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Dear readers!

We offer to your attention the next issue of the “IISEPS News” analytical bulletin presenting the materials, which reflect the most important findings of the IISEPS studies in the third quarter of 2008.

The parliamentary election campaign became the main social event of the third quarter. Numerous statements made publicly by the president with regard to the fact that the present elections were going to become the most democratic ones in history not only in Belarus, but in the whole world, in the long run, just as it was to be expected, turned out to be nothing else but trivial propaganda designed to appease the West and also for the sake of blackmailing Russia in a certain way with a view to obtain more acceptable conditions for hydrocarbons provision next year.
First of all, forming of district and divisional election committees was completed exactly the way it had been forecast. Only a handful of joint democratic forces representatives managed to get into them, and it meant that any control over the counting of votes was out of the question.
Although this time the authorities registered virtually all the candidates nominated by the opposition, none of them could compete with the “necessary” candidates in any way. A candidate brought from Minsk and little known to anybody at all in the region “won” with the disparity in votes 10 to 1. Even such a well-known opposition politician as head of the Belarusian Party of Communists S. Kalyakin got only 15.6% of votes according to the final protocol.
The elections had only one round, which is another Belarusian tradition. It did not matter how many candidates were registered at an electoral district, it did not matter how equal they were in their unpopularity among voters – one of them would always get more than a half of votes; and such a candidate could easily be defined beforehand if one would familiarize oneself with the competitor’s for a deputy mandate place of work.

As a result everybody lost: opposition – on account of the crushing “defeat”; the authorities – owing to the refusal of the West to recognize the results of such elections; electors – due to the absence of any chance to get a representative of their interests in the parliament; and the country as a whole did not move forward into the direction of social life democratization in the least.
Although the official results of the elections have been already announced, the results of the pre-election national opinion poll conducted in the first half of September can define the close to the real one state of the Belarusian public opinion. The results are presented in the bulletin in the rubric “Monitoring of the public opinion in Belarus” including in the context of the main socio-demographic groups of the population.
This time Olga Karach, a well-known public figure and leader of Vitebsk liberals, appears in our traditional rubric “Open Forum”. She scrutinizes the situation in Belarus and around it after the parliamentary elections which have taken place. Undoubtedly, her views differ in many respects from the conclusions of a number of politicians and analysts, which have been published recently. However, in our opinion, the analysis presented by her is valuable exactly due to the fact that it lets “dissidence” force its way through the attitude of mind dominating in the opposition environment and to deliver to the readers the diversity of the intellectual constituent of the whole palette of the Belarusian public opinion.
Another (annual!) book of the well-known Belarusian economists Leonid Zaiko and Yaroslav Romanchuk “Belarus at a split” published this summer is being reviewed in the “Bookshelf” rubric of this bulletin issue. In the opinion of the reviewer, candidate of the economic science Liudmila Gryaznova, this book is an appeal to a dialogue, to a public discussion of the economic reforms ideology, to a serious talk about the country, about where its economy is moving to and what to do next. Furthermore, the reviewer considers this book a constructive and correct challenge to the authorities, to the state economic science and economic policy.

All comments and feedbacks are as usual welcome!

IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In September of 2008, independent sociologists conducted a nation public opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed – 1 501 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.

SEPTEMBER  2008

About the "unexampled democratism" of the last elections

Another regular parliamentary election took place in Belarus. According to the official data of the Central Election Committee (the CEC) 75.3% of voters participated in the elections. However, a couple of days before the main voting A. Lukashenko, having referred to the data of sociologists, declared that 85% of the Belarusian population were ready to take part in the parliamentary elections. "It is a very substantial percentage. The bigger part of the people considers it their civic duty. Citizens of Belarus… have always demonstrated high turnout and discipline. I am sure this is going to be the case this time as well", – such was the short comment of the head of state.

We do not presume to find out where 10% of electors – and this is about 700 thousand people – have contrived to disappear during several days. It is more important for us to analyze reliability of the official data made public by the CEC. Data of Table 1 let us conduct such an analysis.
	Table 1.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you going to take part in voting at the parliamentary elections of 2008?", %

	Variant of answer
	06'08
	09'08

	
	
	All 

respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Do not trust A. Lukashenko

	Yes, I am
	53.0
	61.2
	81.1
	36.3

	No, I am not
	18.4
	14.9
	  4.4
	31.5

	I have not decided yet
	27.4
	23.5
	14.1
	32.0


During three months since the previous opinion poll the number of respondents who declared their intention to vote has increased by 8.2 percentage points and reached the level of 61.2%, considerable by any standards. At that one should also take into account a quite big share of those who have not made up their minds – 23.5%. Even if a half of them votes, we are going to get a figure close to the one announced by the CEC.

In any case, the attendance level should be recognized as quite high, especially if we take into consideration the fact that the matter concerns parliamentary elections, not presidential ones (earth shattering by definition). Moreover, it is necessary to remember that the state mass media have not been observed by pumping mobilization excitement this time. It is not accidental that A. Lukashenko, too, time and again announced that the course of the election campaign was calm.

The high level of attendance is inherited by the Belarusians from the Soviet past. It is a vivid confirmation of the social inertia preservation. A quite considerable difference in the electoral activity between those who trust and those who do not trust A. Lukashenko is to a certain extent explained by the mentioned above fact, as the share of elderly people in the first group is much higher.

At the parliamentary elections of 2004 the attendance was also high. In the course of the September opinion poll a question was asked, in particular, regarding participation of the respondents in the parliamentary elections of 2004. The question was answered in the affirmative by 63.6% of the respondents, and another 11% indicated they did not remember. If we take into consideration that natural renewal of the electorate has occurred in the course of four years, and today there are people among the polled who could not vote in 2004 owing to their age, than the turnover of 2004 should be recognized quite close to the present one.

However, there is a nuance. Percentage of attendance given by us is taken of the number of the polled, whereas the CEC uses percentage of the payroll. If we take into account that from 0.6 up to 1 mln of the Belarusians constantly work outside Belarus, than a simple arithmetic calculation shows that from 82% up to 90% of the grown-up population permanently living on the territory of the country took part in voting. Such percentage of attendance is usually registered by the Russian CEC in the national republics of Caucasia and Siberia!

It does not matter what nuances we might take into consideration or which correction factor we might introduce – the fact of high electoral activity is indisputable. Belarusian electors perform the ritual of voting, even assuming that their votes do not influence the elections output in any way. There were 45.7% of such electoral nihilists in September, and approximately the same number of their optimistically disposed opponents – 44.1%.

The main intrigue of the parliamentary elections of 2008 was the striving of the Belarusian authorities for obtaining the voting results acknowledgement by the West. The head of the Belarusian state personally headed the team of high rank propagandists. It is possible to compose a large brochure out of his numerous statements regarding democratism and transparency of the forthcoming elections; however, we are going to confine ourselves to a short utterance of his made in Borisov during a break between the events of the national holiday "Dozhynki": "These are elections of unexampled democratism; elections by the rules of the West".

Before we analyze the public opinion concerning unexampled democratism of the Belarusian elections, let us also quote A. Zimovsky, head of the Belarusian television and radio company: "To convince oneself that the moral choice is just it is necessary to come to Belarus, to look at people, to try to understand the nation. Perhaps, we are going to be told that we are not doing everything in the correct way from the point of view of the observers' personal experience, but nobody is going to argue that we are doing everything honestly and openly. Because it is clear for them, too: honesty and morality in politics are European – and Belarusian – principles".

Let us also "try to understand the nation". The forthcoming elections (at the point of the opinion poll conducting they were forthcoming for the respondents) were recognized as free and just only by approximately a half of the Belarusians (49.8%), and restricted and unjust – by 30.5%! For the rest 19.7% the given question turned out to be too complicated (!), and they found it difficult to answer.

It is also necessary to remember that the European principle of honesty and morality in politics, which A. Zimovsky was so convincingly talking about, is realized in Belarus in the atmosphere of fear. At that, if we turn to Table 2, the fear is quite stable and does not decrease after a number of years.

	Table 2.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What do you think about the readiness of people in Belarus to express their political views?", %

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

	Nobody is afraid
	18.4
	19.1
	20.6
	24.6
	21.2
	24.6

	Only some people are afraid
	17.5
	21.5
	22.2
	21.0
	26.5
	22.1

	Many people are afraid
	49.0
	40.7
	37.1
	33.6
	35.4
	39.1

	Everybody is afraid
	  9.2
	13.0
	13.5
	12.9
	11.4
	10.0


As another illustration of "unexampled democratism" of the Belarusian elections one should also regard answers to the question: "In your opinion, is real struggle among candidates going to take place at the forthcoming elections, or is it going to be just an imitation of this struggle and distribution of places in the House of Representatives is going to be defined by the authorities beforehand?" In this case, even if with a slight advantage (41.8 to 39.2), the victory was gained by those who suppose that places in the parliament were distributed by the authorities beforehand.

Data of Table 3 let us kind of separate the generalized trust/distrust into its constituent parts. In them, if one wishes to, it is possible to find a logical paradox: trust to the Central Election Committee is two times higher than to divisional and district election committees. As it is known, the results of voting are formed in particular at the level of the latter ones, and the CEC only sums them up. To all appearances, disposition of many Belarusians to treat the central authorities with deep respect once again becomes apparent in such answers.

	Table 3.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Whose information about the elections results do you trust most of all?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	Of the central election committee
	38.1

	Of international organizations observers
	26.1

	Of divisional and district election committees 
	19.8

	Of deputy candidates themselves
	14.1

	Of the opposition observers
	12.0

	Of the government and administration bodies observers
	11.0

	Of the court bodies observers
	  6.6

	DA
	19.0


The very fact of recognition of the election process imitating character does not turn Belarusian  voters  into  active fighters for the truth. 

Exactly one half of the respondents when answering the question "What would you do if you found out that the results of the elections had been faked-up?" said briefly and to the point: "Nothing". Other 26.7% would tell their acquaintances about the falsification. Respondents disposed more resolutely declared their readiness to support reference of the "loser" candidate in the court. There turned out to be 10.3% of such people. And only 7.5% of respondents would go out to a street protest action.

However, the last two answers should be regarded as declaration of intention rather than readiness to real actions. Absence of crowds made out of those who would like to support their candidates in front of the law-courts and in the city squares clearly confirms the given conclusion.

Speaking live on the ONT TV channel on September, 29 president's assistant V. Yanchevsky with reference to the last opinion poll conducted by the IISEPS reported to the audience that only 8.8% of electors had announced their readiness to vote for the leaders of the opposition parties. The chief ideologist of Belarus was not mistaken; he said the truth, however, not the whole truth which is confirmed by the data of Table 4.

	Table 4.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Imagine that at the deputy elections you have to choose one of the candidates listed below. Which of them would you vote for?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	A deputy of the present National Assembly
	16.9

	A director of a state enterprise 
	16.9

	A businessman who has a business of his own
	15.6

	A leader or an activist of a non-government organization
	12.9

	A leader of an opposition party (movement)
	  8.8

	None of them
	  9.7

	DA/NA
	19.2


In the course of the September opinion poll respondents were also offered to choose among supporters of A. Lukashenko, his opponents and other candidates. The votes spread in the following way: 43.5% – for supporters, 19.6% – for opponents and 21.9% – for other candidates. Another 15% found it difficult to answer. At that when respondents were answering the question: "In your opinion, who are the majority of electors going to vote for?" the ratio concerning the same three variants of answers shifted in favor of A. Lukashenko's supporters: 59.6, 10.6 and 9.4% respectively (20.4% found it difficult to answer).

Don't answers to two questions close in their essence contradict each other, or is the popularity of the opposition parties' leaders precisely twice as lower as the popularity of A. Lukashenko's abstract opponents?

We suppose that such a conclusion should be considered incorrect, as an expanded list of answer variants in the first question resulted in decrease in the share of affirmative answers concerning each variant. Besides, as a matter of principle, one should not compare close, as it would seem, questions quantitatively. A lot depends on the wording of a question. And respondents do not always understand the meaning of a question the same way as its authors. In the given case votes of A. Lukashenko's opponents simply spread among the leaders of opposition parties and heads of civil society organizations.

If we address ourselves to the recent past (the parliamentary elections of 2004), we will see that the outcome regarding support of A. Lukashenko's adherents and opponents turns out to be quite close to the present one (34.5% – for supporters, 10.6% – for opponents). In this case we should take into account the demographic shift, which was mentioned above, and also the considerable share of those who do not remember (19.1%) and those who found it difficult to answer (29.4%).

Talking about the parliamentary elections of 2008 we could not but mention the topic of boycott which was so wildly discussed in the opposition environment. In the course of the September opinion poll a question about the respondents' attitude to the boycott was asked. It was treated positively only by 8.8%, indifferently – 24.8%, negatively – 26.5%. However, the most numerous group was constituted by those who had not heard anything about the boycott – 38.9%. On the other hand, if we return to the first two columns of Table 1 it becomes clear that the idea of the parliamentary elections boycott was quite popular among voters in opposition to the authorities.

Poet V. Mayakovsky has a beautiful poetic line in which he tried to ascertain the cause-and-effect relation between the process of stars lightning and their public good. Let us remind it: "If stars are being lighted, than someone needs it". Reasoning by analogy, we would take the liberty of stating that if the Belarusians vote so actively at the parliamentary elections, than for some reason they need the parliament. Our assumption is based on the opinion of 65.3% of the Belarusians, who answered in the affirmative to the question: "In your opinion, does Belarus need the House of Representatives of the National Assembly (the parliament), or can the life in Belarus be organized by the president equally well?" Three times fewer citizens agreed to live in the country governed solely by the will of the president (21.4%). For the sake of comparison let us mention that in Russia according to the data of the "Levada-Center" the ratio of answers to a similar question turned out to be in favor of the parliament, though not so convincingly – 48% vs. 37%.

What do the Belarusians elect deputies of the higher legislative body for? Anyone who thinks that for working out and passing laws in the first place is mistaken. For the Belarusians a deputy is a protector of electors' interests; he is simply another authority which one can appeal to with a complaint on careless local officials (Tables 5-7). It should be mentioned that this point of view is equally supported by those who trust and by those who do not trust A. Lukashenko, which is seldom the case in Belarus.

	Table 5.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What, in your opinion, is the main duty of a deputy of the parliament?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	To protect the interests of the electors of his constituency
	55.5

	To elaborate and pass laws
	16.3

	To execute orders of the president
	12.4

	To elaborate and conduct state policy on his own
	  9.9

	Other
	  0.1

	DA/NA
	  5.8


	Table 6.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What do you expect from the new membership of the House of Representatives?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	A better life for me and my family
	43.8

	Increase in salaries and pensions
	33.6

	Increase in social security and stability
	22.5

	Increase in opportunities for democracy and personal self-expression
	7.5

	Improvement of relations with the West
	5.1

	Representatives of the opposition will get to the House of Representatives
	3.9

	I expect nothing
	25.4

	DA
	2.5


	Table 7.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the problems listed below is crucial for you when you choose a candidate to vote for?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	Increase in the living standard
	73.2

	Health protection
	33.6

	Rise in prices
	25.4

	Creation of jobs
	25.3

	Payment of pensions
	25.0

	Democracy and independence of Belarus
	19.5

	Education
	12.2

	Relations with Europe
	11.2

	Relations with Russia
	10.0

	Corruption
	  7.4

	Delinquency
	  5.5

	Religious freedom 
	  1.2


An impression is formed that respondents answering the questions of the last three tables were concerned exclusively with their everyday life, and their life is restricted to the circle of common problems: salaries, pensions etc. The bond of this circle with laws is unobvious for many people. When actions and their consequences are dispersed in time, it is not so easy to catch the cause-and-effect relation, and the  logic of those who are concerned only with their everyday life turns out to be power less in this case. That is why they vote with enviable permanency for the politicians who promise to place the plants in operation "here and now".
As it is known, electors are not inclined to minutely familiarize themselves with programs of candidates. Such political carelessness is quite explicable if one is guided by the above mentioned logic. However, presence of a program is undoubtedly an advantage for any contender for the deputy chair. The main thing that electors should know about the program is that the candidate has it.

As it follows from Table 8 by no means every deputy contender managed to persuade his electors that he possessed a program. It seems that candidates supporting the authorities were able to do it better. However, the registered difference is most likely explained by the political structure of the Belarusian society rather than by agitational abilities of candidates. The explanation is quite simple: there are more of the authorities supporters in the Belarusian society; hence the ability of candidates supporting the authorities to elaborate programs is estimated higher.

	Table 8.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, do deputy candidates have real programs for life improvement in the country?", %

	Variant of answer
	Yes, they do
	No, they do not
	DA/NA

	Candidates supporting the authorities
	56.4
	24.7
	18.9

	Opposition candidates
	40.6
	34.5
	24.9


The world view of those who are primarily concerned with their everyday life can serve us a certain frame for understanding the answers to the question: "Does the work of the House of Representatives of the National Assembly of the Republic of Belarus influence your life or the life of your family?" 49.1% of respondents confidently declared: "Yes, it does", and 37.1% – "No, it does not", which is quite a lot, isn't it? 

The question: "In your opinion, is the House of Representatives, which is to be elected at the impending elections going to reflect the interests of the society?" brought approximately the same ratio of affirmative and negative answers ("I think, yes" – 47.8% and "I think, no" – 34.8%). At that, which is quite natural, among optimists who are sure that deputies are going to represent their interests, there turned out to be almost two times more of those who trust A. Lukashenko than of those who do not trust him (61.7% vs. 33.1%).

Concluding the elections topic let us dwell on the informational provision of the electoral process. Data of Table 9 let us state that considerable reformatting of the country's informational space has occurred during the last four years. A. Lukashenko repeatedly spoke about infringements he had to commit in order to satisfy the demands of the West. Apparently he meant the second demonstration of the deputy candidates' appearance on the state TV channels. The last opinion poll just registered more than twofold increase in the TV constituent (+17.3 percentage points). The main surprise, however, waits for us at comparing the contribution of such agitation component as pre-election leaflets, posters and bills in the streets – all the things the Belarusian opposition was traditionally strong at. To all appearances in the course of the last election campaign its main energy was spent on sorting out relationship inside the joint democratic forces regarding the boycott of the elections.

	Table 9.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "From what sources do you get the information about candidates and their programs?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	11'04
	09'08

	From television broadcasts
	14.7
	32.0

	From the state press
	  26.5*
	20.4

	From radio broadcasts
	  9.7
	15.1

	From colleagues at work, acquaintances, neighbors 
	15.5
	14.5

	From pre-election leaflets, posters and bills in the streets
	51.7
	27.5

	From the Internet
	  –**
	  7.4

	From the non-governmental press
	 –*
	  6.6

	From meetings with candidates and persons empowered to act for them
	11.8
	  6.2

	From managers at work
	  3.7
	  3.2

	I have no information about candidates
	15.3
	27.3

	* In the opinion poll of 2004 the press was not divided into state and non-governmental

** The given variant of answer was not offered


The imitating essence of the Belarusian parliament is the result of the "marriage of convenience" between the authoritarian power and the part of the Belarusian society which should be placed among the audience rather than among the nation or the electorate. The authoritarian power made a social contract exactly with the audience having offered stability in exchange for unconditional support. In the world of political imitations politicians, whom deputies of the parliament should also be attributed to, adjust their actions to the guiding instructions of the higher superiors rather than to the interests of the electors. That is why end of the electoral process also means end of the active stage of politicians' and electors' interaction. Ahead of the newly-elected deputies is…public service.

Where is the hand of the social barometer pointing at?

