1

DA/NA
10.1
11.4
11.7
7.2
13.2

Table 20.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer
Region


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

I do trust
41.4
50.3
43.6
49.2
41.4
43.0
59.1

I don’t trust
44.6
43.9
47.6
40.9
50.4
42.2
34.3

DA/NA
14.0
5.8
8.8
9.9
8.2
14.8
6.6

Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlemen

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I do trust
41.4
36.8
42.7
56.5
53.2

I don’t trust
44.6
51.5
52.8
34.5
37.3

DA/NA
14.0
11.7
4.5
9.0
9.5

OPEN FORUM
To the question on the role of human rights defenders in the election campaign

Oleg Gulak, Chairman of the Republican human rights defence public association "Belarusian-Helsinki committee"

Human rights, human rights maintenance/violation, human rights defenders, human rights defence organizations are the words often used not by the mass media, but they became familiar to every person of the modern society. These words are often heard from the tribunes of high-level international forums and from ordinary people (especially when these rights are violated). It goes without saying that human rights became one of the most important values of the modern civilization.

However, if concept of "human rights" is clear to the society, then what "human rights defence activity" means, who "human rights defenders" are, what their functions and tasks are – for many people it is still beyond understanding. Here we should mention that not enough clearness in this question human rights defenders have. And at the international level such understanding is only formed. If the basic documents on human rights were signed during the period from 1948 till 1975 so the Declaration №53/144 which is figuratively called the declaration of the rights of human rights defenders, was adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations only in 1998. And it is still only he declaration.

One of the reasons of such a situation is extreme politicization of this concept. First of all it occurs in the countries which for unsatisfactory situation with human rights maintenance are exposed to sharp criticism both on the international scene, and from the internal opposition. The republic of Belarus is a vivid illustration of it.

Already more than ten years rare events from various organizations of the OSCE, the Council of Europe, the European Union and even the United Nations take place without voicing the concern over rough violations of human rights in our country. On this question tens of resolutions were signed. Belarusian politicians-oppositionists, being not admitted into the home policy, have also concentrated their efforts on criticizing the current policy in connection with human rights violations. The state in the name of its officials of different levels and representatives of the state mass-media uses the "human rights" term exclusively in the negative sense and struggles with human rights defenders. Today only the Belarusian-Helsinki Committee managed to keep the status of the registered republican public association, other organizations have been liquidated due to the suits brought by the Ministry of Justice.

The present situation does not promote ideas of human rights in our country at all as from ideas of uniting people they are transformed into the watershed and even into the barricade between confronting parties. As a result there is a paradoxical situation – the ideas of human rights the sense of which is the respect of opinions and interests of everyone in a society are used to create black-and-white perception of the surrounding reality.

In these conditions the question about goals and tasks, and also about methods and techniques of work of those who name themselves human rights defenders, gets increasing importance. And, first of all, it is important to define a "human rights defenders – politicians" proportion.

Let's concentrate our attention on the ratio of human rights defenders and oppositional politicians, as those politicians who are in power now don’t use rhetoric of human rights defence, and they perceive human rights defenders, as a rule, suspiciously and more often simply with hostility.

I believe, it is important to understand precisely, there is much in common between human rights defenders and oppositional politicians, but at the same time there is also a great difference. Indeed, human rights defenders as well as politicians reveal existent in the country problems of human rights and criticise the authorities, also using for this purpose the international tribune. Quite often the work methods are very similar – the same public campaigns, signature collection, pickets, suits into the state bodies.

But there is an essential difference which lies in goals. Politicians do it to emphasize negative points of the operating power, to become a new power and to make themselves everything in another way. Certainly, there is nothing negative in it: competition in politics is extremely important, voters should have the possibility of real choice between various ways of development of the country and a society and politicians, proclaiming them.

But for a human rights defender the name of the president or the party in power is not important; it is more important that the power maintains human rights. Therefore, human rights defenders by definition are the opposition of any power, but at the same time they are ready to help this power in maintaining human rights. It is a cornerstone in the activity of human rights defenders, which distinguishes them from politicians.