The hand of the barometer registering self-sensation of the Belarusian society slowly but persistently is bending to the point "clear". The shock caused by the rise in prices at the end of 2007 judging by the answers to the question "In what way has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?" is finally overcome (Table 10). Not in the last place such overcoming is connected with the ability of the society to adapt itself to the changed conditions. For the majority of the Belarusians adaptation is the basic social strategy. They are used to answering to the outside changes in a reactive manner not even trying to engage in search for active life alternatives.

	Table 10.

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

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

	It has improved
	23.4
	21.3
	16.6
	10.8
	15.7
	15.6
	17.4

	It has not changed
	63.0
	61.0
	67.1
	55.3
	57.6
	62.2
	59.0

	It has become worse
	11.1
	16.8
	15.6
	32.4
	25.0
	21.8
	21.9

	DA/NA
	  2.5
	  0.9
	  0.7
	  1.5
	  1.7
	  0.4
	  1.7


However, for the sake of objectivity one should mention that a certain progress in economy began to show in the second part of the year. First of all, inflation decreased considerably. In August according to the data of the Ministry of statistics and analysis prices grew only 0.2%; although for eight months their growth turned out to be impressive – 8.3% (the annual inflation rate for 2008 was planned within the bounds of 6-8%). Secondly, one should not forget about the parliamentary elections. By the existing tradition it is customary in Belarus to celebrate the festival of the nation-wide voting by salaries growth and, most important, by pension’s growth. Let us quote the official data: the real gross payroll (salaries, calculated taking into consideration the growth of consumer prices for goods and services) from January to July of 2008 in comparison with the period from January to July of 2007 grew by 8.4%. At that attention should be paid to the following: in July in comparison with June salaries increased by 2.7%. As for the pensioners, the main electoral supporters of the authorities, the rate of pension’s growth turned out to be still higher: in August of 2008 in comparison with August of 2007 it increased by 19.6%, and in comparison with July – by 11.3%.

To confirm the contribution of the pensioners in positive dynamics registered in Table 10, let us analyze the results of the last two opinion polls, and for this purpose let us "distribute" the overall indices according to the gender and age (Table 11).

	Table 11.

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

	Characteristics
	It has improved
	It has not changed
	It has become worse

	
	06'08
	09'08
	06'08
	09'08
	06'08
	09'08

	Gender:

	Male
	16.1
	14.5
	61.5
	60.3
	21.9
	23.5

	Female
	15.2
	19.8
	62.8
	58.2
	21.8
	20.5

	Age:

	18-29 years old
	17.7
	16.9
	58.7
	55.4
	23.4
	26.8

	30-39 years old
	19.7
	12.0
	58.5
	53.0
	18.9
	32.3

	40-49 years old
	12.2
	10.7
	63.5
	63.4
	21.0
	24.5

	50-59 years old
	11.2
	17.8
	60.3
	64.4
	16.2
	17.3

	60 years old and older
	11.1
	26.6
	67.9
	61.0
	20.1
	  9.8


As it can be seen, if in June men and women perceived changes in their financial position virtually in an equal manner what would seem to be quite natural, than in September the Belarusian economy obviously infringed the principle of gender equality. The reason for it becomes clear if we compare changes that have occurred in age groups.

Respondents of two older age groups felt improvement of their financial position (women in Belarus retire on a pension at the age of 55, that is why in the age group from 50 up to 59 years of age the share of pensioners is quite high), while in the most economically active age group (from 30 up to 39 years of age) on the contrary the share of those who registered worsening of their financial position has considerably grown. In addition, if we take into account the fact that women live on average 12.5 years longer than men in Belarus, gender stratification of perception of changes in financial position becomes clear.

The same factor also told upon the answers to the question of Table 10 depending on the level of education. Whereas among the respondents with primary education (and these are mainly pensioners) the share of those who had registered improvement of their financial position increased 12.6 percentage points, among the respondents with higher education it on the contrary decreased 6.1 percentage points. Thus we can once again state that ponderable role, which a social contract "singed" between the authorities and the citizens of the pension age plays in the "Belarusian economic model".

Dynamics registered in Table 10 are not accidental. They confirm the general tendency which developed in Belarus in 2008. In support of the given statement let us quote two more trends traditional for the IISEPS researches. As it follows from Tables 12-13 the peak level of 2006, the most successful for the Belarusians, has not been reached yet in the positive variants of the answers; however, the general tendency of the social barometer hand movement to the "clear" point is drawing up quite convincingly.

	Table 12.

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

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

	It is going to improve
	46.0
	25.6
	22.8
	22.5
	23.2
	29.8
	31.4
	34.0

	It is not going to change
	35.8
	35.0
	42.2
	40.6
	37.6
	37.1
	40.9
	40.8

	It is going to become worse
	11.0
	30.6
	26.7
	29.3
	28.5
	26.0
	21.8
	18.2

	DA/NA
	  7.2
	  8.8
	  8.3
	  7.6
	10.7
	  7.1
	  5.9
	  7.0


	Table 13.

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

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

	In the right direction
	56.9
	55.7
	50.2
	41.2
	50.2
	48.3
	53.4

	In the wrong direction
	31.0
	29.0
	34.2
	39.3
	34.5
	37.5
	30.0

	DA/NA
	12.1
	15.3
	15.6
	19.6
	15.3
	14.2
	16.6


Answers to the question: "To what extent are you satisfied with the present living conditions in Belarus?" should be regarded as a logical result of the registered changes. The share of those who are completely satisfied turned out to be quite high – 15.6%. If we add to it the share of those who are more likely satisfied than unsatisfied (and this makes 40.1%) than it turns out that the absolute majority of the citizens – 55.7% – are satisfied with the living conditions in the country to this or that extent. The share of those who are not satisfied, taking into consideration 2.9% of those who found it difficult to answer, makes up 41.1% (completely unsatisfied are 10.3%, and more likely unsatisfied than satisfied are 31.1%).

Everything mentioned above should be regarded as the social background against which another election campaign expanded. It is obvious, that in the presence of such "arithmetic" the Belarusian authorities were not supposed to experience any serious inner problems for obtaining another "elegant" electoral victory.

There is nothing surprising in the fact that the share of the Belarusians declaring their readiness to take part in protest actions has decreased by autumn (Table 14). Let us remind that the matter in particular concerns the declared readiness – "Feeble and scattered discontent" (an expression of Yu. Levada, a Russian sociologist) does not directly transform to political actions. One should remember that social feelings which dictate many respondents the choice of "negative" variants of answers and feelings able to turn into actions are, as they say it in Odessa, "two big differences". And these differences by no means come to the depth of the feelings.

	Table 14.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If protest actions against worsening of the economic position take place in your town (district) are you ready to take part in them?", %

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

	Yes
	23.0
	18.1
	17.4
	17.9
	15.7

	No
	66.8
	72.1
	72.7
	72.4
	76.6

	DA/NA
	10.2
	  9.8
	  9.9
	  9.7
	  7.7


Strictly speaking, the authorities in their time made the social contract mentioned above not with the society, but with individuals ("social egoists"), who at the same time strive for realization of their egoism in the sphere of material consumption, rather than in the sphere of political freedoms. The economic growth of the last years contributed to a considerable strengthening of the given contract; at that both sides are interested in its constant prolongation.
The result of such prolongation in the first place becomes apparent in de-politicization and fragmentation of the society which is constantly being registered in the course of opinion polls conducting.

For the sake of supporting everything mentioned above let us cite sociologist B. Dubin: "An adaptable society could only be a fragmenting one. It is constantly braking to pieces, because the resources – which kind of belong to the first person, and this is also a part of the power structure – are limited; and the population believes that in such a situation it is not necessary to unite, but rather to separate as it is easier to survive on one’s own, separately...”

The data of Table 15 let us specify the main clauses of the "social contract", the essence of which could also be viewed as an exchange of stability engrafted by the authorities for the political loyalty of "social egoists". In the right-hand column the data for Russia are given for sake of comparison ("Levada-Center", 2007).

	Table 15.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What does the concept "stability in the country" mean for you in the first place? ", % (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	Belarus
	Russia

	A possibility to live decently on my salary or pension
	73.1
	53

	Overcoming of inflation and rise in prices 
	40.6
	46

	Increase in production
	22.7
	38

	Increase in Belarus international authority
	17.3
	 10*

	Curb of criminality
	16.7
	19

	Stability of the government
	16.3
	18

	Absence of contrast between the life of the rich and the poor
	15.0
	29

	Rebirth of cultural wealth
	14.1
	14

	A possibility to freely express one’s opinion
	11.3
	  –**

	A possibility to freely choose work and place of residence
	10.2
	  –**

	Other
	  0.4
	  1

	DA/NA
	  3.8
	  2

	* Rebirth of dignity and glory of Russia
** The given variant of answer was not offered


The variant of answer "A possibility to live decently on my salary or pension" found itself on the first line hors concourse. The second position of the variant "Overcoming of inflation and rise in prices" does not surprise us either: it is impossible to live decently on a salary or pension under the conditions of a considerable rise in prices. The Belarusians know about it not from reasoning of analysts, but from their own experience of the 90s of the previous century. However, only 10-11% of the respondents consider it a necessary condition to include into "the social contract" such notions as "freedom to express one's opinion" and "freedom to choose work and place of residence"!

The difference of the first variant contribution into stability maintenance by the Belarusians and the Russians made up 20 percentage points. Apparently, it was entailed by the uncertainty of the Belarusians on account of their future under the circumstances of the constant rise in prices for energy carriers. This problem is not so relevant for the Russians due to some understandable reasons. They have their own "mindset" connected with the huge stratification of the population according to their incomings (see the variant "Absence of contrast between the life of the rich and the poor").

The price of the Russian gas for Belarus for 2009 has not been defined yet. The haggling is going on, but it does not attract attention of "the social egoists". They live on the principle of "here and now", and in Belarus salaries and pensions are increasing "here and now", hence the social contract signed in 1994 is being implemented.

About symbolic and pragmatic power

Changes for the better in public attitude of mind registered in the course of the September opinion poll are also confirmed in the answers to the question: "Do you agree that a strong leader can do more for the country today than good laws?" A strong leader is in a sense an antirecessionary manager that is why the need for him is reduced under the conditions of social stability. A year ago 54.6% of respondents answered the cited question in the affirmative, today – 47.4%, and the ratio of those who agree to those who do not agree decreased from 1.5 percentage points to 1.1 during the year. If it continues like that than the number of adherents of a law-governed state in Belarus will soon exceed the number of authoritarianism supporters. However, one should not hasten with fundamental conclusions regarding the mentioned above: any slowing down in the rate of growth of the population's income, to say nothing about its real decrease, is going to turn the registered tendency back.

Interchange of black and white stripes occurs in the life of any society at regular intervals, and each color has its heroes. Under the circumstances of personalistic authoritarian political regimes, when making of all important decisions is assigned to one person, it would seem that when a black stripe begins the search of an answer to the question "Whose fault it is?" should not present any difficulties. In practice, however, the mentioned conclusion often does not prove to be true.

In the opinion of 54.6% of respondents salaries and pensions in Belarus grow thanks to the personal efforts of one person – the head of state (Table 16). Contribution of other subjects of power and business, and these are hundreds of thousands of people, is considerably smaller.

	Table 16.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, should be given the main credit of salaries, pensions and benefits increase?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	The president
	54.6

	The government
	30.9

	Directors of state-owned enterprises 
	11.9

	Local authorities
	  6.5

	Belarusian businessmen
	  5.6

	Russia
	  2.7

	Western businessmen 
	  0.7

	Other
	  2.5

	DA
	10.6


However, the government in particular is appointed responsible for economic negative (rise in prices) by the public opinion in Belarus. As the saying goes: to each – his own! The president in authoritarian societies is entrusted with a symbolic function in the first place. The president is not only a symbol of the nation. He is also the symbol of Good and Light. Let us illustrate the mentioned thought with a quotation borrowed from the deputy head of the presidential administration academician A. Rubinov: "All this (progress in economic, political and social spheres) became possible thanks to the unique personality of the president of the country, who managed to unite around himself the overwhelming part of the society, showed simple and clear ways of our development. Having himself come out from the heart of the people, having taken in their needs and hopes our president builds his policy proceeding from the earth, the life and not from any theoretical patterns and abstract logical constructions. This exactly guards us against extremes, against temptations of quick and radical decisions, against fast-ripening reforms providing thereby for evolutionary, advancing development of the society without shock and upheavals".

The government is assigned a purely pragmatic function near such a symbolic personality that is why in case of the presidential course failure it plays the part of "a whipping boy". Please, pay attention to the following: "responsibility ratings" by all the subjects listed in Table 17 turned out to be higher than "accomplishments ratings" given in Table 16 except for one thing, though – responsibility of the president has decreased.

Let us repeat it once again: the president is a symbolic figure in the opinion of the population; and perception of symbols by the population happens according to the laws of social mythology – the empiric experience is secondary here. That does not mean that the president is completely exempt from responsibility. The second line which he occupies in Table 17 is a vivid confirmation of it. However, his responsibility in many respects finds itself in the symbolic field; hence he possesses great potential to appoint concrete people at fault in case of need. Of course, there is a limit to everything, and under the circumstances of a deep systematic crisis the rating of a symbol leader may collapse, what was observed in the course of Gorbachev perestroika.

	Table 17.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, should be made responsible for the rise in prices in the first place?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	The government
	58.1

	The president
	47.9

	Local authorities
	16.1

	Directors of state enterprises
	16.0

	Russia
	14.0

	Belarusian businessmen
	10.5

	Western businessmen
	  5.8

	Other
	  1.0

	DA
	  5.2


Bifurcation of the power into symbolic and pragmatic ones is historically secured in the well-known formula: "A good tsar – bad boyars". The majority of the Belarusians pin all their hopes on the figure of "a good tsar" up to the present time. They are sure that there is nobody else to hope for. From this follows non-alternativeness of the leader. All other representatives of power are traditionally regarded from the negative point of view. In the opinion of the population they are heartless officials and corrupt bureaucrats from whom "a good tsar" is called upon to protect them.

In the present context the part of "the bad boyars" is played by external factors in increasing frequency, as superfluous activity of "the good tsar" in searching for the guilty ones amidst his own team might negatively tell on the internal stability. Considerable media resources are used to "form" such factors. The data given in Table 18 testify to their effectiveness.

	Table 18.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, what is rise in prices for foodstuff connected with in the first place?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	With rise in prices for fuel, electric power and so on
	65.9

	With rise in prices for foodstuff in the world
	53.0

	With sluggishness of state officials
	21.7

	With the striving of home producers and second-hand dealers to make a profit out of speculative demand 
	20.5

	Other
	  9.8

	DA
	  6.7


According to sociologist L. Sedov, "Just as Minerva was borne from the head of Jupiter, leaders  are borne from the millions heads of people". This mass delivery is caused by the need of people for a strong power personified in a strong leader. However, in practice the strong power begotten by such mass demand shows its worth in the ability of self-retention rather than in economic effectiveness. It is realized in control and not in economic output. It easily and quickly deals with its political opponents, and then for years unsuccessfully fights against corruption, stealing and another "bouquet" of social vices generated by it.

Repressiveness of such power is selective. The majority of the common people in Belarus do not sense it. For them a symbolic leader is in the first place an attentive "father". The charge for his care is in essence minimal – you only have to keep as far as possible from the politics and do not ask unnecessary questions aloud.

Success of the reforms which did not start

In autumn of the previous year the Belarusian authorities began reforming the economy under the pressure of the reality which had taken shape by that time. A year passed, and in September such authoritative international organizations as the World Bank and the International Financial Corporation published a regular report "Conduct of business 2009". There is direct evidence of progress: Belarus has entered the group of four main countries-reformers in the normative legal field, and as far as the rating in the sphere of rules of business conducting simplification is concerned the country has risen from the 115th to the 85th place.

Inspired by the achieved result prime minister of Belarus S. Sidorsky publicly assured representatives of the Belarusian business community that the work on creating favorable business climate in the country was going to be continued. However, the public opinion, regarding the reformative potential of the Belarusian authorities, as usual divided into two opposite camps (Table 19).

	Table 19.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, market reforms in Belarus…", %

	Variant of answer
	All 

population
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Do not trust A. Lukashenko

	Are successfully accomplished
	  4.7
	  8.4
	  1.0

	Are successfully developing
	29.8
	48.1
	  6.9

	Have been hampered
	24.7
	  7.9
	10.6

	Have ended in failure
	  8.5
	  2.4
	19.8

	Have never seriously begun
	15.7
	  6.7
	29.1

	DA/NA
	16.6
	18.0
	10.2


One can clearly see that the difference in assessments among the respondents who trust and those who do not trust A. Lukashenko is considerable. In the opinion of the former, market reforms are successfully developing if not accomplished. In the opinion of the latter they have ended in failure or have not even begun yet. One should pay attention to the high share of those who found it difficult to answer among the respondents trusting A. Lukashenko. This situation is quite typical of opinion polls when respondents do not really see any positive results in the activity of their political idol, and at the same time they do not venture to express any critical remarks about him.

Estimating the achieved output of the market reforms in different ways, the Belarusians, nevertheless, do not reject the very fact of changes in the economy. When answering the question: "If you think that some changes have lately occurred in the economy of the country, than what kind of changes has there been more?" 20.7% of respondents suppose there have been more of favorable changes, 39.3% – both kinds of changes equally. The share of economic skeptics who had registered merely unfavorable changes made up 24.4%. Only 9.1% noticed no changes at all, and just 6.5% of respondents found it difficult to answer.

Thus, it is possible to ascertain that the word-combination "market reforms" has stopped being a bugaboo in Belarus; moreover it is filling with some sacral sense before our very eyes ranking with such historic analogues as "maize", "peat pots", "checkrow"', "uninterrupted pouring of steel"' and so on. Such sacralization once again reminds us that under the conditions of authoritarian political regime deviation of reality from what is desired does not lead to adjustment of the course, but on the contrary – to correction of the reality, to put it more precisely – to correction of its perception by the supporters of the regime.

Data of Table 20 show a quite unexpected growth in the number of economic changes supporters. Naturally, the share of them is considerably higher among those who do not trust the head of the Belarusian state; however, among those who trust him it is also substantial. At least in September it turned out to be 4.2 percentage points higher than among all the polled in June of 2006. On the peak of mobilization euphoria connected with the presidential elections craving for changes was not so visible in the society. Unfortunately, the very fact of increase in the need for changes registered in the course of answering the question of Table 20 does not tell us anything about the character of the desired changes yet. The experience of long-term sociological researches suggests that vectors of these changes are most likely going to be quite far from parallelism.

	Table 20.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you like such changes to happen?", %

	Variant of answer
	All population (06'06)
	All population

(09'08)
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	Yes
	38.9
	52.2
	43.1
	71.0

	No
	29.4
	15.6
	22.8
	  5.6

	I do not care
	16.6
	14.7
	15.5
	11.2

	DA/NA
	15.1
	17.5
	18.6
	12.2


Longing for changes the Belarusians at the same time do not really believe in them. In September answering the question "In your opinion, are fundamental changes possible in home and foreign policy of Belarus in the next five years?" a little bit fewer than a third of the respondents (31.8%) answered that they were possible, 46.6% – unlikely, and another 15.2% – impossible. It is interesting to note that in June, 2006 answers to the mentioned question virtually did not differ in any way.

It is not difficult to guess that those respondents who trust A. Lukashenko believe in changes in the first place. They "beat" their political opponents with 41.7 to 16.0. Data of Table 21 let us assess the main subjects of the forthcoming changes.

	Table 21.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you consider that such changes are possible, who, in your opinion, is going to trigger them?", % (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	06'06
	09'08

	Belarusian authorities
	25.6
	32.7

	Belarusian people
	19.2
	23.6

	Belarusian opposition
	11.4
	  9.8

	The West
	13.9
	  8.1

	Russia
	11.1
	  6.3

	DA/NA
	15.0
	12.0


The authorities, as it was to be expected, found themselves in the first place. The respondents also highly estimated subjective potential of the nation.  However,  it is more likely an echo of the Soviet heritage when according to the official propaganda the nation was walking "as a master" over the country, and everything that was being done in the country was being done for the sake of the nation and on behalf of it. At the same time the ability of the opposition to act as an alternative subject of changes, as well as of outside forces (the West and Russia), was assessed by the Belarusians extremely moderately. It is interesting to note that from the point of view of the public opinion the authorities and the people gained and the opposition, the West and Russia noticeably lost their ability to initiate changes. The registered dynamics directed oppositely apparently testify to the further strengthening of the authoritarian power in Belarus.

What in the opinion of the Belarusians serves as the main obstacle on the way of the economic development of the country? According to the respondents it is still the same subject they pin their primary hopes for changes on, i.e. the authorities. The first five lines in Table 22 were with confidence occupied by the variants of answer directly connected with the authorities and the bodies of government. The respondents put "people" only on the sixth and the eighth lines having marked their inability to work and lack of initiative.

	Table 22.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is now the main obstacle on the way of the economic development of the country?", % (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	Belarus
	Russia

	Corruption, plundering of the state resources and property
	38.0
	43

	Absence of a thought-out program of reform conducting
	25.2
	18

	Non-execution of the passed laws and decrees at the local level
	24.3
	28

	Resistance of officials and bureaucracy
	22.4
	29

	Economic incompetence of the present authorities
	18.6
	17

	People themselves, they forgot how to work
	17.0
	20

	Weakness of the authorities
	15.6
	25

	Lack of enterprising, pushing people
	12.6
	12

	Opposition
	  3.6
	  –*

	I do not see any special obstacles
	13.6
	13

	DA
	  6.2
	  3

	* The given variant of answer was not offered


On the other hand, the opposition found itself at the very end of the list. However, should party leaders enter the fact in the register of their advantages? A lot of doubts are cast upon it. More likely it indicates the opposition non-participation in the processes which are taking place in Belarus.

 Once again quite close answers of the Belarusians and the Russians ("Levada-Center", 2007) surprise us, although there are easily explainable distinctions. Thus, the Russians more rarely reproach their authorities with the absence of a reform program. Against the background of strong propaganda brainwashing concerning "Putin's Plan" such difference amounting to 7 percentage points should not surprise too much. And what does it matter, if the substance of the given plan still remains a mystery for the Russian society ("Only Putin knows Putin's Plan", – S. Mironov, chairman of the Federation Soviet of the Russian Federation)? The main thing is that the plan exists. Almost 10 points more often the Russians mention weakness of the authorities. And in this case, too, one should not be surprised. Possessing such a vast territory and inner differentiation it is not an easy task to get rid of the notorious principle "We have an enormous country, but there is no order in it".

Presence or absence of a belief in reforms (present or future) in itself does  not  mean understanding of what is going on. As it follows from the data of Table 23 67.9% of the Belarusians by their own admission have a quite vague or no idea at all about what is going on. At first glance those who trust the head of state look more sophisticated, however, one should not be in a hurry with such a conclusion. It is necessary to remember that among supporters of A. Lukashenko predominate, first of all, elderly people and secondly, people with a rather low level of education. An analysis confirms this conclusion: among the respondents up to 30 years of age only 18.4% have a clear idea about the direction of Belarus development and about the aims of the governing body, and among those who are over 60 – 39.9%; among those who have primary education – 33.0%, and among possessors of university diplomas – 26.7%. As a result of such enlightenment women leave men behind by the level of political literacy (30.2% vs. 23.3%)!
	Table 23.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you have any idea what direction Belarus is moving in and what is made its aim by the governing body of the country?", %

	Variant of answer
	Russia
	Belarus

	
	
	All 

population
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	A clear idea
	23
	27.1
	41.1
	12.2

	A vague idea
	40
	41.0
	35.2
	44.7

	No idea
	21
	26.9
	18.1
	40.7

	Things are let develop as they might
	  8
	  –*
	  –
	  –

	DA/NA
	  9
	  5.0
	  5.6
	  2.4

	* The given variant of answer was not offered


Summing up it should be mentioned that the attitude of the society to the reformatory efforts of the authorities is ambivalent. This ambivalence, in its turn, is entailed by the ambivalent nature of mutual relations between the society and the authoritarian power. On the one hand, the population for the most part feels its complete dependence from the "vertical" of power. From this follows the view on an official as on a bribe taker and a bureaucrat strange to the interests of "common people" (which corresponds with the reality in many respects). On the other hand, there is complete dependence of the population on the authorities. Such dependence does not assist in thoughtful attitude towards what is going on. It requires faith into a wise and almighty leader. One can sleep more soundly and work more calmly with such faith. It is not only clear, how successfully.

The woman's constituent of a rating

The shift of the social barometer hand in the direction of the point "clear" stimulated by the growth of salaries and pensions at once reflected on the growth of the head's of state ratings (trust and electoral ones) (Tables 24-25). In the circumstance  of purposeful maintenance of political non-alternativeness it could not possibly be otherwise. However, to  all ap-pearances the first person does not have any special reason for joy due to the presence of the given cause-and-effect relation, since the person, in spite of his rank, consequently turns into a trite hostage of economic indexes. Naturally, in this case there is no room for love, to say nothing about a great and blessed one. A hostage is a hostage in Belarus as well; and the society builds up its relation with him on the pure estimate of expenses and gains.

	Table 24.

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

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

	For A. Lukashenko
	60.3
	48.0
	44.9
	39.9
	42.5
	38.9
	42.5


	Table 25.

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

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

	Yes, I do
	60.3
	55.4
	56.9
	50.9
	47.3
	47.3
	51.9

	No, I do not
	26.0
	28.5
	32.7
	35.5
	38.0
	39.5
	32.1

	DA/NA
	13.7
	16.1
	10.4
	13.6
	14.7
	13.2
	16.0


Which social groups of the Belarusian population contributed most into the growth of A. Lukashenko's ratings (the matter in the first place concerns the trust rating)? It is not difficult to guess that the principle "investor" should be looked for among pensioners. As it is known, in Belarus their backbone consists of women, and besides many of them do not possess high educational level.

The data of Table 26 convincingly confirm the given simple conclusion. If for the last three months the level of trust among men has decreased, even if insignificantly, than among women it has grown by 10.2 percentage points, which happened quite seldom in the past for such a short period of time.

	Table 26.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you trust the president of Belarus?", depending on the gender of the respondents, %

	Gender
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	
	06'08
	09'08
	06'08
	09'08

	Male
	44.7
	42.4
	43.4
	40.7

	Female
	49.6
	59.8
	36.2
	25.0


The growth of the support level of the head of state also led to the increase in positive estimations of his activities, which is by no means always the case. Thus answering the question "Some people think that during the years of A. Lukashenko's government power and arbitrariness of state officials in Belarus have decreased, and others think that on the contrary they have grown. And what is your opinion?" the share of respondents who have registered decrease of bureaucrats' arbitrariness for the last year grew, though not fundamentally (Table 27). The given assessments are in many respects subjective and are determined by the economic background not in the last place. Pay attention to the difference in assessments in 2002 and 2006. In the first case under the conditions of considerable slowing down in the income growth the citizens all of a sudden felt strengthening of bureaucrats’ arbitrariness. However, as soon as income renewed its growth, than state officials unexpectedly became more attentive and sympathetic to the needs of common people.

	Table 27.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Some people think that during the years of A. Lukashenko's government power and arbitrariness of state officials in Belarus have decreased, and others think that on the contrary they have grown. And what is your opinion?", %

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

	They have decreased
	33.2
	49.0
	45.7
	48.8

	They have grown
	43.2
	36.9
	39.0
	37.0

	DA/NA
	23.6
	14.1
	15.3
	14.2


It is customary in political science to separate support of the authorities on the part of the society into its constituent parts. In our case routine support, which in many respects was obtained by the Belarusians as legacy from the Soviet past, is very important. This is exactly the kind of support that elderly people and other socio-peripheral groups possessing the minimal personal resources render their idol. Except for the state they do not have any other sources to solve their personal problems. That is why they are so sensitive to the slight-est changes towards increase as well as decrease of their incoming. They are not able to critically interpret these changes, but they rather easily extend their mood to state bodies and, in the first place, to the head of state.

Politicized mercy

In August political prisoners such as former presidential contender A. Kozulin, youth activist A. Kim and businessman S. Parsukevich were unexpectedly released from the Belarusian jails. Their discharge was preceded by numerous efforts on the part of the West. As an example let us remind that exactly the refusal of A. Lukashenko to release prisoners of conscience led to the "diplomatic war" between Belarus and the USA. 

The subject of political prisoners' release was one of the most important ones for the non-governmental mass media during the whole period of their custody. Due to some understandable reasons state mass media simply did not notice the problem; that is why it is not surprising that in the split up Belarusian society opinions of the respondents regarding the reasons for A. Kozulin's discharge were divided (Table 28).

	Table 28.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What, in your opinion, has called forth the recent decision of the authorities to release from custody Alexander Kozulin, the former presidential contender, ahead of time?", (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	It is an act of mercy
	33.2

	The authorities yielded to the pressure of the West
	18.2

	The authorities demonstrated to Russia their readiness to collaborate with the West
	15.2

	The authorities yielded to the pressure of the opposition
	12.7

	Other
	  1.7

	DA
	22.2


A high share of the respondents who found it difficult to answer pays attention to itself. To all appearances it is a direct result of the state mass media "silence". It was difficult for the Belarusian  citizens  supporting  the authorities to choose an opinion "of their own" about the given question under the conditions of absence of a habitual prompting. However, in spite of such a considerable difficulty many out of them managed to cope with the task, nevertheless. They were guided by their political aims and that is why explained the discharge of the former presidential contender by the mercy of the authorities. It stands to reason they could not assume that the "people's" authorities made their decisions under the pressure of the West, to say nothing about the opposition.

 Other three variants of the answers were supported by the respondents approximately equally. All in all they got 47.1% of votes, which was quite close to the result registered in June of 2008 when respondents were answering the questions about the motive of A. Kozulin's arrest – 39.5% believed at that time that he "had been convicted due to political reasons".

The political basis of A. Kozulin's discharge can be clearly traced if we analyze the answers of the respondents depending on their gender, age and level of education (Table 29). One would think it quite natural that women see in the fact of discharge an act of mercy more often than men, although the difference is not significant (6.2 percentage points); however the difference in assessment between the outermost age groups of the respondents is already considerable (15 points). It is still higher for the groups which find themselves at the opposite sides of the education scale (19 points).

	Table 29.

	Distribution of answers to the question: " What, in your opinion, has called forth the recent decision of the authorities to release from custody Alexander Kozulin, the former presidential contender, ahead of time?" depending on socio-demographic characteristics, %

	Characteristics
	An act of mercy
	Pressure of the West
	A signal for 

Russia
	Pressure of the opposition

	Gender:

	Male
	29.8
	21.3
	18.6
	13.2

	Female
	36.0
	15.6
	12.2
	12.2

	Age:

	18-29 years old
	30.1
	21.4
	14.5
	15.7

	30-39 years old
	25.9
	22.6
	20.3
	14.6

	40-49 years old
	31.6
	19.3
	17.5
	11.7

	50-59 years old
	28.3
	15.7
	17.8
	15.7

	60 years old and older
	45.1
	12.4
	  8.8
	  8.0

	Education:

	Primary
	47.2
	  4.0
	13.1
	  2.8

	Incomplete secondary
	38.2
	14.2
	  8.4
	12.3

	Secondary
	31.6
	17.1
	15.1
	14.2

	Vocational
	28.8
	25.1
	18.2
	13.7

	Higher
	28.2
	24.4
	18.6
	15.3


All this is a sure sign of the question political nature, and that is why there is nothing surprising in the fact that among those who trust A. Lukashenko 42.7% of the respondents have chosen the variant of answer "It is an act of mercy". However, among those who do not trust the head of the Belarusian state there turned out to be two times fewer people inclined to consider the discharge an act of mercy – 21.8%. On the other hand, they have almost triple superiority as far as the variant of answer "The authorities have yielded to the pressure of the West" is concerned – 29.3% vs. 10.8%.

The quoted data let us draw the following conclusion: absence of clear informational signals on the part of the authorities throws into confusion a considerable part of their supporters. The more "sophisticated" in their judgments supporters of the authorities never run counter "the father" and his policy.

Who tried to blow up Belarusian stability?

On the night from July, 3 to July, 4 during the celebrating of the Independence Day in Minsk an explosion took place in the very center of the festive gathering in the streets. Frankly speaking, it is not an ordinary event for the country which officially positions itself as "an island of stability". That is why one should not be surprised that for some period of time it became topic number one not only in the state and non-governmental mass media, but also for discussing in the society. The data of Table 30 confirm what has been mentioned above. Such a high level of familiarity one can observe not so often.

	Table 30.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "During the celebrating of the Independence Day in Minsk an explosion occurred. Have you heard about it?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	95.7

	No
	  3.5

	NA
	  0.8


 The official version of the explosion which was made public already the next day ascribed the authorship to a hooligan on his own. Later A. Lukashenko himself and the state mass media more than once dropped hints directed against the opposition; however those were only hints, and the version primarily made public remained in essence the only one. In contrast to the officials, experts (the independent ones in the first place) turned out to be much more inventive and for a very short period of time were able to offer a whole pack of hypotheses thereby having demonstrated their creativity. All variants of their collective creative work which could be most commonly encountered are presented in the answers to the question of Table 31.

The public opinion by virtue of its nature does  not  possess  the level of creativity available for the experts, that is why distribution of answers to the question "Who, in your opinion, has organized the explosion?" given in Table 31 reflects more likely the media popularity of the variants and political bias of the respondents.

	Table 31.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, has organized the explosion?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	A hooligan on his own
	34.6

	The authorities themselves in an effort to mobilize the society around the leader
	15.5

	The opposition in an effort to destabilize the situation on the eve of the parliamentary elections
	14.4

	These are special services showdowns 
	  6.5

	These are showdowns concerning ownership redistribution 
	  2.4

	It was Russian business in revenge for non-fulfillment by the Belarusian authorities of their promises
	  2.2

	It was the West in order not to allow further integration with Russia
	  2.2

	Those were Russian nationalists for the Belarusian authorities playing footsie with the Catholics and the West 
	  0.9

	Other
	  0.3

	DA/NA
	21.0


Following this logic only the official version of what had happened could find itself on the top of the list, winning by a head. This is what we are actually observing. It is clear, that opposition disposed respondents having familiarized themselves with the offered list of versions  quite  often  opted  for  the variant of answer which provided for participation of the authorities in the explosion. Their political opponents acted the other way round.

Data of Table 32 confirm the above mentioned conclusion. Let us consider the first four versions, because the number of answers to the rest of them is smaller than the margin of error, which considerably lowers reliability.

	Table 32.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, has organized the explosion?" depending on age, level of education and trust to A. Lukashenko, %

	Characteristics
	A hooligan
	Authorities
	Opposition
	Special services

	Age:

	18-29 years old
	34.3
	20.8
	13.0
	  6.0

	30-39 years old
	34.6
	23.6
	  9.3
	  7.0

	40-49 years old
	29.4
	21.2
	12.6
	  6.8

	50-59 years old
	31.4
	  7.3
	20.9
	11.0

	60 years old and older
	40.6
	  4.7
	17.6
	  3.9

	Education:

	Primary
	39.0
	  2.3
	12.4
	  9.0

	Incomplete secondary
	31.5
	  5.4
	21.7
	  5.9

	Secondary
	38.2
	14.5
	12.9
	  4.5

	Vocational
	30.9
	24.6
	14.3
	  8.3

	Higher
	30.9
	23.6
	13.6
	  6.8

	Trust to A. Lukashenko:

	Trust
	39.6
	  5.4
	21.6
	  4.5

	Distrust
	28.8
	33.5
	  3.8
	  9.4

	DA/NA
	30.3
	11.4
	12.8
	  5.7


As it was expected, the official version was in the first place supported by those who trust the head of the Belarusian state; the same people ascribed the authorship of the explosion to the opposition six times more often.

Their political opponents found to it an asymmetrical and a no less decent answer.
As it can be seen, the official version enjoys 
the record popularity among elderly people and people with primary education. They are prone to the influence of the state propaganda most of all, and the answers to the question about the supposed organizers of the explosion showed it once again.

The echo of the Caucasian war or the European minimum-2

As the data of Table 33 reveal, a tendency of systematic decrease in pro-European aspirations of the Belarusians has been observed since December, 2002. The September opinion poll of 2008 has registered, however, a new minimum: the results of the opinion poll show a quite considerable decrease of the pro-European attitudes in comparison with the last opinion polls as well as with the average level for several years.

	Table 33.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If a referendum on Belarus entering the European Union took place tomorrow, how would you vote?", %

	Variant of answer
	12'02
	03'03
	12'05
	11'06
	12'07
	03'08
	09'08

	For
	60.9
	56.4
	32.0
	36.0
	37.1
	35.4
	26.7

	Against
	10.9
	11.9
	26.8
	36.2
	35.0
	35.4
	51.9

	I would not vote
	10.0
	14.2
	20.4
	15.5
	16.3
	15.4
	12.2

	DA/NA
	18.2
	17.5
	20.8
	12.3
	11.6
	13.8
	  9.2


On the other hand, a still more considerable growth of anti-European sentiments draws attention to itself. It is symbolic that the number of opponents of Belarus joining the European Union has exceeded 50% for the first time since such a question was asked during the opinion polls conducting. 
Answers to the question in which respondents were offered a choice between the east-ern and western "directions" of integration also testify to the fact that in September, 2008 the Belarusians treated the European prospect of their country as coldly as never before (Table 34).

	Table 34.

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

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

	Integration with Russia
	47.6
	47.7
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	45.3
	50.3
	54.0

	Entering the European Union
	36.1
	37.6
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	33.4
	32.4
	26.2

	DA/NA
	16.3
	14.7
	23.6
	14.2
	19.2
	21.3
	17.3
	19.8


The fact that the drop in the pro-European sentiments is accompanied by approximately the same increase in the pro-Russian ones pays attention to itself: the level of the latter almost reaches the record of June, 2006, which we have registered as the first "European minimum".

In its turn the growth of pro-Russian sentiments is also confirmed by the answers to a direct question about the attitude towards Belarusian-Russian integration (Table 35).
	Table 35.

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

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

	For joining up 
	47.0
	51.3
	53.8
	57.5
	46.4
	35.1
	33.8
	43.6
	35.8
	38.7
	46.3

	Against joining up
	34.1
	26.4
	26.3
	23.8
	33.5
	39.3
	47.4
	31.6
	41.6
	42.2
	35.8

	I would not take part in voting
	15.6
	12.2
	  7.8
	  8.6
	10.6
	14.0
	11.0
	15.6
	11.3
	10.4
	  9.7

	DA/NA
	  3.3
	10.1
	12.1
	10.1
	  9.5
	11.6
	  7.8
	  9.2
	11.3
	  8.7
	  8.2


Changes in answers to the question of Table 35 are less considerable than in the answers to the questions of the previous tables, although they are also quite evident.

What could have possibly influenced the attitudes of the Belarusians in such a strong way? No fundamental changes in the economic status of the country have occurred recently; the international situation of the country has undergone no considerable changes either (at least for the time being). We cannot say that the authorities have launched an aggressive anti-West propaganda campaign; energy wars are in the past (or in the future?).