Certainly, in reality the realization of theoretical developments happens to be rather complicated, especially in the countries with tough authoritarian and totalitarian policies. Brutal suppression of the opposition and rough ignoring of human rights leads to close drawing of human rights defence and policy so the border between them is practically unnoticeable. As an example, it is possible to mention the Soviet Union of the 70s when there were only few dissidents, but the distinctions in kinds of dissidents became visible to an ordinary person after "warming" of the end 80s. But even in these conditions internal distinction between them existed. Even if owing to the fate mercy authoritative human rights defenders in the result come to power they should not forget about differences in social roles of politicians and human rights defenders.

In this sense the example of the Czech dissident, human rights defender, and then the president of the country Vaclav Gavel is significant. After becoming president of Czechoslovakia, he addressed his former comrades-in-arm with appeal to criticise actively his actions as the president of the country if they rate highly what they have struggled for so long as now he represents the power so he is a potential violator of human rights.

Specificity of forms and activity methods follows from the difference in goals. If for a politician everything is useful, that promotes his arrival at power human rights defenders should be very scrupulous in toolkit choice. 

Politicians’ and human rights defenders’ attitudes to and relationships with the present power differ greatly. The worse the current power is, the more the probability of its fast change is. Therefore, oppositional politicians are not interested in helping this power to improve. They try to put pressure upon the power to force it to respect rights of the opposition, use mistakes of the power and criticise it in order to gain voters’ sympathy. And if they are lucky to achieve positive changes, so for politicians it is important to convince everybody that it is the result of their work, mentioning once again mistakes and weaknesses of the current power for the purpose of its change.

Human rights defenders' task is to try to solve existing public problems in the field of human rights at the existing power. As human rights lie in the field of interrelations "person – state", and namely the state is violator of human rights, human rights defenders appear to be critics and opponents of the power. But they are simultaneously also potential partners of the power, they are aimed at interacting with it for its improvement and effective resort of public problems. Not accidentally the international system of mechanisms of maintaining human rights, fixed in various pacts and conventions is based, first of all, on encouragement of a state to maintain human rights. For human rights defender to have partnership with all non-state organizations which help to achieve this purpose is also important. Therefore, the human rights defender should strive for objectivity and non-preconception both in estimation of facts and phenomena, and in choice of forms and methods of work.

Perhaps, the most evident difference between politicians and human rights defenders can be observed during the period of election campaigns. Politicians’ purpose in these campaigns is to win elections or at least to increase their authority in the eyes of voters as much as possible (and in the eyes of the power). Human rights defenders aim at collecting fully enough the facts testifying of violation/maintenance of suffrages and estimating election campaign with maximum objectivity, first of all, in connection with observing the procedures established by the national election legislation, and also the international agreements which participant is the state. Thus, it is important to remember, that not only politicians have the right to be elected and acquire, thus, the right to govern, but also voters have the right to choose the power for themselves.

On the way to their goal politicians often afford themselves to behave with familiarity in relation to election procedures. Thus, the "party" supervision interested in the victory of "its" candidate will only see violations of his rights. So there is no need to notice the problems of other candidates and, furthermore, the violations of "his" party. Certainly, there is also little blameworthy – everyone has his own function. If there are a lot of candidates, their observers work actively and effectively, there are available mass media – the society will receive trustworthy information about the course of the election campaign. Therefore, in many democratic countries only "party" supervision is used. There, as a rule, human rights defenders do not supervise elections.

The situation in the countries which have serious problems with democracy looks differently, for example, in Belarus. Since 1995, all election campaigns in the country and referenda have been severely criticised by the OSCE and the European organizations in connection with rough violations of the international standards. The current campaign for the parliamentary elections has begun in the light of existing serious and system violations of human rights in the country. Despite existence of several political parties, going to participate in the elections, and also expected proposing of non-party candidates, as the basic sign for participants' classification of election race their attitude to the existing power – for or against will be used. This classification will not be changed even by the fact that members of opposition parties will go to the elections in several columns, some oppositionists will be proposed as non-party candidates, some will boycott the elections. The circumstance that competition between candidates considering themselves as belonging to the power is possible doesn’t play a great role. So the observers will be divided in accordance with the principle: we see only good/we see only bad.