The impression is that perhaps the only factor which could have influenced the pro-European sentiments of the Belarusians is the war in Caucasia. For the Belarusians, with their "if-only-there-were-no-war" attitude, a war is a rather serious matter; it is a reason which exerts powerful influence upon their sentiments.

Wars of the 90s of the twentieth century and of the present one had various influence upon the Belarusian public opinion. The beginning of the first Chechen campaign caused a considerable decrease in the pro-Russian sentiments – the Belarusians "tried on" the prospect of perishing in the "hot spots" – the places where battles were being fought – in case of political integration with the eastern neighbor. The second Chechen campaign, on the contrary, entailed strengthening of integration attitudes. The Yugoslavian campaign of the NATO provoked a decrease in pro-Western and, in particular, in pro-European aspirations. 

How did the Belarusians take in different aspects of the present war in Caucasia? 

As it follows from Table 36, it is quite evident whom the Belarusian public opinion has put the blame for the war on. At that it should be added that no particular anti-Georgian sentiments have been and are being observed in the Belarusian society, especially as it was registered already in June, 2008 the Belarusians unlike the Russians treated the prospect of Georgia entering the NATO much more calmly (see: http://www.iiseps.org/press9.html).

	Table 36.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, is to blame for the armed conflict between Georgia, South Ossetia and Russia?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Variant of answer
	%

	The authorities of Georgia
	55.9

	The authorities of the USA
	35.1

	The authorities of Russia
	  8.4

	The authorities of the EU countries
	  4.2

	The authorities of South Ossetia
	  3.8

	Other powers
	  3.7

	DA/NA
	11.5


However, the Belarusians unambiguously lay the blame for the war in particular on Tbilisi and partly – on Washington. At that the EU turns out to be guilty to the least extent, but here the perception effect similar to the one which existed during the Yugoslavian campaign of the NATO in 1999 is possible – at that time also respondents laid the blame primarily on the USA; and worsening of the attitude towards the EU was the consequence of the worsening of the attitude to the West in general, a part of which constitute the USA as well.

The data of Table 37 show in what way perception of the Caucasian war has directly influenced the attitude of the Belarusians towards the prospect of their country entering the NATO.

	Table 37.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Has your attitude to the possibility of Belarus entering the NATO changed after the Georgian-South Ossetian-Russian conflict?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	I thought it before and I think it now that it is not necessary to enter 
	56.1

	Before I thought it was necessary to enter, and now I think it is not
	  9.9

	Before I thought it was not necessary to enter, and after the conflict I think it is
	  3.7

	I thought it before and I think it now that it is necessary to enter
	10.2

	DA/NA
	20.1


In general, only a small part of the polled has changed their attitude to the North Atlantic alliance under the influence of the war. How ever, the balance of these changes is intrigue-ing. Only a smaller part has changed its attitude from the anti-NATO to the pro-NATO, perhaps reasoning from the motivation similar to the one which is expressed by the leaders of Georgia itself and the Georgian society – one needs reliable international protection from such Russia. The majority of those, who have changed their opinion, have done the reverse evolution. In this case two opposite motivations with the same result are very likely possible: "Such Russia is more serious than the NATO, and it would be better to stay with it" and "it would be better not to provoke such Russia; it is not clear if the NATO is going to be in time in case something happens if Russia gets very angry with Belarus".

	Table 38.

	Connection of answers to the questions "Who, in your opinion is to blame for the armed conflict among Georgia, South Ossetia and Russia?" and "If you had to choose between joining up Russia and entering the European Union, what would your choice be?"*, %

	Variant of answer
	Geopolitical choice

	
	Joining up Russia
	Entering the EU

	Georgia is to blame
	56.6
	22.9

	Russia is to blame
	32.1
	51.6

	The USA are to blame 
	51.6
	26.3

	The EU is to blame
	66.1
	24.2

	* The table is read across


Data of Table 38 also marginally testify to the fact that the attitude to the conflict in Caucasia influenced other aspects of Euro-integration. 

The dominating attitude towards the Russian-Georgian war worked as a pressure factor squeezing the pro-European Belarus till the "kernel" of firm "Euro-Belarusians". The fact, that a considerable part of the polled contrary to the traditional Belarusian caution demonstrated in their answers a certain resoluteness declaring for the idea of Belarus supporting Russia and South Ossetia, testifies to the intensity of this attitude. At the same time, many of the polled supported the idea of Belarus not expressing its attitude to the conflict in any way. And the idea that Belarus should support Georgia in the conflict gathered an entirely insignificant number of supporters (Table 39).

	Table 39.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, should Belarus openly support any of the parts in the conflict?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, Belarus should support Georgia
	  4.9

	Yes, Belarus should support South Ossetia and Russia
	46.4

	No, Belarus should not support anybody
	39.0

	DA/NA
	  9.7


	Table 40.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which solution of Abkhazia and South Ossetia problem would you consider the best?"

	Variant of answer
	%

	Accordance of independence to them and international recognition of their sovereignty
	63.2

	Their joining up Russia
	16.7

	Their return under the control of Georgia
	  5.0

	DA/NA
	15.1


Accordingly, the overwhelming majority of the Belarusians regarding the further lot of the separative Georgian autonomies supported the idea of their separation from Georgia, and an impressive majority – almost two thirds – approved of the decision made by Russia (Table 40).

In view of it one should mention that president A. Lukashenko, not consenting to following the Kremlin in this question, obviously went against the dominating tendency of the public opinion. This, however, does not happen for the first time: the previous opinion polls showed it more than once that his confrontational actions with respect to the West quite often did not find support by the majority.  His turning from the integration with Russia rhetoric towards praising of independence and sovereignty of the country did not get general support either. Finally, his initiative concerning construction of an atomic power-plant still has no support of the majority. In the given case, however, although the problem is quite far from the daily life of the Belarusians, the majority is too distinct. In addition Moscow calls upon Minsk to recognize independence of South Ossetia and Abkhazia quite insistently, perhaps accompanying its calls with weighty arguments of financial character. And, as it follows from Table 40, the Belarusian public opinion influences it in the same direction. It is a big question whether A. Lukashenko is going to be able to resist this double pressure.

In this sense the situation is rather paradoxical. As anti-Georgian aims were a priori peculiar to the Belarusians to a considerably lesser extent than to the Russians, and besides the Georgian war did not concern their immediate experience in any way, than mass media – Belarusian as well as the Russian ones – are most likely the main source of in terpretation. This factor is very important, al-though it is not the only one. And in this sense in full compliance with Marx' formula: "ideas, overcoming masses, become a material force" 
 the echo of the informational impact of the Belarusian authorities might create certain problems for the authorities themselves.

BY-Net in the mirror of sociology

National opinion polls in Belarus conducted by the IISEPS already for many years show that the number of the Internet users in Belarus grows steadily and quite swiftly (Table 41), probably as in the whole world. Today every third grown-up in our country uses this civilization achievement.

	Table 41.

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you use the Internet?", %

	Variant of answer
	08'01
	12'02
	09'03
	11'04
	12'05
	11'06
	05'07
	09'08

	Yes
	9.7
	15.9
	17.3
	16.4
	24.7
	29.2
	30.0
	35.9

	No
	90.0
	80.3
	81.2
	72.8
	72.6
	70.6
	68.8
	63.8


 It should be noted that intensity of the Internet use by those who are included into the line "Yes" is different – from "Daily" to "Several times a year". Nevertheless, they can be attributed to the Internet users at least because they know what it is and understand the possi-bilities and the necessity of the World Wide Web, and also can always use these possibilities if they want to. Those who have mentioned that they do not know what the Internet is are also included into the line "No". Among the grown-up population there are no more than 3-4% of such people today, and their number is constantly reducing.

As it can be seen, the number of the Internet users in Belarus among the grown-up population has grown almost four times (3.7 times) for seven years – from 9.7% to 35.9%. In other words, the growth of users made up on average up to 25% a year! If population were growing with the same pace, the demographic situation would soon lead to overpopulation of the country.

At the same time, comparison of the Belarusian situation with the level of the Internet use in the more advanced countries is still not in our favor. It is clear that we began later, but it makes us glad that we have grand prospects, other things being equal!

So, who are they – Belarusian Internet users? In what way do they differ from the rest of the population? Do these differences exist at all, and if so, how considerable are they? 

Let us first consider the socio-demographic characteristics of the Internet users in comparison with their antipodes, and with the whole population as well (Table 42). As it follows from the table, men considerably predominate among users in contrast to the whole population (51.5% vs. 45.4%). As far as "non-users"' are concerned, these are mostly female "'non-users" as the number of women among them is almost 1.4 times more than men.

	Table 42.

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the population depending on their attitude to the Internet, %

	Variant of answer
	Use the Internet (35.9)
	Do not use the Internet (63.8)

	Gender:

	Male (45.4)*
	51.5
	41.9

	Female (54.6)
	48.5
	58.1

	Age:

	Up to 30 years old (22.1)
	44.3
	9.6

	30 years old and older (77.9)
	55.7
	90.4

	Education:

	Lower than secondary (25.3)
	5.4
	36.5

	Secondary (including vocational) (60.0)
	67.6
	55.8

	Higher (including incomplete) (14.7)
	27.0
	7.7

	Social status:

	Public sector employee (40.1)
	42.8
	38.5

	Private sector employee (22.0)
	34.5
	15.0

	Student (5.5)
	13.6
	0.9

	Pensioner (26.9)
	2.1
	41.0

	Housewife (2.1)
	2.6
	1.7

	Unemployed (3.4)
	4.5
	2.8

	Type of settlement:

	A big town (over 50 thousand residents) (51.8)
	62.7
	45.5

	A small town (fewer than 50 thousand residents) (17.5)
	19.0
	16.7

	Villagers (30.7)
	18.4
	37.8

	* In this and the following tables data concerning all the polled are given in the brackets for comparison


It is quite clear that among users there are noticeably more young people and fewer people of older ages, than among "non-users". People with a higher level of education also prevail among users, which is also quite explainable. Among them there are 2.3 times more of private sector employees, than among "non-users", and 15 times more students! At the same time there are almost 20 times fewer pensioners among users than among "non-users"!

Users live mostly in big towns, and "non-users"' naturally prevail in the countryside.

Thus the socio-demographic "picture"' as regards the BY-Net audience is quite clear and explicable. And a typical BY-Net-user is a young man with higher (including incomplete higher) or secondary (including vocational) education, living in a large settlement.

Let us now address ourselves to the socio-economic views and assessments of the Internet users and "non-users" (Table 43).

	Table 43.

	The socio-economic "portrait" of the population depending on their attitude to the Internet, %

	Variant of answer
	Use the Internet (35.9)
	Do not use the Internet (63.8)

	The average amount of income per capita in the family:

	Up to the minimal consumer budget (49.6)
	40.4
	55.0

	Over  the minimal consumer budget (49.8)
	58.7
	44.6

	To what extent are you satisfied with the present living conditions in Belarus?

	I am completely/ more likely satisfied (45.7)
	44.1
	62.3

	I am completely / more likely unsatisfied (41.4)
	53.7
	34.5

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

	It has improved (17.4)
	13.5
	19.6

	It has not changed (59.0)
	54.0
	61.8

	It has become worse(21.9)
	31.2
	16.7


According to the assessments of the respondents themselves at the present time there is almost equal amount of those whose level of per capita income is under and over the minimal consumer budget (approximately $ 170) among the grown up population. On the other hand, among the Internet-users there are visibly more of rich people – almost 1.5 times (58.7% vs. 40.4%). As for the "non-users" the situation is reverse: there are a quarter more of poorer people than of the richer ones (44.6% vs. 55%).

At the same time, regardless of the higher level of income there are noticeably more of those people who are not satisfied with the present living conditions in the country among users (53.7% vs. 44.1%). There is a mirror-like situation by the "non-users": in spite of the low level of income those people who are satisfied with the present living conditions in the country to this or that extent (62.3% vs. 34.5%) considerably predominate among them (1.8 times!).

Among users there are also noticeably more people who registered worsening of their financial position for the last three months. There are almost 2.5 times more of them than of those who registered some improvement (31.2% vs. 13.5%). By the "non-users" this difference is less significant, with small prevalence of those who noticed improvement of their financial position (19.6% vs. 16.7%).

Thus, in comparison with "non-users", users of the Internet are visibly richer, but they are more unsatisfied with the existing living conditions.

Such differences in demographic characteristics and socio-economic views of both groups' representatives, even if not very significant, but nevertheless visible, in our opinion also predetermined in many respects differences in their socio-political preferences (Table 44).

	Table 44.

	Socio-political "portrait" of the population depending on their attitude to the Internet, %

	Variant of answer
	Use the Internet (35.9)
	Do not use the Internet (63.8)

	Do you have any idea, what direction Belarus is moving in, what is made its aim by the governing body of the country?

	A quite clear idea (27.1)
	22.1
	29.9

	A quite vague idea (41.0)
	47.0
	37.6

	No idea (26.9)
	28.2
	26.2

	In your opinion, is the state of affairs in our country in general developing in the right or in the wrong direction?

	In the right direction (53.4)
	38.8
	61.8

	In the wrong direction ((30.0)
	44.9
	21.8

	Would you like fundamental changes to occur in home and foreign policy of Belarus?

	Yes(52.2)
	61.9
	46.9

	No(15.6)
	13.9
	16.6

	It makes no difference to me (14.7)
	10.4
	17.0

	Do you agree that a strong leader can do more for the country today than good laws?

	I agree (47.4)
	37.6
	53.1

	I disagree (42.2)
	53.5
	35.7

	Do you trust the president of Belarus?

	Trust (51.9)
	34.9
	61.5

	Distrust (32.1)
	46.0
	24.3

	If tomorrow presidential elections took place in Belarus, whom would you vote for? (the question allows for several variants of answer) 

	A. Lukashenko (42.5)
	26.2
	51.8

	A. Milinkevich (6.2)
	9.4
	4.4

	A. Kozulin (5.2)
	9.5
	2.7

	S. Gajdukevich (1.7)
	1.0
	2.0

	Another political figure (less than 1% each) (1.5)
	2.0
	1.2

	Another answer (4.6)
	6.9
	3.2

	In your opinion, is real struggle among candidates going to take place at the forthcoming elections, or is it going to be just an imitation of this struggle and distribution of places in the House of Representatives is going to be defined by the authorities beforehand?

	Real struggle is going to take place (39.2)
	27.3
	46.1

	Only imitation of struggle is going to take place, and distribution of places has been defined by the authorities beforehand (41.8)
	55.8
	34.1

	Which candidate would you prefer to vote for?

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko (43.5)
	27.0
	53.0

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko (19.6)
	28.0
	14.9

	For another candidate (21.9)
	28.6
	17.9

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

	Integration with Russia (54.0)
	38.9
	62.6

	Entering the European Union (26.2)
	43.2
	16.8

	Do you watch Belarusian TV (BT, ONT, STV and other)?

	I do (91.2)
	87.0
	93.8

	I do not (7.9)
	12.3
	5.4

	Do you watch Russian service of Euronews? 

	I do (13.9)
	26.7
	6.7

	I do not (83.1)
	70.3
	90.6


Among the Internet users only each fifth respondent (22.1%) mentioned that he has a clear idea about what direction the country is moving in, and what is made its aim by the governing body of the country. There are more of such people among "non-users" – already every third person (29.9%). The fact that this idea has a rather vague character was marked by almost every second user (47%), however, as far as "non-users" are concerned – only by each third one (37.6%). Hence a conclusion can be drawn that better educated Internet-users treat the given question more thoughtfully, more thoroughly than their less educated antipodes. By the way, two out of every threeBelarusians pointed today at the vague or even at the absence of any idea about the direction and aims of the country's movement in spite of the daily brainwashing of the state mass media.

As a consequence of such an approach al-most 45% of users believe that the country is developing in the wrong direction. Only 38.8% of users adhere to the opposite point of view. The situation is reverse among "non-users": almost 62% positively assess the direction of the country's development, and only 21.8% assess it negatively.

Taking this into account it becomes quite clear that almost 62% among users would like fundamental changes in the home and foreign policy of the country to occur (about 14% only keep to the opposite point of view). The majority among "non-users" is also for changes, although there are considerably fewer of them – only 46.9%. 

Views of users and their antipodes with respect to authoritarianism are distributed mirror-like: if the majority of users (53.3%) do not agree that a strong leader is better than good laws, than approximately the same number of "non-users" (53.1%) has an opposite opinion.

There are more of those who do not trust the president of the country among users (46% vs. 34.9%), and among "non-users" on the contrary there are noticeably more of those who trust him (61.5% vs. 24.3%). And if tomorrow new presidential elections took place, the president would get 51.8% of votes among "non-users", and only 26.2% – among users.

It is interesting that almost 56% of users are sure that no real elections are going to take place at the forthcoming parliamentary elections (the opinion poll was conducted before the elections – the editor), and distribution of places in the lower house is defined by the authorities beforehand. Only 27.3% of users adhere to the opposite opinion which is twice as less. Among "non-users" the majority believes in the reality of the impending elections (46.1%). 53% out of them are going to vote for a supporter of A. Lukashenko. Users do not have any explicit preferences here: their voices have divided approximately equally among supporters and opponents of A. Lukashenko, and another candidate (27-29%).
Almost two out of three "non-users" are followers of Belarus and Russia integration. This point of view is shared by less than 39% among users and 43.2% of them support the idea of our country's entering the European Union.

And finally there are visibly fewer of those who watch Belarusian television among users, and more of those who watch Euronews than among "non-users". Owing to the fact the state propaganda exerts less influence upon them than upon their antipodes.

Thus, as it follows from the aforesaid, socio-political views of the Internet users by no means coincide with the official ones. They are more advanced in the direction of democracy than "non-users" and the whole population. In this sense "non-users" look the most devoted to the state of affairs existing in the country, they more easily fall under the influence of the official propaganda and in their majority serve electoral support to the Belarusian governing body. However, time and progress of civilization work against them. 
In waiting for the social contract renewal

At the beginning of September materials of the round-table discussion on the topic: "Social contract. Genesis, elements, counter-evidence" were posted on the site www.nmnby.org. Participants of the round table having started on a merry note with the statement that "The term or concept "social contract" has become as much popular recently as any idea, concept or metaphor could have ever been", suddenly finished on a sad one, having come to a conclusion that "the specific character of the Belarusian situation lies in the fact that in a paradoxical way there is no contract, but on the contrary there are means of its evasion. And everybody, including the authorities, bus free of charge should the opportunity arise".

No wonder that in the course of such evolution questions put by the moderator of the discussion ("What contract – hypothetical or real one – does the matter concern? Who and with whom presumably comes to an arrangement? What is the subject of the agreement, what its contents could be about? Is it possible to set limits to this explanatory pattern application?") – somehow receded into the background, and genesis and elements of the Belarusian contract as such were forced out by counter-evidence, which left the social phenomenon under discussion no right to existence.

At the same time, the question about the nature of a social contract and its Belarusian specific character comes in the long run to the question about the nature of the forces which turn individuals living within the frontiers of the Republic of Belarus into a society. Without understanding this nature it is impossible to talk either about the past or present, or especially about the near future of the Belarusian society as well as of the state.

Traditions were mentioned as a constituent of such forces in the course of the discussion: "I suppose that some astute surmises of Hume apropos of habits and traditions which function as elements of culture have not been disproved so far" (Yanov Polessky).

Undoubtedly, in the pre-state epoch of the mankind development a tradition in particular played the part of the main connecting element, hence by the way follows the concept "a traditional society". However, "the fundamental difference of the state life from the pre-state one (tribal) lies in the fact that the former embraces large communities of people spatially detached from each other whereas the latter spreads only over local communities in which people know each other by sight. This fact alone already presupposes … difference in state and pre-state cultures. Inclusion into a large society presupposes an ability to operate with abstractions, and the notion of a state is one of them" (A. Ahiezer, I. Klyamkin, I. Yakovenko. History of Russia: the end or a new beginning  Fund "Liberal mission", New publishing house, 2005, p. 20).
If one wishes to, it is possible to go further and show that traditions which fasten together traditional societies are in the long run generated by instincts. Already Aristotle understood it; he considered man a political animal, i.e. living in a city state (in a closed space for hierarchical patterns constructing) (In the light of the modern scientific ideas man is a political animal to the same extent as an ant is an animal of an ant hill, a sea-gull – of a colony, and a bear – of a territory). The size of an ancient Greek city state was restricted to the space which "a herald's shout" could be spread on, and which made forming of modern societies organized in a complicated manner impossible.

Not rejecting "Hume's astute surmises", but on the contrary agreeing with them, one may allude to the inclination of many Belarusians to perceive the head of state as "a father". It is a typical example of an archaic (pre-state) element of culture which still functions in the Belarusian society.

However, let us transfer closer to the present. What is the nature of forces which keep people together within the framework of large societies, and is there room for a contract among these forces?

Actually it is possible to do without a contract. People of the older generation certainly remember the words of a once popular song: "Members of the Komsomol, volunteers, you should believe, love devotedly". Devotedly means without a contract stipulating for mutual rights and obligations. "However, it is actually a pattern of mutual relations between a patriarchal family autocrat and his household. At the same time, it is a pattern of relations in the army – not the contract one, but the army built on the principal of compulsory service. And finally it is a pattern of archaic communities' mutual relations with a pagan totem" (The same book, p. 164).

In their time Bolsheviks were building up the Soviet empire on the principle of the "devoted service", too. However, at the end they overstrained themselves as a state which does not take into account personal interests of citizens is not able to unite them for the sake of common goals achievement under the conditions of post-industrial development.

In the opinion of the authors who have already been quoted twice, methods which consolidate modern societies "represent various combinations of the basic state-constitutive elements – force, faith and the law and corresponding institutions" (The same book, p. 37). Reviewing genesis of these basic elements by the example of the thousand-year history of Russia (beginning with Kiev's Rus) the authors bring out clearly that the law (a contract) has not still occupied a fitting place in the modern Russia. Not in the last place it happens due to the fact that the authorities although not rejecting the very idea of "signing" a contract with the society at the same time try to lead their beloved selves out of its sphere. However, no miracle happens: "rot" of the head is transmitted to the whole "fish" and no stable contract relations appear on the lower levels of the social hierarchy either.

An impression evolves from the materials of the round table that the participants of the discussion (at least those who admit the very fact of the social contract presence) suppose that the state "signs" the contract with the whole society. However, it is enough to refer to the IISEPS observations of many years in order to make certain that approximately 25-30% of the Belarusian population have never signed any contract with the state regarding its support. Below we will show that rather than owing to an accidental set of circumstances including historic ones, it has happened on account of the very nature of a social contract, as the state always "signs" the contract with somebody at the expense of someone. It is not able to do it in a different way.

Let us address ourselves to the book of a modern political philosopher A. De Yasai "The state" that has been published this year in the Moscow publishing house IRISEN for explanation of the nature of such contract injustice. In this case, too, we confront with the triumvirate of the basic elements contributing to consolidation of individuals into modern societies under the sensitive guidance of the state. Let us innumerate them: this is already familiar to us force ("the threat of punishment"), legitimity and consent.

Two latter elements require an explanation. According to de Yasai, legitimity ensures obedience irrespective of a possible reward or fear of punishment. This definition turns legitimity into the state of minds of the state subjects, rather than into its attribute. Readers might have already guessed that in the given case legitimity is a certain analogue of Weber's charisma. It is clear that a state cannot increase its legitimity at its discretion. "Legitimity is a historically rear and a hard to attain phenomenon, which demands presence of components that simply are not available for the state (a successful war, prosperity during peace and so on)" (A. de Yasai. The state, IRISEN, M, 2008, p. 109). If legitimity is interpreted in such a way, than one should agree with the author that "Very few political structures do for the legitimity consolidation to the less extent than the system of regularly scheduled elections…" (The same page).

Now let us pass on to the most interesting – to consent. It is a quite ancient institution of consolidation. In order to understand its nature, let us remember about Kiev's Rus once again. What kept members of the prince's armed force beside him? De Yasai supposes, that it was neither threat of force application, nor legitimity, but a contract of implicit nature, "which separated them from others and rewarded them at the expense of the latter in exchange for their readiness to obey and to consent to the authority of the state" (The same page).
Reread the last quotation once again. It explains the redistributing nature of the contract (it has already been mentioned above that the state always "signs" a contract with someone at the expense of someone else). It is easy to understand by the example of a small group of the select few (members of the prince's armed force, the KGB employees, etc). However, the mechanism of consent operates in the same way, too, when the biggest part of a state population finds itself among the select few.

De Yasai explains it with the example of a concentration camp. The case with the security guards (members of the prince's armed force) has already been discussed by us. Head of the camp hands them the largest part of the resources over, and spreads the remains in the form of an even layer among the multitudinous majority composed of prisoners. However, this happens in case he does not need support of the latter. Let us suppose, though, that owing to some circumstances a need for support on the part of some prisoners has arisen for him. How can he obtain it? The mechanism is clear: head of the camp has to redistribute a share of recourses that fall to the prisoners so that "to award" one part at the expense of the other.

One should not think, however, that at that he is going to replace fair distribution by the unfair one. No, he is going to replace one specific justice by other, as absolute justice does not exist in nature. In order to understand it, it is enough to put oneself in the place of, for instance, a businessman. Which level of taxes is fair? In the opinion of a businessman it is a level which is close to zero. And which level is it in the opinion of a pensioner?
The right to answer this and many other similar questions always belongs to the state. "In view of the necessity to weigh individual goals – as there is no other method to merge them into a unified magnitude – a state has to transform goals of its subjects, regardless of all its altruism and impartiality, joining them into its own goal, as the choice of scales applied to the goals of each individual, does not belong to anyone besides the state" (A. de Yasai. The state, IRISEN, M, 2008, p. 93).
In any political systems, including the most liberal democratic ones, already on the account of the reason mentioned above the state always pursues only its own ends. It is quite another matter, that its actions are limited by the political culture existing in the society which defines the ratio of the basic elements ensuring support of the authorities.

What is customary called historical progress in many respects comes to the enlargement of the consent role in the consolidation of the society around the state owing to the corresponding reduction of the force and legitimity role. Consent is a fragile thing. A consent contract in modern societies creates no more of long-term liabilities than any purchase paid for in cash which the parties are not obliged to repeat. That is why it is impossible to obtain it for a broad term at the expense of once-only undertakings, and modern states are doomed to a truly Sisyphean toil of social contracts constant maintenance. However, the principle of redistribution remains invariable: in order to get support on the part of some people the state has to become an adversary (the word could be as well put in inverted commas) of others.
Under the conditions of democracy this principle becomes especially apparent in the states with a bipartisan system. Thus, in the USA republicans "sign" the social contract with the most well-to-do groups of the society, which is showing in the reduction of the tax burden for them. Democrats behave vice versa and that is why when the federal administration is being changed in the country, renewal of the social contract takes place as a rule.

It stands to reason that in Belarus, too, peculiarities of the contract relations also exist. In order to understand them, let us refer to Table 45. The question "In your opinion: who does president A. Lukashenko rely on in the first place?" in the context of the given analysis can be conditionally reformatted into the question "In your opinion: who has president A. Lukashenko made a social contract with?"
	Table 45.

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion: who does president A. Lukashenko rely on in the first place?", % (no more than three answers)

	Variant of answer
	08'06

	On the military, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the KGB
	48.6

	On pensioners
	41.4

	On the presidential "vertical"
	37.0

	On common people
	34.2

	On villagers 
	30.0

	On state officials
	20.5

	On directors of large enterprises
	13.5

	On specialists
	9.9

	On the cultural and scientific elite 
	8.3

	On businessmen
	4.5

	DA
	3.8


As it follows from the data of Table 45 the Belarusian society perfectly understands the home specific character of a social contract. It understands that "head of the camp" relies on armed security guards, officials and … pensioners. The social groups owing to which fulcrums of the state in the society are created can also be seen in Table 45. These are the social groups responsible for creating tangible and intangible assets.

The mentioned specific character of the social contract lets us describe the Belarusian state as a socially oriented police state. We suppose that its police and bureaucratic components do not require additional comments. However, what makes the Belarusian state support contract relations with pensioners (we can easily ascribe to them the numerous army of public sector employees, too)?

It is, of course, an interesting question. As an attempt to answer it let us refer to the memoirs of A. Hitler's personal architect and later minister of economy A. Speer: "Total mobilization of the labor force in democratic England and a quite careless attitude to this problem solution in Germany testified to the fact that, strangely enough, the authoritarian regime in particular was striving for winning people's sympathy to its side. Their leaders not wanting to sacrifice their own well-being did not consider it possible to force their nation to endure severities and asperity in full measure and aspired to support their cheerful mood by means of concessions… The fear to cause discontent of masses made them spend on consumer goods production, welfare payments to war participants and compensations to women who had lost in their earnings due to their husbands' leaving for the front, much more funds than governments of democratic states did".

The mentioned above quotation seems to be appropriate here. A. Lukashenko, just like A. Hitler, found himself on the top of power following his victory at the elections, which was secured for him by the votes of "the common people" rather then of the know-alls, to say nothing about the votes of "the new Belarusians". He "signed" the social contract in particular with "the common people", which is quite natural. During 14 years of such contract relations a rather deep institutional rut has formed and it is not so easy now to get out of it.

Let us illustrate the aforesaid by figures. According to the information of the Russian ambassador in Belarus A. Surikov, announced at one of the August press-conferences, pensions of the Russians made up $ 110 in dollar terms at the end of 2006, and pensions of the Belarusians – $ 115. In August of 2008 the level of pension's provision in Russia rose to $ 209, in Belarus – to $ 192. Thus Belarus which had been taking the first place in the level of pension’s provision for a long time yielded to Russia, yielded as much as $ 17, and it is taking into consideration Russian oil incomings! Now let us proceed from pensions to salaries: in August the average pay in Russia made up $ 760, in Belarus in July – $ 380. 
As the saying goes: feel the difference in social contracts! Not in the last place this difference is entailed by the difference in mechanisms of coming to power by the first persons in Belarus (elections of 1994) and in Russia (appointment of a successor).

How the social contract "signed" between the authorities and pensioners works is evident from the data of the IISEPS September opinion poll. In August on the eve of September elections pensions in Belarus were increased on average by 11.3%, and pensioners at once responded to the state care (Table 46). Please, pay attention to the following: although the general increase in the share of those who had marked improvement of their financial position made up only 1.8 percentage points, in the group of respondents older than 60 years of age it constituted 15.5 points, and in the first three (pre-pension) age groups a certain decrease in the share of respondents who had marked improvement of their financial position occurred.
	Table 46.

	Dynamics of those who have marked improvement of their financial position for the last three months depending on age, %

	Population category
	06'08
	09'08
	Change

	All respondents, including:
	15.6
	17.4
	+1.8

	18-29 years old
	17.7
	16.9
	–0.8

	30-39 years old
	19.7
	12.0
	–7.7

	40-49 years old
	12.2
	10.7
	–1.5

	50-59 years old
	11.2
	17.8
	+6.6

	60 years old and older
	11.1
	26.6
	+15.5


At the same time the need to get out of the institutional rut (to renew the social contract) makes itself felt more and more evident in Belarus with every passing year. Having successfully dealt with internal opponents already in the course of his first presidential term, A. Lukashenko confronted with external adversaries. Their part is played by globalization with its competition penetrating everything. The administrative resource is powerless against it.

Today survival of the political regime in Belarus depends in the first place on its ability to mobilize entrepreneur and intellectual resources of the country, i.e. on its ability to continuously increase the efficiency of "the Belarusian economic model". It is possible to do it only at the expense of making a social contract with the citizens possessing corresponding personal resources. It is also clear, which social groups one will have to cancel the contract with (pensioners, public sector employees, etc.).

The necessity of such social contract renewal has been openly declared by the upper crust for several years already, and since the second half of 2007 certain steps have been undertaken in the given direction. However, there is no success so far in getting out of the carved rut. Let us refer to the data of Table 47.
During 11 years incomings of the consolidated budget in percent to the GDP which in the long run is formed thanks to requisitionings by the economically active citizens have increased by 20.2 percentage points. The main growth took place in 2004 when "the oil offshore" began to work with all its might. The offshore had begun to work, but the state did not reduce tax burden; moreover for the first six months of 2008 the mentioned index has already exceeded 55%. Thus, the state has not managed to overcome the tendency for the time being.

	Table 47.

	Index of socio-economic indicators (in comparable prices, in percent to 1999)

	Indicator
	1995
	1996
	1997
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006

	Incomings of the consolidated budget in percent to the GDP 
	28.2
	26.4
	30.7
	34.1
	34.9
	34.8
	33.5
	33.0
	33.4
	44.1
	47.5
	48.4

	Investments into the fixed capital
	39.1
	37.4
	44.8
	55.7
	51.1
	52.3
	50.5
	53.4
	64.5
	78.2
	93.8
	123.0

	Putting into operation of the aggregate accommodation space 
	36.9
	49.7
	63.8
	68.8
	55.2
	66.8
	57.0
	53.2
	57.2
	66.3
	71.7
	78.0

	Retail commodity turnover
	43.1
	56.2
	66.3
	83.6
	92.5
	103.4
	132.6
	147.8
	163.0
	181.7
	218.0
	256.0

	Active monetary incomings of the population
	51.3
	58.2
	70.8
	89.1
	86.9
	99.2
	127.1
	132.5
	137.5
	151.0
	178.8
	209.7


Data of Table 47 let us make sure that political business cycles, which participant of the round table K. Gayduk was constantly referring to, exist in Belarus. Pay attention to the showings of 2001. Under the conditions of resource shortage ("the oil offshore" did not begin to work yet) the state had to reduce investment programs (building of accommodation in the first place) and direct the released resources to support of the social contract which is especially apparent in the growth of the commodity turnover and active monetary incomings of the population. Such obvious redistribution did not occur in 2006, as the state had at its disposal sufficient quantity of resources in order to meet its engagements.

How long is the lack of coincidence between what is declared by the Belarusian state and reality going to continue? In other words, when real renewal of the social contract going to take place? An answer to this question is in many respects connected with the desire of Russia to subsidize Belarusian economy. In any case this process is going to be extremely painful and therefore long and contradictory. The Belarusian state will have to dismantle the existing model of justice for which support it had in addition to construct a whole ideology, and pass on to a new model of justice. The new model frightens by its uncertainty as support on the part of personal resources possessors is by no means guaranteed. They are fretful and vindictive people. That is why the chances are good that having lost support of some of them (and this is not a problem) the state will not be able to obtain support of others. Most likely as historical experience suggests completely different people will have to "sign" the new social contract on the part of the state.

Some results of the opinion poll conducted in September of 2008, %

1. "Do you have any idea, what direction Belarus is moving in, what is made its aim by the governing body of the country?"
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 >

	I have a quite clear idea
	27.1
	25.8
	18.1
	15.0
	23.0
	20.3
	33.3
	39.9

	I have a quite vague idea
	41.0
	46.8
	47.1
	45.9
	43.3
	51.2
	33.3
	30.2

	I have no idea
	26.9
	21.0
	33.3
	36.1
	30.3
	21.6
	27.6
	22.9

	DA/NA
	5.0
	6.4
	1.5
	3.0
	3.4
	6.9
	5.8
	7.0


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I have a quite clear idea
	33.0
	38.9
	25.6
	20.0
	26.7

	I have a quite vague idea
	30.1
	34.0
	39.7
	46.0
	51.1

	I have no idea
	30.1
	24.1
	29.0
	18.1
	18.1

	DA/NA
	6.8
	3.0
	5.7
	5.9
	4.1


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensio-ners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I have a quite clear idea
	17.5
	26.3
	19.0
	40.1
	15.7

	I have a quite vague idea
	43.8
	46.1
	52.4
	28.7
	41.0

	I have no idea
	34.8
	22.6
	25.0
	24.3
	39.8

	DA/NA
	3.9
	5.0
	3.6
	6.9
	3.5


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

	I have a quite clear idea
	32.7
	34.9
	17.7
	20.1
	16.9
	25.9
	37.6

	I have a quite vague idea
	35.9
	39.2
	49.1
	34.6
	39.6
	47.0
	41.5

	I have no idea
	28.3
	25.9
	30.2
	35.2
	30.4
	22.2
	17.5

	DA/NA
	3.1
	0
	3.0
	9.1
	13.1
	4.9
	3.4


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I have a quite clear idea
	32.7
	24.3
	24.3
	29.4
	26.0

	I have a quite vague idea
	35.9
	34.8
	52.6
	38.9
	42.3

	I have no idea
	28.3
	29.7
	21.9
	27.1
	26.9

	DA/NA
	3.1
	11.2
	1.2
	4.6
	4.8


2. "In your opinion, does Belarus need the House of Representatives of the National Assembly (the parliament), or can the life in Belarus be organized by the president equally well?"
Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Belarus needs the parliament
	65.3
	59.0
	69.6
	72.2
	73.8
	70.4
	61.3
	53.7

	Life in the country can be successfully organized by the president
	21.4
	19.7
	15.9
	15.8
	14.6
	19.2
	23.0
	31.5

	DA/NA
	13.3
	21.3
	14.5
	12.0
	11.6
	10.4
	15.7
	14.8


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Belarus needs the parliament
	54.0
	52.9
	61.2
	75.1
	80.5

	Life in the country can be successfully organized by the president
	22.7
	32.4
	24.0
	14.6
	14.1

	DA/NA
	23.3
	14.7
	14.8
	10.2
	5.5


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Belarus needs the parliament
	69.8
	69.5
	66.3
	55.6
	63.4

	Life in the country can be successfully organized by the president
	19.0
	18.0
	13.3
	29.5
	23.3

	DA/NA
	11.2
	12.5
	20.4
	14.9
	13.3


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

	Belarus needs the parliament
	59.6
	72.7
	67.4
	69.3
	56.0
	66.8
	65.5

	Life in the country can be successfully organized by the president
	24.8
	23.4
	17.2
	23.5
	27.1
	18.5
	14.8

	DA/NA
	15.6
	3.9
	15.4
	7.2
	16.9
	14.7
	19.7


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Belarus needs the parliament
	59.6
	67.4
	61.6
	73.0
	64.6

	Life in the country can be successfully organized by the president
	24.8
	15.6
	32.0
	13.7
	21.7

	DA/NA
	15.6
	17.0
	6.4
	13.3
	13.7


3. "Are you going to take part in voting at the parliamentary elections of 2008?"
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 >

	Yes, I am
	61.2
	53.2
	54.0
	44.7
	45.8
	56.6
	72.3
	80.6

	No, I am not
	14.9
	19.4
	20.4
	23.5
	22.3
	17.6
	7.3
	5.2

	I have not decided yet
	23.5
	27.4
	25.5
	31.8
	31.6
	25.5
	20.4
	13.2

	NA
	0.4
	0
	0.1
	0
	0.3
	0.3
	0
	1.0


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I am
	84.1
	67.0
	55.4
	57.5
	57.9

	No, I am not
	5.1
	8.9
	19.4
	16.0
	15.4

	I have not decided yet
	10.8
	22.1
	25.0
	26.5
	26.2

	NA
	0
	2.0
	0.2
	0
	0.5


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public 
sector 
employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, I am
	38.2
	63.1
	52.4
	81.7
	47.0

	No, I am not
	27.3
	12.5
	16.6
	5.2
	30.1

	I have not decided yet
	34.2
	24.4
	31.0
	12.4
	20.5

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0
	0.7
	2.4


Table 3.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I am
	48.4
	72.0
	69.5
	73.7
	58.5
	47.0
	60.0

	No, I am not
	21.0
	60.0
	15.0
	11.7
	13.5
	21.3
	15.2

	I have not decided yet
	30.6
	21.6
	15.5
	14.5
	27.5
	31.1
	23.0

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0
	0.1
	0.5
	0.4
	1.8


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, I am
	48.4
	48.7
	56.2
	63.5
	77.0

	No, I am not
	21.0
	22.9
	19.9
	11.0
	6.3

	I have not decided yet
	30.6
	27.3
	23.9
	24.7
	16.5

	NA
	0
	1.1
	0
	0.8
	0.2


4. "Are these elections, in your opinion, going to be free and just?"