The experience of the previous campaigns shows, that as a whole thousands of observers in the country supervise the elections. The most part is made of the observers from various public associations: the unions of veterans, women, mothers, the BRUY, representatives of labour associations. It is strange to see such numbers of observers from the organizations purposes of which have nothing in common either with election process or with the rights of voters. Till now there has been no information that such observers marked any violations in the course of election process. The materials about the results of their supervision prepared by such organizations have not been seen either. Their activity was seen only when it was necessary to refute the statements of other observers, making complaints of severely violations during the voting and calculation of voices. Therefore, their supervision does not provide possibility to receive trustworthy information about the course of election process.

The observers from oppositional candidates also participate in supervision. The opposition is practically deprived now from the possibility to affect somehow the election commissions and other participants of elections, both lawfully, and illegally (to bribe, intimidate, use an administrative resource, etc.). Frequently, not seeing the possibility to win elections (first of all, owing to unequal conditions with candidates from the power), the purpose of candidates’ participation from the incorporated opposition is namely the desire to prove to the Belarusians and the international community, that elections are not free and fair. If the candidate has some hopes to win the observers will aim at protecting the rights of their candidate – prevention of violations, their recording and appeal. Therefore, the data received from such observers are an important source of information about the elections, but hardly will the estimations of elections based on the information of one of the confronting parties be objective. 

Therefore, human rights defenders in the conditions of the Belarusian reality are compelled to be engaged in monitoring of election campaigns.

The international supervision carried out with the help of the OSCE, the CIS and other organizations, cannot replace the work of national observers. Because for an adequate estimation of campaign the knowledge of the current situation, of national and regional specific character, of the Belarusian legal system and other important factors is necessary. But taking into account the opinions of national supervision the international observers can receive a quite objective picture of the elections.

Therefore, the Belarusian-Helsinki Committee along with other human rights defenders who decided to join to this work will conduct objective and unbiased tracing of the course of election procedures, providing possibilities for maintaining the rights of all participants of the campaign – voters, politicians and active representatives from their headquarters. The reflection of what influence on elections the general atmosphere in the field of human rights in the light of which the election campaign is being conducted, including freedom of speech and the possibility of adequate functioning of mass-media, has is an important element of monitoring.

In this work (as, however, always) human rights defenders are very interested in close contact and cooperation with all organizations, participating in political processes actively.

It is impossible to conduct monitoring without close contact of human rights defenders with political parties and candidates’ headquarters. This is the possibility of getting and rechecking the operative information about the course of the elections, problems occurred and violations of participants’ rights, about giving of complaints and results of their consideration. In case of participants of election campaign rights violations human rights defenders will render the necessary assistance in their defending that cannot be considered as the form of support of these or other candidates at the elections.

Mass-media for us are both an information source, and the tool of disseminating information and analytical materials prepared by us.

The election campaign analysis cannot be full enough without regarding sociological researches carried out by the independent research centres.

While carrying out monitoring, human rights defenders are also focused on interaction with the power – both with the election commissions of all levels, and with other state bodies. It allows making our work objectively as much as possible, raising the level of transparency of the elections and strengthening voters’ trust in them. It also allows if necessary to eliminate problems occurred and restore the violated rights of participants of the elections. It is possible to suppose that the authorities also should be interested in contacts with human rights defenders, should hear us as we do not invent problems, we detect them. The power should see and resort them. Everyone has his functions. In order such constructive interaction becomes possible, the efforts of both sides are necessary. Human rights defenders many times have declared about their openness for such work. It is the power’s turn.