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 >

	Yes
	49.8
	48.4
	33.6
	40.2
	31.7
	40.5
	59.7
	74.4

	No
	30.5
	25.8
	43.1
	37.1
	44.3
	37.8
	19.9
	13.7

	DA/NA
	19.7
	25.8
	23.3
	22.9
	24.0
	21.7
	20.4
	11.9


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	67.8
	67.2
	44.5
	44.0
	40.9

	No
	16.4
	18.1
	31.8
	35.4
	41.8

	DA/NA
	15.8
	14.7
	23.7
	20.6
	17.3


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	25.6
	49.3
	45.8
	73.5
	38.6

	No
	49.1
	29.1
	27.7
	14.1
	47.0

	DA/NA
	25.3
	21.6
	26.5
	12.4
	14.4


Table 4.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	41.0
	69.2
	62.4
	52.2
	40.1
	34.2
	46.7

	No
	33.1
	20.8
	18.6
	33.1
	40.1
	45.1
	26.2

	DA/NA
	25.9
	10.0
	19.0
	14.7
	19.8
	20.7
	27.1


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	41.0
	37.5
	49.6
	52.9
	60.2

	No
	33.1
	32.0
	40.4
	23.1
	26.8

	DA/NA
	25.9
	30.5
	10.0
	24.0
	13.0


5. "Which candidate would you prefer to vote for?"
Table 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
	43.5
	27.9
	34.1
	27.1
	26.9
	34.0
	47.0
	72.4

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko 
	19.6
	26.2
	25.4
	34.6
	24.3
	23.0
	13.7
	8.0

	For another candidate
	21.9
	23.0
	24.6
	21.8
	28.8
	25.8
	26.8
	9.8

	DA/NA
	15.0
	22.9
	15.9
	16.5
	20.0
	16.2
	11.5
	9.8


Table 5.2. Depending on education 

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	62.8
	63.2
	37.5
	36.8
	30.5

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko 
	15.9
	7.8
	18.2
	25.6
	27.7

	For another candidate
	6.8
	13.7
	23.8
	26.8
	29.1

	DA/NA
	14.5
	15.3
	20.5
	10.8
	12.7


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For a supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	20.9
	39.7
	31.3
	71.9
	34.1

	For an opponent of 
A. Lukashenko 
	36.7
	17.2
	22.9
	7.7
	25.6

	For another candidate
	23.6
	27.8
	24.1
	10.1
	26.8

	DA/NA
	18.8
	15.3
	21.7
	10.3
	13.5


Table 5.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	For a supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	29.1
	55.2
	52.3
	53.1
	39.3
	25.9
	48.9

	For an opponent of 
A. Lukashenko 
	31.1
	27.6
	11.8
	19.6
	16.5
	21.1
	8.3

	For another candidate
	24.7
	15.9
	26.4
	17.3
	23.3
	24.3
	21.0

	DA/NA
	15.1
	1.3
	9.5
	10.0
	20.9
	28.7
	21.8


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	29.1
	32.6
	43.0
	44.1
	57.7

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko 
	31.1
	14.1
	26.7
	16.0
	14.8

	For another candidate
	24.7
	18.1
	24.7
	21.7
	21.3

	DA/NA
	15.1
	35.2
	5.6
	18.2
	6.2


6. "Who, in your opinion, will the majority of electors vote for?"

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 >

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	59.6
	49.2
	58.0
	59.8
	55.7
	56.7
	58.4
	68.1

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	10.6
	13.1
	15.2
	14.4
	10.7
	11.3
	12.1
	5.7

	For another candidate
	9.4
	11.5
	7.2
	11.4
	12.3
	8.6
	10.0
	7.3

	DA/NA
	20.4
	26.2
	19.6
	14.4
	21.3
	23.4
	19.5
	18.9


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	62.5
	61.6
	54.9
	61.8
	63.6

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	14.8
	5.9
	9.5
	14.0
	8.6

	For another candidate
	6.3
	7.4
	11.5
	7.4
	12.3

	DA/NA
	16.4
	25.1
	24.1
	16.8
	15.5


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	48.9
	61.0
	53.6
	68.3
	54.9

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	18.1
	9.6
	13.1
	5.2
	11.0

	For another candidate
	10.9
	9.6
	10.7
	6.4
	17.1

	DA/NA
	22.1
	19.8
	22.6
	20.1
	17.0


Table 6.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	50.2
	77.9
	65.9
	70.2
	45.7
	39.1
	66.4

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	8.8
	6.1
	14.1
	10.1
	12.0
	21.2
	4.4

	For another candidate
	11.2
	7.8
	8.6
	7.9
	10.1
	13.0
	7.9

	DA/NA
	29.8
	8.2
	11.4
	11.8
	32.2
	26.7
	21.3


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	50.2
	47.4
	56.4
	65.2
	70.3

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	8.8
	9.8
	20.0
	7.6
	8.9

	For another candidate
	11.2
	9.8
	11.6
	7.2
	1.0

	DA/NA
	29.8
	33.0
	12.0
	20.0
	12.8


7. "Are you going to vote ahead of schedule?"

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 and >

	Yes
	14.4
	9.7
	10.1
	5.3
	11.3
	14.1
	15.2
	22.2

	No
	76.8
	87.1
	83.3
	88.7
	83.1
	75.9
	71.7
	66.7

	DA/NA
	8.8
	3.2
	6.6
	6.0
	5.6
	10.0
	11.2
	18.6


7.2. Depending on education 

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	27.1
	20.2
	9.6
	14.0
	11.4

	No
	59.9
	67.5
	80.9
	79.8
	83.7

	DA/NA
	13.0
	12.3
	9.5
	6.2
	4.9


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	10.3
	12.5
	10.8
	21.7
	10.8

	No
	81.6
	78.4
	84.3
	66.9
	84.3

	DA/NA
	8.1
	9.1
	4.2
	11.4
	4.9


Table 7.4. Depending on residence

	Вариант ответа
	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
	6.4
	11.3
	16.4
	28.9
	8.7
	14.7
	17.5

	No
	80.1
	83.5
	82.2
	61.7
	74.5
	73.9
	76.9

	DA/NA
	13.5
	5.2
	1.4
	9.4
	16.8
	11.4
	5.6


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	6.4
	8.7
	16.4
	17.9
	18.9

	No
	80.1
	77.1
	78.4
	73.4
	75.9

	DA/NA
	13.5
	14.2
	5.2
	8.7
	5.2


8. "Do the elections results, in your opinion, depend on your vote?"

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, they do
	44.1
	36.1
	37.7
	28.8
	31.0
	35.9
	50.5
	65.6

	No, they do not
	45.7
	45.9
	54.3
	62.1
	58.0
	54.8
	41.7
	23.0

	DA/NA
	10.2
	18.0
	8.0
	9.1
	11.0
	9.3
	7.8
	11.4


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, they do
	58.8
	58.5
	39.4
	38.9
	38.6

	No, they do not
	23.2
	32.7
	50.1
	52.3
	54.5

	DA/NA
	18.0
	8.8
	10.5
	8.8
	6.9


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, they do
	26.9
	42.3
	36.6
	64.6
	32.9

	No, they do not
	63.4
	49.1
	47.6
	23.3
	58.5

	DA/NA
	9.7
	8.6
	15.8
	12.1
	8.6


Table 8.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, they do
	32.9
	58.0
	56.4
	43.6
	41.0
	39.7
	37.3

	No, they do not
	51.2
	40.3
	37.7
	50.3
	43.0
	51.6
	47.4

	DA/NA
	15.9
	1.7
	6.0
	6.1
	16.0
	8.7
	15.4


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, they do
	32.9
	35.3
	42.8
	47.1
	54.3

	No, they do not
	51.2
	46.2
	52.4
	44.1
	39.8

	DA/NA
	15.9
	18.5
	4.8
	8.8
	5.9


9. "Did you take part in voting at the parliamentary elections of 2004?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, I did
	63.6
	30.0
	40.2
	56.2
	70.3
	80.1
	81.7

	No, I did not
	24.7
	58.0
	44.7
	28.4
	19.0
	8.4
	10.1

	I do not remember
	11.0
	10.5
	15.1
	14.4
	10.3
	9.9
	8.0

	NA
	  0.7
	1.5
	0
	1.0
	0.3
	1.6
	0.3


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I did
	83.6
	68.0
	52.5
	68.0
	63.8

	No, I did not
	11.9
	18.2
	33.8
	20.3
	25.3

	I do not remember
	4.5
	12.3
	12.8
	11.4
	10.4

	NA
	0
	1.5
	0.9
	0.3
	0.5


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, I did
	51.7
	65.9
	14.5
	82.2
	53.7

	No, I did not
	35.0
	20.1
	78.3
	10.1
	32.9

	I do not remember
	12.7
	13.0
	6.0
	7.4
	12.2

	NA
	0.6
	1.0
	1.2
	0.3
	1.2


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

	Yes, I did
	59.4
	73.6
	70.6
	73.2
	71.5
	51.6
	46.7

	No, I did not
	30.6
	24.2
	23.1
	20.1
	16.9
	35.3
	22.3

	I do not remember
	10.0
	1.7
	6.3
	6.1
	11.1
	11.4
	29.3

	NA
	0
	0.5
	0
	0.6
	0.5
	1.7
	1.7


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, I did
	59.4
	55.1
	60.0
	58.3
	63.6

	No, I did not
	30.6
	30.1
	30.0
	26.1
	14.5

	I do not remember
	10.0
	13.4
	10.0
	14.8
	18.7

	NA
	0
	1.4
	0
	0.8
	3.2


10. "Which candidate did you vote for at the parliamentary elections of 2004?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	For a supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	34.5
	15.5
	16.7
	22.6
	27.5
	43.2
	60.5

	For an opponent of 
A. Lukashenko
	10.6
	6.0
	11.4
	14.6
	12.7
	13.0
	7.2

	For another candidate
	6.4
	3.0
	6.8
	8.6
	9.3
	10.9
	2.1

	I do not remember
	19.1
	9.1
	13.6
	19.3
	19.3
	26.5
	20.2

	DA/NA
	29.4
	66.4
	51.5
	34.9
	31.2
	16.4
	10.0


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	58.2
	46.6
	28.3
	32.6
	22.2

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	13.6
	3.4
	7.6
	14.3
	17.2

	For another candidate
	0
	3.4
	6.2
	9.4
	10.0

	I do not remember
	16.9
	23.5
	18.7
	18.3
	19.5

	DA/NA
	11.3
	23.1
	39.2
	24.4
	31.1


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For a supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	15.5
	32.0
	8.4
	61.3
	24.1

	For an opponent of 
A. Lukashenko
	17.6
	11.0
	1.2
	7.2
	7.2

	For another candidate
	8.8
	8.2
	2.4
	2.2
	7.2

	I do not remember
	19.1
	21.7
	3.6
	18.6
	19.3

	DA/NA
	49.0
	27.1
	84.4
	10.7
	42.2


Table 10.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	For a supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	15.6
	46.1
	41.8
	49.4
	35.3
	23.4
	31.6

	For an opponent of 
A. Lukashenko
	12.4
	10.3
	6.8
	17.8
	14.5
	8.7
	5.7

	For another candidate
	7.6
	7.8
	9.1
	6.7
	8.2
	3.3
	1.8

	I do not remember
	30.8
	10.3
	15.9
	5.0
	18.4
	34.5
	26.3

	DA/NA
	33.6
	25.5
	26.4
	21.1
	23.6
	40.1
	40.6


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	For a supporter of A. Lukashenko
	15.6
	29.0
	33.5
	28.9
	51.3

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	12.4
	8.0
	12.7
	10.3
	10.6

	For another candidate
	7.6
	2.2
	11.2
	5.3
	6.3

	I do not remember
	30.8
	23.9
	8.8
	20.2
	15.2

	DA/NA
	33.6
	36.9
	33.8
	25.3
	16.6


11. "Does the work of the House of Representatives of the National Assembly of the Republic of Belarus influence your life and the life of your family?"

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 >

	Yes, it does
	49.1
	43.5
	41.6
	47.0
	43.5
	46.0
	52.4
	58.4

	No, it does not
	37.4
	40.3
	40.1
	40.2
	43.2
	40.2
	37.2
	28.4

	DA/NA
	13.5
	16.1
	18.3
	12.8
	13.3
	13.8
	10.4
	13.2


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, it does
	55.9
	54.9
	47.5
	47.0
	47.5

	No, it does not
	34.5
	30.4
	36.4
	43.0
	38.9

	DA/NA
	9.6
	14.7
	16.2
	10.0
	13.6


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, it does
	44.2
	48.7
	56.6
	55.9
	30.5

	No, it does not
	43.9
	38.3
	32.5
	30.2
	46.3

	DA/NA
	11.9
	13.0
	10.9
	13.9
	23.1


Table 11.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, it does
	53.8
	73.6
	43.9
	40.6
	36.4
	50.0
	41.5

	No, it does not
	37.1
	26.4
	36.7
	45.0
	37.4
	40.8
	40.6

	DA/NA
	9.1
	0
	19.4
	14.4
	26.2
	9.2
	17.9


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, it does
	53.8
	51.4
	42.6
	52.7
	46.4

	No, it does not
	37.1
	30.1
	44.6
	33.3
	40.3

	DA/NA
	9.1
	18.3
	12.8
	14.0
	13.3


12. "Do you think the House of Representatives, which is to be elected at the impending elections, is going to reflect the interests of the society?"

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 >

	I think, yes
	47.0
	56.5
	36.0
	33.1
	33.2
	41.4
	49.7
	67.7

	I think, no
	34.8
	29.0
	38.8
	49.6
	47.2
	40.3
	32.5
	16.3

	DA/NA
	18.2
	14.5
	25.2
	17.3
	19.6
	18.3
	17.8
	16.0


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I think, yes
	60.8
	62.3
	42.5
	42.7
	39.4

	I think, no
	21.0
	22.5
	37.5
	39.6
	42.5

	DA/NA
	18.2
	15.2
	20.0
	17.7
	18.1


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I think, yes
	26.0
	47.1
	52.4
	65.8
	34.1

	I think, no
	53.8
	35.4
	26.2
	16.8
	50.0

	DA/NA
	17.2
	14.8
	20.2
	15.3
	13.4


Table 12.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I think, yes
	42.0
	58.0
	61.6
	45.3
	33.0
	32.6
	52.8

	I think, no
	39.2
	35.5
	25.6
	35.2
	33.5
	47.3
	29.3

	DA/NA
	18.8
	6.5
	12.8
	19.5
	33.5
	20.1
	17.9


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I think, yes
	42.0
	38.9
	35.5
	53.8
	56.9

	I think, no
	39.2
	33.8
	46.6
	29.0
	30.1

	DA/NA
	18.8
	27.3
	17.9
	17.2
	13.0


13. Which of the problems listed below is crucial for you when you choose a candidate to vote for? (more than one answer is possible)
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 >

	Increase of the living standard
	73.2
	74.2
	73.9
	75.8
	79.0
	81.1
	70.7
	62.5

	Democracy and independence of Belarus
	19.5
	25.8
	23.2
	27.3
	22.0
	20.0
	19.9
	12.1

	Health protection
	33.6
	9.8
	21.0
	24.8
	26.9
	28.2
	33.7
	54.0

	Payment of pensions
	25.0
	3.2
	5.8
	8.3
	6.6
	11.7
	20.9
	25.0

	Creation of jobs
	25.3
	37.7
	41.6
	27.3
	26.7
	30.2
	25.7
	11.9

	Rise in prices
	25.4
	21.3
	22.5
	20.3
	29.6
	29.9
	31.4
	19.3

	Education
	12.2
	27.4
	18.1
	15.0
	12.3
	18.9
	7.4
	3.6

	Relations with Europe
	11.2
	14.5
	20.3
	22.0
	11.3
	13.7
	10.5
	2.1

	Relations with Russia
	10.0
	8.1
	14.5
	12.0
	8.6
	9.3
	12.0
	8.8

	Corruption
	7.4
	1.6
	5.8
	9.8
	9.3
	8.6
	8.9
	4.9

	Delinquency
	5.5
	1.6
	7.2
	2.3
	4.7
	4.1
	6.8
	7.7

	Religious freedom 
	1.2
	1.6
	0.7
	0.8
	1.3
	1.0
	1.6
	1.3


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Increase of the living standard
	51.1
	71.1
	75.3
	78.6
	78.7

	Democracy and independence 
of Belarus
	13.6
	13,7
	16.4
	23.4
	31.7

	Health protection
	59.7
	42.4
	27.6
	29.1
	26.4

	Payment of pensions
	71.2
	42.9
	16.7
	14.5
	9.0

	Creation of jobs
	19.8
	15.3
	28.1
	28.3
	27.3

	Rise in prices
	17.0
	25.0
	26.5
	28.6
	24.4

	Education
	0
	8.8
	13.6
	12.3
	21.7

	Relations with Europe
	5.1
	8.3
	11.8
	10.0
	19.9

	Relations with Russia
	2.8
	12.3
	9.1
	12.0
	12.7

	Corruption
	2.3
	8.3
	7.6
	9.4
	7.3

	Delinquency
	7.4
	6.4
	5.8
	5.1
	3.2

	Religious freedom 
	0
	2.0
	1.6
	1.1
	0.5


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Increase of the living standard
	23.0
	21.1
	27.7
	39.4
	21.7

	Democracy and independence of Belarus
	23.0
	22.1
	26.5
	11.4
	19.5

	Health protection
	23.3
	28.8
	16.9
	54.7
	22.0

	Payment of pensions
	6.4
	11.6
	3.6
	66.8
	13.3

	Creation of jobs
	27.6
	31.3
	33.3
	11.6
	31.3

	Rise in prices
	24.2
	30.4
	25.3
	18.5
	26.8

	Education
	10.9
	15.8
	34.5
	3.2
	11.0

	Relations with Europe
	21.8
	10.0
	18.1
	2.2
	14.6

	Relations with Russia
	11.2
	10.3
	Ё14.5
	8.7
	6.0

	Corruption
	9.7
	8.5
	4.8
	5.2
	3.7

	Delinquency
	4.5
	4.8
	7.2
	7.7
	2.4

	Religious freedom 
	0.6
	1.2
	1.2
	1.7
	1.2


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

	Increase of the living standard
	75.7
	67.1
	74.5
	70.4
	73.9
	74.9
	75.1

	Democracy and independence of Belarus
	26.4
	20.3
	18.2
	14.5
	25.6
	16.3
	13.1

	Health protection
	34.7
	30.6
	39.1
	31.8
	30.9
	41.3
	27.9

	Payment of pensions
	19.1
	35.8
	31.8
	23.5
	27.1
	23.4
	14.8

	Creation of jobs
	21.1
	27.2
	21.4
	33.0
	19.4
	29.3
	27.9

	Rise in prices
	25.1
	32.9
	23.6
	24.0
	16.9
	17.4
	35.4

	Education
	12.4
	7.4
	14.5
	11.2
	5.3
	13.0
	19.7

	Relations with Europe
	12.7
	5.2
	7.7
	14.0
	12.1
	19.0
	10.0

	Relations with Russia
	11.2
	6.5
	6.8
	8.9
	13.0
	10.3
	13.1

	Corruption
	6.4
	14.7
	7.7
	7.3
	2.9
	4.9
	7.4

	Delinquency
	7.2
	6.9
	5.5
	2.2
	2.4
	8.7
	4.8

	Religious freedom 
	0
	0.4
	2.3
	2.8
	1.0
	1.1
	1.3


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Increase of the living standard
	75.7
	72.1
	74.0
	74.1
	71.4

	Democracy and independence 
of Belarus
	26.7
	12.4
	24.3
	14.4
	20.4

	Health protection
	34.7
	34.1
	32.4
	25.1
	38.1

	Payment of pensions
	19.1
	21.7
	20.7
	20.2
	35.1

	Creation of jobs
	21.1
	19.2
	25.2
	33.5
	26.7

	Rise in prices
	25.1
	25.0
	18.0
	36.1
	23.6

	Education
	12.4
	14.1
	8.8
	16.3
	10.2

	Relations with Europe
	12.7
	12.7
	18.4
	14.1
	3.9

	Relations with Russia
	11.2
	13.0
	14.0
	8.4
	6.3

	Corruption
	6.4
	8.0
	6.8
	9.1
	7.4

	Delinquency
	7.2
	4.7
	9.2
	3.4
	4.3

	Religious freedom 
	0
	1.1
	1.6
	2.3
	0.9


14. "Imagine that at the deputy elections you have to choose one of the candidates listed below. Which of them would you vote for?"

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 >

	A deputy of the present National Assembly
	16.9
	16.1
	8.7
	12.1
	9.3
	13.4
	10.9
	33.2

	A leader of an opposition party (movement)
	8.8
	17.7
	11.6
	12.9
	9.9
	7.9
	9.9
	3.9

	A leader or an activist of a non-government organization
	12.9
	9.7
	13.8
	10.6
	9.6
	13.4
	14.1
	15.3

	A director of a state enterprise 
	16.9
	8.1
	16.7
	9.1
	16.2
	16.5
	35.9
	12.4

	A businessman who has a business of his own
	15.6
	14.5
	19.6
	28.0
	23.5
	20.3
	9.9
	3.1

	None of them
	9.7
	9.7
	10.1
	13.6
	12.3
	8.6
	6.6
	8.8

	DA/NA
	19.2
	24.2
	19.5
	13.7
	19.2
	19.9
	12.7
	23.3


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A deputy of the present National Assembly
	2.3
	2.0
	1.8
	1.7
	2.7

	A leader of an opposition party (movement)
	28.2
	27.1
	15.4
	10.8
	11.3

	A leader or an activist of a non-government organization
	14.7
	8.4
	12.9
	16.0
	10.9

	A director of a state enterprise 
	14.1
	18.2
	17.2
	17.7
	15.8

	A businessman who has a business of his own
	0
	7.9
	15.1
	23.1
	24.4

	None of them
	9.6
	10.3
	11.1
	7.7
	9.0

	DA/NA
	26.1
	21.1
	20.5
	15.7
	14.5


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	A deputy of the present National Assembly
	8.5
	13.0
	11.8
	31.5
	12.2

	A leader of an opposition party (movement)
	13.0
	7.5
	15.3
	5.2
	13.4

	A leader or an activist of a non-government organization
	9.4
	14.2
	9.4
	14.6
	12.2

	A director of a state enterprise 
	8.5
	24.4
	15.3
	14.4
	12.2

	A businessman who has a business of his own
	29.3
	16.8
	14.1
	2.7
	15.9

	None of them
	12.1
	8.8
	9.4
	7.7
	17.1

	DA/NA
	19.2
	15.5
	24.6
	23.8
	17.0


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

	A deputy of the present National Assembly
	17.5
	33.8
	11.8
	18.0
	15.9
	9.8
	9.6

	A leader of an opposition party (movement)
	4.0
	8.7
	10.0
	12.9
	10.6
	13.1
	4.8

	A leader or an activist of a non-government organization
	5.6
	4.3
	24.6
	21.9
	12.1
	10.4
	12.2

	A director of a state enterprise 
	10.4
	20.8
	18.2
	20.2
	8.7
	15.8
	24.5

	A businessman who has a business of his own
	35.5
	20.3
	6.8
	2.8
	13.0
	11.5
	12.7

	None of them
	11.2
	8.2
	8.8
	7.9
	9.7
	9.8
	12.7

	DA/NA
	15.8
	3.9
	19.8
	16.3
	31.0
	29.6
	23.5


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	A deputy of the present National Assembly
	17.5
	10.1
	23.6
	10.6
	20.7

	A leader of an opposition party (movement)
	4.0
	6.2
	15.2
	6.0
	11.1

	A leader or an activist of a non-government organization
	5.6
	6.2
	16.8
	16.6
	16.5

	A director of a state enterprise 
	10.4
	16.7
	10.4
	24.2
	20.0

	A businessman who has a business of his own
	35.5
	15.2
	10.0
	13.6
	8.9

	None of them
	11.2
	13.0
	10.0
	5.7
	8.8

	DA/NA
	15.8
	29.6
	14.0
	23.3
	14.0


15. If you found out that the results of the elections had been faked-up, what would you do? (more than one answer is possible)
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 >

	I would support reference of the “loser” candidate to the court or the Office of Public Prosecutor
	10.3
	85.2
	84.7
	87.1
	87.4
	89.7
	92.1
	93.8

	I would go out to a street protest action
	7.6
	17.7
	14.5
	11.3
	7.0
	5.2
	9.4
	4.1

	I would certainly tell my acquaintances about the falsification
	26.7
	17.7
	28.3
	26.6
	26.2
	32.0
	26.7
	23.5

	I would not do anything
	50.1
	41.9
	40.6
	40.9
	46.7
	49.0
	49.7
	61.9

	DA
	7.3
	9.5
	6.5
	8.3
	9.7
	6.5
	8.9
	4.4


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I would support reference of the “loser” candidate to the court or the Office of Public Prosecutor
	2.3
	11.3
	9.8
	12.6
	13.6

	I would go out to a street protest action
	9.6
	5.9
	8.2
	7.4
	6.8

	I would certainly tell my acquaintances about the falsification
	22.2
	19.1
	25.6
	30.2
	34.5

	I would not do anything
	61.9
	56.4
	51.1
	46.0
	39.4

	DA
	2.3
	8.3
	7.3
	7.1
	10.4


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I would support reference of the “loser” candidate to the court or the Office of Public Prosecutor
	14.8
	9.7
	16.7
	5.7
	14.5

	I would go out to a street protest action
	12.4
	6.2
	15.5
	4.0
	9.8

	I would certainly tell my acquaintances about the falsification
	23.9
	30.1
	21.4
	23.8
	34.1

	I would not do anything
	43.2
	49.4
	43.4
	61.1
	36.6

	DA
	7.9
	7.8
	8.4
	5.9
	6.1


Table 15.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I would support reference of the “loser” candidate to the court or the Office of Public Prosecutor
	7.6
	4.7
	8.6
	16.8
	18.8
	10.3
	7.9

	I would go out to a street protest action
	6.0
	4.7
	6.4
	13.4
	5.3
	14.7
	5.2

	I would certainly tell my acquaintances about the falsification
	18.3
	28.0
	37.7
	26.8
	24.6
	26.6
	26.2

	I would not do anything
	62.5
	61.0
	41.8
	36.3
	41.1
	52.7
	50.7

	DA
	10.0
	1.7
	6.8
	4.5
	10.6
	3.3
	12.7


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I would support reference of the “loser” candidate to the court or the Office of Public Prosecutor
	7.6
	8.7
	20.7
	9.1
	7.8

	I would go out to a street protest action
	6.0
	6.5
	14.4
	3.0
	8.0

	I would certainly tell my acquaintances about the falsification
	18.3
	22.5
	26.7
	27.8
	33.4

	I would not do anything
	62.5
	51.8
	35.5
	54.4
	47.9

	DA
	10.0
	12.3
	4.4
	7.6
	4.1


16. "Do you think real struggle among candidates is going to take place at the forthcoming elections, or is it going to be just an imitation of this struggle and distribution of places in the House of Representatives is going to be defined by the authorities beforehand?"
Table 16.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Real struggle is going to take place
	39.2
	30.6
	31.9
	30.1
	28.9
	33.0
	42.1
	57.5

	Only imitation of struggle is going to take place, and distribution of places has been defined by the authorities beforehand
	41.8
	43.5
	46.4
	54.9
	56.1
	47.8
	39.5
	20.9

	DA/NA
	19.0
	25.9
	21.7
	15.0
	15.0
	19.2
	18.4
	21.6


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Real struggle is going to take place
	42.9
	56.4
	39.1
	35.6
	26.8

	Only imitation of struggle is going to take place, and distribution of places has been defined by the authorities beforehand
	25.4
	25.5
	41.1
	50.7
	57.7

	DA/NA
	31.7
	18.1
	19.8
	13.7
	15.5


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Real struggle is going to take place
	21.8
	39.6
	29.8
	55.8
	35.4

	Only imitation of struggle is going to take place, and distribution of places has been defined by the authorities beforehand
	61.9
	43.1
	42.9
	21.3
	50.0

	DA/NA
	16.3
	17.3
	27.3
	22.9
	14.6


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

	Real struggle is going to take place
	42.2
	67.5
	49.3
	33.0
	17.0
	29.9
	29.8

	Only imitation of struggle is going to take place, and distribution of places has been defined by the authorities beforehand
	39.0
	29.0
	32.6
	48.6
	55.8
	51.1
	41.2

	DA/NA
	18.3
	3.5
	18.1
	18.4
	27.2
	19.0
	29.0


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Real struggle is going to take place
	42.2
	27.3
	34.8
	44.9
	44.1

	Only imitation of struggle is going to take place, and distribution of places has been defined by the authorities beforehand
	39.0
	32.4
	56.4
	36.9
	43.7

	DA/NA
	18.7
	40.4
	8.8
	18.2
	12.2


17. "What do you expect from the new membership of the House of Representatives?" (more than one answer is possible)
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 >

	Increase in social security and stability
	22.5
	31.1
	19.7
	22.0
	22.7
	24.5
	19.9
	21.7

	Increase in salaries and pensions
	33.6
	29.5
	30.4
	18.2
	23.0
	30.6
	36.8
	49.5

	Increase in opportunities for democracy and personal self-expression
	7.5
	13.1
	8.0
	6.8
	9.3
	6.9
	8.4
	4.9

	A better life for me and my family
	43.8
	45.9
	42.8
	35.3
	37.8
	47.9
	47.1
	45.7

	Representatives of the opposition will get to the House of Representatives
	3.9
	4.8
	2.2
	6.8
	8.3
	3.8
	2.6
	0.8

	Improvement of relations with the West
	5.1
	4.8
	5.1
	8.3
	5.0
	5.2
	3.1
	4.7

	I expect nothing
	25.4
	27.4
	30.4
	38.3
	32.0
	25.1
	19.9
	16.8

	DA
	2.5
	6.5
	2.2
	0.8
	1.3
	1.4
	2.6
	4.1


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Increase in social security and stability
	10.2
	28.4
	20.7
	25.1
	27.3

	Increase in salaries and pensions
	36.4
	48.8
	33.5
	28.8
	25.5

	Increase in opportunities for democracy and personal self-expression
	8.5
	3.9
	7.8
	9.1
	6.8

	A better life for me and my family
	40.9
	48.0
	41.9
	47.1
	41.4

	Representatives of the opposition will get to the House of Representatives
	0
	2.0
	2.4
	7.4
	6.8

	Improvement of relations with the West
	4.0
	4.9
	5.1
	5.7
	5.0

	I expect nothing
	22.0
	18.1
	28.5
	24.0
	28.6

	DA
	9.6
	1.5
	1.6
	1.7
	0.9


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Increase in social security and stability
	19.9
	25.1
	30.1
	20.8
	14.6

	Increase in salaries and pensions
	21.5
	31.3
	26.2
	48.9
	32.9

	Increase in opportunities for democracy and personal self-expression
	12.4
	6.0
	13.1
	4.5
	7.3

	A better life for me and my family
	41.7
	44.8
	51.8
	46.3
	24.4

	Representatives of the opposition will get to the House of Representatives
	6.0
	4.7
	6.0
	1.0
	2.4

	Improvement of relations with the West
	5.8
	4.7
	8.4
	4.9
	3.6

	I expect nothing
	32.4
	26.7
	21.7
	16.5
	34.1

	DA
	2.1
	1.0
	2.4
	5.0
	1.2


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

	Increase in social security and stability
	26.4
	18.2
	32.3
	35.2
	8.3
	15.2
	21.8

	Increase in salaries and pensions
	31.9
	31.9
	32.7
	45.3
	22.7
	28.3
	43.2

	Increase in opportunities for democracy and personal self-expression
	8.4
	3.5
	7.3
	17.3
	9.2
	3.3
	4.4

	A better life for me and my family
	53.0
	51.9
	34.5
	35.2
	36.7
	43.5
	47.6

	Representatives of the opposition will get to the House of Representatives
	7.2
	3.5
	1.8
	2.2
	5.3
	2.2
	3.9

	Improvement of relations with the West
	4.4
	0.9
	8.6
	10.6
	3.9
	5.5
	3.5

	I expect nothing
	30.0
	21.6
	20.9
	22.9
	25.6
	35.3
	21.8

	DA
	0.4
	0.4
	2.7
	0
	10.6
	1.6
	1.7


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Increase in social security and stability
	26.4
	17.1
	24.3
	24.0
	21.6

	Increase in salaries and pensions
	31.9
	27.6
	38.8
	28.9
	38.0

	Increase in opportunities for democracy and personal self-expression
	8.4
	4.7
	12.8
	6.1
	6.3

	A better life for me and my family
	53.0
	42.0
	41.4
	50.8
	37.1

	Representatives of the opposition will get to the House of Representatives
	7.2
	2.2
	4.4
	3.8
	3.0

	Improvement of relations with the West
	4.4
	3.6
	8.4
	5.3
	4.3

	I expect nothing
	30.0
	28.7
	26.4
	24.2
	20.8

	DA
	0.4
	8.0
	0
	1.1
	2.4


18. "What is your attitude towards the boycott of the impending parliamentary elections, which a part of the opposition is calling upon to?"
Table 18.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is positive
	8.8
	14.5
	14.4
	15.2
	11.3
	7.2
	8.4
	3.6

	It makes no difference to me
	24.8
	30.6
	28.8
	29.5
	28.2
	24.4
	28.3
	16.8

	It is negative
	26.5
	17.7
	18.0
	20.5
	23.3
	26.5
	29.8
	33.6

	I have not heard anything about it
	38.9
	35.5
	38.1
	33.3
	36.2
	40.9
	32.5
	45.7

	NA
	1.0
	1.6
	0.7
	1.5
	1.0
	1.0
	1.0
	0.3


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is positive
	7.3
	3.9
	9.8
	10.0
	10.9

	It makes no difference to me
	16.4
	26.5
	28.0
	26.8
	19.0

	It is negative
	24.9
	29.4
	22.4
	23.6
	39.4

	I have not heard anything about it
	51.4
	38.7
	38.5
	39.3
	29.4

	NA
	0
	1.5
	1.3
	0.3
	1.3


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It is positive
	17.8
	6.5
	15.5
	2.5
	15.7

	It makes no difference to me
	32.3
	25.2
	25.0
	16.5
	32.5

	It is negative
	17.8
	28.8
	20.2
	33.1
	18.1

	I have not heard anything about it
	31.1
	38.5
	38.1
	47.7
	31.3

	NA
	0.9
	1.0
	1.2
	0.2
	2.4


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

	It is positive
	15.5
	6.5
	7.2
	16.7
	4.9
	8.2
	3.9

	It makes no difference to me
	32.7
	15.1
	19.9
	22.2
	32.0
	19.7
	30.1

	It is negative
	21.1
	15.9
	29.0
	43.3
	20.9
	30.6
	28.8

	I have not heard anything about it
	30.3
	62.1
	42.1
	17.2
	41.7
	39.9
	35.4

	NA
	0.4
	0.4
	1.8
	0.6
	0.5
	1.6
	1.8


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	It is positive
	15.5
	8.0
	13.2
	4.2
	6.3

	It makes no difference to me
	32.7
	20.7
	31.2
	19.0
	22.8

	It is negative
	21.1
	26.5
	22.0
	33.5
	27.5

	I have not heard anything about it
	30.3
	43.3
	32.0
	43.0
	42.5

	NA
	0.4
	1.5
	1.6
	0.4
	0.9


19. "What, in your opinion, is the main duty of a deputy of the parliament?"

Table 19.1. 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 >

	To protect interests of electors of his constituency
	55.5
	48.4
	45.3
	45.9
	54.7
	64.0
	57.6
	56.6

	To execute orders of the president
	12.4
	16.1
	9.5
	12.8
	6.3
	7.9
	11.5
	21.2

	To elaborate and pass laws
	16.3
	24.2
	23.4
	16.5
	20.0
	14.0
	19.4
	9.6

	To elaborate and conduct state policy on his own
	9.9
	4.8
	10.9
	20.3
	15.0
	9.6
	6.3
	4.9

	Other
	0.1
	0
	0
	0
	0.3
	0
	0
	0

	DA/NA
	5.8
	6.5
	10.9
	4.5
	3.7
	5.5
	5.2
	7.9


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	To protect interests of electors of his constituency
	53.1
	63.1
	57.0
	52.9
	50.5

	To execute orders of the president
	22.0
	15.3
	11.1
	11.4
	7.3

	To elaborate and pass laws
	6.8
	10.3
	17.8
	19.4
	20.9

	To elaborate and conduct state policy on his own
	4.5
	4.4
	7.4
	14.3
	18.2

	Other
	0
	0
	0.2
	0
	0

	DA/NA
	13.6
	6.9
	6.5
	2.0
	3.1


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	To protect interests of electors of his constituency
	52.7
	59.9
	45.8
	54.1
	52.4

	To execute orders of the president
	9.7
	8.3
	9.6
	21.2
	12.2

	To elaborate and pass laws
	14.5
	20.8
	19.3
	11.1
	12.2

	To elaborate and conduct state policy on his own
	15.5
	8.5
	15.7
	4.9
	15.9

	Other
	0.3
	0
	0
	0
	0

	DA/NA
	7.3
	2.5
	9.6
	8.5
	7.3


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

	To protect interests of electors of his constituency
	56.2
	32.3
	54.5
	51.1
	55.1
	77.6
	65.1

	To execute orders of the president
	10.4
	28.4
	10.0
	16.7
	8.7
	3.8
	7.4

	To elaborate and pass laws
	11.6
	23.7
	15.5
	22.2
	11.1
	12.6
	18.3

	To elaborate and conduct state policy on his own
	17.8
	15.5
	15.9
	7.2
	2.9
	3.3
	0.5

	Other
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.4

	DA/NA
	4.0
	0.1
	4.1
	2.8
	22.2
	2.7
	10.3


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	To protect interests of electors of his constituency
	56.2
	47.1
	64.8
	52.3
	56.9

	To execute orders of the president
	10.4
	5.4
	14.8
	9.9
	17.5

	To elaborate and pass laws
	11.6
	19.6
	12.0
	26.6
	13.6

	To elaborate and conduct state policy on his own
	17.8
	8.3
	5.6
	8.7
	9.3

	Other
	0
	0
	0.4
	0
	0

	DA/NA
	4.0
	19.6
	2.4
	2.5
	2.7


20. "Do you think deputy candidates supporting the authorities have real programs of life improvement in the country?"