BOOKSHELF
Ya. Romanchuk. "In search of an economic miracle. Lessons for Belarus". – Minsk: The Center of Mizes, 2008, pp. 488.
The question why some countries are rich and others are poor has been worrying many economists, politicians, sociologists, cultural scientists and philosophers for a long time. Different explanations have been offered. On their basis "recipes of happiness" are being built for many developing and transformation countries which are trying to catch up with "the golden billion". Yaroslav Romanchuk, a well-known public man and an economist-liberal, made an attempt to summarize in his book "In search of an economic miracle" explanations of the rapid and prolonged economic growth and of the growing well-being in some countries from the point of view of the economic freedom theory.

Various data and arguments from the researches in the field of economic freedom are given in the first chapter "Eccentricity instead of miracle". American researchers, and Ya. Romanchuk together with them, prove that people live richer and better in the economically free countries (in respect to medical, ecological, social and other standards). Besides data of different researches are produced which prove that absence of a strict centralized state and presence of institutions and values protecting individual freedom and proprietary rights and stimulating progress development favored the rise of Europe and later – prosperity of the USA.

Very often rich countries want to help the poor ones being guided by wrong economic theories or ignoring nature of the man. There are data by famous American economist W. Easterly cited in the book, who by the example of the World Bank and other international organizations work demonstrated how one should not help Africa and other poor countries. Regardless of the obvious difference between Africa and Belarus, the given problem – how to provide poor countries with effective technical assistance from the direction of the rich ones – presents enormous practical interest. At that, argumentation offered in the book will allow to considerably extend the horizon in the field of economic theories directed at stimulation of the economic growth as well as in the area of real life practices.

An analysis of experience, mistakes and achievements of transitional economies occupies an important place in the book. Using the data of English researchers the author proves inefficiency and even harm of state investment frequently used as an instrument of economic policy in a transformation country. The author subjects to harsh criticism interventionalism, gradualism, the low quality of public management and business climate in many countries of Central and Eastern Europe and the CIS.

The low level of economic freedom in the world, monetary policy of the USA, crisis events of 2007-2008 let the author to adduce five signs of the coming great Global depression. Thoughts concerning the above mentioned matter – although not unquestionable and often emotional – will not leave the reader indifferent in any case, making him accept or do not accept the author's argumentation.

The second chapter is devoted to case study of different countries – to the individual stories of success and ascent, i.e. to the ways in which various countries, such as Germany, Ireland, China, Japan, the USA, Chile and New Zealand, made "the economic miracle". Comparison of the European, Asian, American and other experience with the Belarusian one leaves few chances for "the Belarusian tiger" in the field of stability and significance of its progress.

As a whole, the book contains a quite considerable analysis of the Belarusian economy. Ya. Romanchuk analyzes the quality and instruments of the economic policy of Belarus and offers his vision of system risks and challenges which its authorities face. Among the main problems and challenges the author mentions low competition ability, inadequate quality of business climate and public management, counting on heavy subsidies from Russia (in the realm of energy prices, access to the Russian market and other transfers, e.g., a Russian credit equaling $1.5 bln at the end of 2007), imbalance in foreign commerce and others.

In our opinion the book is of interest to the wide circle of readers – from professional economists to inquisitive people of technical bent. Systematization of English-speaking authors' researches, a great number of empirical examples and facts, biographies of the first American capitalists and Russian oligarchs, a lot of tables and comparisons make the book under consideration captivating and cognitive. It must be mentioned that numerous arguments and facts gathered by the author concerning advantages of high economic freedom in a country and disutility of state intervention are going to convince adequately-thinking readers, but for orthodox Marxists, perhaps. However, the book does not give any answer to the main question: how to make politicians and state officials introduce standards of high economic freedom in the country. On the other hand, the author did not pose such a problem for himself for the time being.

Elena Rakova, Ph. D
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� "Preved, Medved!" is a comic greeting which is used by internet users when they send messages to each other. Literally the phrase means "Hello, bear!" The author uses it because it is consonant to the last name of the new Russian president D. Medvedev