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 and >

	Yes, I do
	56.4
	43.5
	50.7
	49.7
	47.0
	53.6
	63.9
	68.5

	No, I do not
	24.7
	33.9
	30.4
	33.8
	33.0
	27.1
	24.1
	9.8

	DA/NA
	18.9
	22.6
	18.9
	16.5
	20.0
	19.3
	12.0
	21.7


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	60.8
	63.7
	52.5
	57.4
	53.8

	No, I do not
	14.2
	16.7
	28.6
	25.7
	29.9

	DA/NA
	25.0
	19.6
	18.9
	16.9
	16.3


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, I do
	48.6
	55.2
	50.0
	66.7
	51.2

	No, I do not
	31.7
	28.5
	32.1
	10.9
	30.5

	DA/NA
	19.7
	16.3
	17.9
	22.4
	18.3


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

	Yes, I do
	67.2
	70.7
	61.5
	57.3
	39.1
	41.8
	51.5

	No, I do not
	18.4
	26.3
	24.4
	24.2
	26.6
	29.9
	25.3

	DA/NA
	14.4
	3.0
	14.1
	18.5
	34.3
	28.3
	23.2


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, I do
	67.2
	34.9
	53.2
	62.9
	61.6

	No, I do not
	18.4
	26.2
	40.4
	22.3
	20.0

	DA/NA
	14.4
	38.9
	6.4
	14.8
	18.4


21. "Do you think opposition deputy candidates have real programs of life improvement in the country?"

Table 21.1. 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 do
	40.6
	47.5
	43.5
	42.1
	38.7
	42.4
	47.1
	40.6

	No, I do not
	34.5
	29.5
	35.5
	36.1
	36.7
	32.1
	37.2
	32.9

	DA/NA
	24.9
	23.0
	21.0
	21.8
	24.6
	25.5
	15.7
	22.5


Table 21.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	25.4
	36.3
	41.8
	47.1
	43.0

	No, I do not
	38.4
	34.8
	33.5
	32.9
	36.2

	DA/NA
	36.2
	29.0
	24.7
	20.0
	20.8


Table 21.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, I do
	45.0
	41.3
	47.6
	34.2
	43.9

	No, I do not
	32.6
	35.6
	32.1
	34.4
	34.2

	DA/NA
	22.4
	23.1
	20.3
	31.4
	21.9


Table 21.4. 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 do
	50.8
	56.9
	46.8
	30.2
	24.8
	29.9
	38.2

	No, I do not
	19.8
	39.2
	34.1
	46.4
	35.9
	37.5
	32.9

	DA/NA
	29.4
	3,9
	19.1
	23.4
	39.3
	32.6
	28.9


Table 21.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, I do
	50.8
	23.6
	32.0
	50.6
	44.1

	No, I do not
	19.8
	34.8
	60.4
	26.6
	32.6

	DA/NA
	29.4
	41.6
	7.6
	22.8
	23.3
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The Bealarusian strategy of Europe after the parliamentary elections-2008

Olga Karach, Head of the Vitebsk regional organization of the United Civil Party

It happened so that for 13 years the Europeans have not elaborated a clear and consistent position concerning “the Belarusian question”. Many variants were tried; however all of them are remarkable for inconsistency and lack of coordination: while some Europeans were carrying on lobby negotiations with the Belarusian government and invited the unrecognized chamber to conferences of every sort and kind, others urged to prohibition of any contacts and to introduction of various sanctions. Such a discord led to the following: the opposition as well as the authorities developed a firm belief that the European Union as a whole was not a very stable partner and was simply dangerous to pin one’s hopes on. Behavior of the EU with respect to Ukraine after “the orange revolution” and on account of the war in Georgia only strengthened that belief. Certainly there are some reliable European organizations and bodies which really honestly and consistently assert the interests of their Belarusian partners, democratic values and human rights in Belarus. In this case we have in view the institutions common to all Europe.

It is high time these institutions said their word again. Parliamentary elections took place in Belarus and in spite of all assurance and vows of the authorities they were neither free nor democratic. Which steps should the European Union undertake now as regards Belarus?
In the first place, the European Union has to look back at the past and attentively scrutinize and assess success and failures of all the steps which had been made to solve “the Belarusian question” and also define the reasons for the negative result of its solution. It means the European Union has to admit that these elections once again showed that the policy of the EU strange “dialogue” with the Belarusian leadership proved its inefficiency as against, for instance, American strategy of economic sanctions and strict response to violation of human rights. The American government has achieved more for several months of economic sanctions than some European deputies for ten years of intensive work on “dialogue establishment” with the Belarusian authorities. Political prisoners A. Kozulin, S. Parsukevich and A. Kim are free today thanks to the Americans in the first place.
Certain myths and stereotypes, which influence the EU decision making and thus complicate elaboration of an effective strategy regarding our country, have formed around Belarus.

Myth 1. If the European Union does not recognize the parliamentary elections of 2008 and does not start supporting A. Lukashenko, the Belarusian ruler will at once fling himself into the arms of the Kremlin.
Equally well one can seriously take in the threat of A. Lukashenko made on September, 23 of 2008, when accepting credentials from the new ambassadors he announced that “if Europe does not accept us, we will be able to replace our relations, first of all in economy, by relations with such countries as Venezuela and Iran”. A terrible threat – how can the European Union in this case not recognize the parliamentary elections in Belarus?! It could be a funny joke at dinner, if the European politicians did not believe in it.
In reality this myth has no practical grounds. A. Lukashenko knows what waits for him “in the bear’s embrace of the Big Brother” better than anybody else:

1. A real Union of Russia and Belarus means complete loss of power for A. Lukashenko. Having got accustomed to personal government he will not be able to resign himself to that, first of all, in case of a closer “intimacy” with the Kremlin he will lose control over the state budget and thus will not be able to spend the state money the way he wants it and will become completely financially dependent on the Russian leadership. It will be fine if the Russian leadership supports another launching of the Belarusian satellite, and what will happen if it does not? And where will one get the money for the massive state propaganda from? It is not cheap to maintain two state television channels, several state broadcasting stations and a couple of hundreds of state newspapers. One will have to beg “the Big Brother” for “pocket money”. And what if he does not give any? Maintenance of multitudinous servants is not free of charge either. Can any of the European politicians really think that A. Lukashenko might get offended by the West and go to Russia? 

Secondly, in Russia governors and “puppet” presidents of “the Union republics” are appointed by the Kremlin. A. Lukashenko is very well aware of that, too. Closer intimacy with Russia means that of his own free will he turns into a local princeling whom D. Medvedev can dismiss over a cup of tea with a careless stroke of the pen and instead of A. Lukashenko, “the best president in the world”, appoint, for example, R. Abramovich “the best president in the world”. Is the latter any worse? He was in charge of Chukotka, so he has got experience. R. Abramovich’s reputation in the West is much better. And to all the unsatisfied D. Medvedev will easily explain that such rearrangement has happened solely “at the instance of the Belarusian working-people”. Therefore such a step means a political suicide for him. It is clear that he is not able to commit such blunt political foolishness. Taking into account all his drawbacks, he is by no means a naïve daydreamer.
Thirdly, closer intimacy with Russia also means coming of Russian large-scale business for Belarus. And Russian business is not the European one; it is criminalized and corrupt, closely interlaced with the Russian authorities. Coming of Russian oligarchs into Belarusian economy means the end of A. Lukashenko’s epoch. One cannot easily put Russian oligarchs into prison, and they have enough money (some oligarchs’ incomings exceed the official budget of Belarus) to play their independent (from A. Lukashenko, not from the Kremlin) game. In other words, appearance of Russian business means that A. Lukashenko will have to limit his power with respect to these firms and these people. However, for one and a half decade he has got used to the fact that everybody depends on him: if I want to, I will show mercy or put into prison, or “elect” into the parliament. And if a whole stratum of people independent of him appear in Belarus who knows what might come into their heads? They might even want to put “their president” in A. Lukashenko’s chair. They have got enough resources to do it. Russian political strategists know their business and the Kremlin will provide a massive attack of Russian TV channels against the background of which BT and ONT will simply be breathless. That is why in case of closer intimacy with Russia (even without forming part of it) A. Lukashenko with his own hands will create prerequisites for the loss of power, and also will lose control of the situation inside the country. 

2. No matter how A. Lukashenko “flings himself into the embrace” of the Kremlin, the gas and oil price will not decrease for Belarus due to the fact. Russia has learned the lesson taught to it by the Ukrainian political elite quite well: no matter how much one feeds political wolves from other countries, they will still look at the direction of their national interests. Hence closer intimacy with the Kremlin does not bring any economic benefits either for A. Lukashenko personally or for Belarus as a whole. So what is the point in becoming closer?

3. If A. Lukashenko wanted he would have become close friends with Russia long before. He had enough time for such a rapprochement. If he had not come closer at a more favorable for him period of time when he had at least some chances to ascend the Russian throne, all the more he would not do it in time completely unfavorable and unstable for him. Thus the Europeans can sleep peacefully: A. Lukashenko will not draw nearer the Kremlin than he is now. Consequently A. Lukashenko’s threatening such as: “I will go to the Kremlin if you do not recognize the elections or do not lift sanctions” can scare only naïve European politicians such as former head of the PACE Rene van der Linden.

Reasoning from the aforesaid one may ask: what still closer rapprochement of the Kremlin and Belarus can the matter concern? Why are European politicians afraid that A. Lukashenko may “run” to Russia? He will not run anywhere, there is nowhere to run! The sooner Europe understands it and begins to dictate its conditions from the position of strength, the more rapidly progress in “European-Belarusian relations” will get under way.
Myth 2. A. Lukashenko does not recognize independence of Ossetia and Abkhazia for fear of quarreling with European politicians. 

It is almost the most laughable thing that could have been heard recently. It is strange that venerable Belarusian and European analysts intensively puff up this myth. If the European Union has not managed to agree upon a strategy for Belarus for one and a half decade, what kind of problems does the EU create for the Belarusian president? The European Union does not prevent him from living peacefully. The European parliament might vote once again for another strict resolution concerning violation of human rights in Belarus. So what? What consequences will it have for A. Lukashenko personally? None. Besides, A. Lukashenko knows it very well that a European deputy, who will play the game “a dialogue with the Belarusian authorities” with rapture and keep making the same mistakes, will turn up. Of course, it would be nice for A. Lukashenko and his court to sit for a while with a small volume of E. Hemingway under the Eiffel Tower; however, as a matter of principle, they can do without it. The most important question is what price is a person ready to pay in order to obtain something? What is L. Ermochina ready to do for the sake of “hanging out” in Paris? Absolutely nothing. It would be nice, of course, but if there is no chance, it is also fine. 

Reasons for A. Lukashenko’s non-recognition of Abkhazia and South Ossetia are completely different. First of all, their recognition will lead to the following: governors of two provinces of small Georgia will sit as equals (do you understand it: on equal terms!) with him, President of Belarus. When a country with a hundred and fifty million people, enormous natural resources and atomic weapons is your ally, you also feel Lord of the World. Russia demanding recognition of Abkhazia and Ossetia independence painfully touched A. Lukashenko’s pride having pointed to him his place in the same row with puppet rulers. It turns out that Belarus is the same for Russia as Abkhazia or Ossetia, and accordingly rulers of these quasi-states are approximately the same as far as their weight and size are concerned, does not it? Marionettes, which are taken out and pulled by the threads when it pays, and which are hidden in a dusty box when it does not. It is a shame. That is why A. Lukashenko does not manage to recognize independence of Abkhazia and Ossetia. It means to acknowledge that their “governors” are equal to him. And if they are equal to him, than who is he in this case?  It turns out that on the international scene he is no more than small change in a big game.
Secondly, for some reason nobody paid attention to what senator A. Zimovsky said on August, 12 of 2008 regarding non-recognition of Abkhazia and South Ossetia independence by Belarus: “Silence is modest due to the fact that all necessary conditions for modesty have been created for Belarus as for an ally. Let me remind you that at the moment of the beginning of the present Caucasian war formal head of the Union state Alexander Lukashenko and formal prime minister of the Union state Vladimir Putin were within visual and perhaps even verbal contact – on the stand of the stadium “The bird’s nest” in Beijing. However, Putin was discussing the Caucasian knot not with his formal head and legal ally, but with other persons (i.e. with the American president)”. What does this sentence tell us about? Experience shows that a Belarusian state official always repeats what he has heard from his boss. At that he talks in such a confident tone of voice as if he were reading the Bible. It means that A. Lukashenko when talking to his confidants said what A. Zimovsky heard and then repeated in front of everybody passing it off as his own thoughts. These very words of A. Zimovsky suggest what has really hurt A. Lukashenko: formally he is the leader of the whole Union state – he has been pressing for it so hard – and in reality it is nothing. De jure V. Putin is inferior to him according to rank. On the other hand, de facto, when the question about the war in Georgia arose, V. Putin addressed himself to “other persons” not noticing his “boss” at all. However, Alexander Grigorievich wanted presidents of two super states…listen to him so much. Instead they turned away from him as from nobody. This very offence keeps gnawing A. Lukashenko. He simply was not “noticed”. He splashed this offence out to his “special confidants”: I am not recognized as an equal one, to say nothing about being recognized as a chief. Thus he decided “to show” who “the master of the situation” was. “I will not recognize Abkhazia and South Ossetia, and that’ll teach you, V. Putin, how to turn your back upon me next time!..”

It is quite possible that he did not himself expect when he was “punishing Russia” that all analysts would simultaneously ascribe his non-recognition of Abkhazia and South Ossetia solely to his desire to please the West. He was perhaps still more surprised when the Europeans in their joy began to haunt his threshold and beg him: please, conduct these elections at least somehow; yes, we are for collaboration; we will take you even to… Paris. Of course it is very nice when you are being persuaded, beseeched and Javier Solana personally calls you using the direct telephone line. However, in this case the Europeans misfired. All European politicians all together assured A. Lukashenko that presence of the opposition in the parliament was not a compulsory condition of elections recognition. Owing to the lack of knowledge of the European culture he did not understand that a European cannot say it directly, that someone from the opposition should be somehow “dragged” into the parliament and the EU would be happy to recognize the elections. From this follows disappointment of Europe and A. Lukashenko’s light bewilderment on account of the European Union reaction. As a result nothing has changed, except that the parties are ready to continue exchanging compliments. That is why there is no opposition in the Belarusian parliament. And what does the opinion of the European Union mean to A. Lukashenko? It means absolutely nothing…

Where is the way out from the situation under discussion? It seems important to finally understand that changes in Belarus are impossible without pressure from inside, without strong and well-structured opposition. On the one hand, one should continue trying to persuade A. Lukashenko using the favorable moment of “not complete understanding”, since the Europeans are real professionals in organizing any negotiation process. On the other hand, it is necessary to strengthen the degree of support of the civil society in Belarus, encourage conducting of civil campaigns, development of civil networks, broadening of the citizens’ access to alternative information and not only through foreign broadcasting, but also through distribution of local periodicals and so on.
BOOKSHELF

Leonid Zaiko, Yaroslav Romanchuk. "Belarus at a split. +375-ekonomika@future.by". – Minsk, 2008, pp. 528
As it follows from the contents of the book, its authors – well-known market economists L. Zaiko and Ya. Romanchuk continue the tradition of a system-defined independent analysis of Belarus socio-economic problems. They invite us to a discussion, to a serious talk about the country, about where its economy is moving to and what to do next. It is a challenge to the Belarusian authorities, to the state economic science and economic policy. However, the challenge is neither aggressive nor fault-finding, but on the contrary it is constructive and correct, engaging in scientific polemics and discussion.
The given edition is especially topical in the context of the global financial crisis and easily predictable world recession. Discoursing on the concept of splits the authors point at exogenous factors–external splits (imperatives of globalization, export of the EU standards, the riot growth of China, India and other transitional countries), as well as at a whole series of internal splits. The main ones among them are transition to world prices for energy supply, incompatibility of the centralized planned economy with the necessity of its modernization, growing conflicts inside nomenclature (between the Ministry of Internal Affairs and the KGB, between the National bank and the Ministry of Finance, between defense and law enforcement agencies and supporters of relations reestablishment with the EU). L. Zaiko and Ya. Romanchuk describe the growth of tension in the global economy as a crisis of the existing system of the state interventionism into the markets of money, goods, services and labor force. For instance, drastic rise in prices for foodstuffs is shown as a consequence of the western states protectionism, neglect of scientific challenges in climatology and economic theory. The authors obviously do not follow the European mainstream while pointing at bureaucracy, inability of the EU, the USA and Japan to trade liberalization as at the source of discrimination of developing countries, on the one hand, and the threat of famine for dozens of the poorest countries of the world, on the other hand. 

In the authors’ opinion, the main split occurs inside of a Belarusian. Paternalism, support of protectionism, trust to the state, aversion of personal accomplishments along with high extent of tolerance towards law infringement, towards low quality of goods and services, culture of “keeping a low profile”, “it is no concern of mine” and “the most important thing is that everything should be not worse than at my neighbor’s” – all these culturological and personal aims come up against the imperatives of the modern competitiveness, innovativeness, adaptation to constant changes. In the description of a Belarusian terratuberian (“bulbash”)* portrait it is possible to find answers to the question why a neo-planned authoritarian socio-economic model has been created in our country. 

The authors analyze potential of the human capital of Belarus, its capabilities in case of liberalization and beginning of system democratic and market reforms. The Belarusian reality in comparison with other countries is presented in the book by means of figures and facts. Guidelines as to how to form a new system of social relations, how to use the national human capital to the maximum, how to turn the institution of ownership into the base of stable long-term development are given on the basis of a comparative analysis. Critical assessment is given to businessmen who just begin to realize their role in the process of social transformations. The authors of the book pay attention to the potential for stable development which is concealed in creating a favorable business climate in the country.
Consistency of approaches becomes especially apparent in the presented draft laws (about foreign and domestic commerce, financial system, national safety, budgetary-tax system, state social insurance arrangements). There are a lot of innovation approaches in them. For example, an attempt has been made to balance the necessity of a budgetary-tax reform with revision of the existing social security system. Under the minimal number of taxes (three altogether) they propose complete monetization of benefits and establishment of non-sequestrated budgetary payments to various categories of socially unprotected people and people objectively experiencing difficulties with full value integration into the society.
“Belarus at a split” is not a detailed reference book on reforms conducting. The authors suggest attracting attention to reforms ideology, to defining principles of their conducting, to integration of the best world’s experience. Owing to it the book can be recommended as a manual to a wide circle of quite well-educated readers – policymakers, teachers, journalists, students and to all those who are able and wish to take part in the public discussion of our country’s future. 

Liudmila Gryaznova, Ph. D.

* ”Bulbash” is a nickname of a Belarusian which comes from the Belarusian word “bulba” – potatoes. Presumably, the word has appeared due to the love of the Belarusians to potatoes and to the presence of many dishes made out of them in the Belarusian cuisine. 
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