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Dear readers!

We offer to your attention a regular issue of the “IISEPS News” bulletin. It is not a usual issue, but a jubilee one, the 50th, which means that the bulletin has been appearing uninterruptedly for over 12 years! And each issue contains several dozens pages of analytical materials which our researchers prepare quarterly especially for you.

In this issue your attention is called to the materials which reflect the most important findings of the IISEPS studies in the fourth quarter of 2008.

Data of the October national opinion poll presented in the given issue confirmed the assumptions about the appearance and voting results which had been forecasted following the results of the September and other earlier opinion polls. Simultaneously they showed a considerable discrepancy with the official data announced by the Central Election Committee. Such things happen systematically, and in view of it the obstinate reluctance of the authorities to include representatives of all election process participants, especially of the opposition, into election committees speaks for itself.

Results of the national opinion polls conducted by the Institute in October and December verified the fact that the Belarusians began to become aware of the inevitability of the spreading out economic crisis in spite of bravura assurances of the country’s leadership. We may say that the crisis has already entered the public consciousness, and even the immediate information of the state statistical committee confirmed some of its manifestations in the Belarusian daily life.

As it turned out, the hidden motive of the Belarusian crisis was economic rather than financial. Belarusian financial markets are in the embryonal state that is why the crisis surge covered first of all the real sector, which heretofore had been systematically increasing the output volume of the production that did not have sufficient demand. As a result of it necrosis of the circulating capital occurred, as well as problems with repayment of credits and absence of funds for labor remuneration. Unemployment, reduction of the workweek, forced holidays without pay – are again in the air of the country.

In spite of all the efforts on the part of the authorities to prevent manifestations of the crisis, further informational distortion of the essence of what was going on stopped yielding a result. Especially since the leadership of the country has very few resources left at their disposal to maintain the so-called “stability”. They even had to ask for help such “sharks of the world’s imperialism” as the IMF and the USA.

Once again, the authorities were forced to proclaim pursuing a course of the economy “liberalization”. There is no doubt that their measures are going to be called liberalization only by the official mass media and by Belarusian diplomats “knocking out” any foreign investments. Real liberalization in the economy will inevitably entail escalation of liberalization demands in politics and social life, which the Belarusian governing bodies do not intend to allow. All they are able to agree to of their own free will are inessential indulgences, such as permission to sell a couple of opposition newspapers in kiosks, which do not change the core of the Belarusian regime.

This testifies once again to the fact that the extensively advertised “Belarusian model of the economic development” is nothing more than a propagandistic structure reflecting the understanding level of the economic processes essence by the governing body of the country headed by their leader.

Some results of the October and December opinion polls from the point of view of the main socio-demographic groups of the population are as usual presented for the most curious readers in this part.

Taking into consideration that the given issue of the bulletin is a jubilee one, the editorial staff decided to let have the floor to our readers of many years in the rubric “The open forum”. Among them there are well-known home and foreign public figures and men of science who kindly agreed to evaluate our bulletin and the activity of the Institute altogether.

The rubric “Bookshelf” in this issue is rich in reviews. Another book by a well-known publicist A. Tomkovich “Budzitsely”* is presented by a not less famous journalist A. Klaskovsky. In his opinion, this book, as well as all the previous books by A. Tomkovich, is a priceless historical document which lets the subsequent generations of the Belarusians understand at what cost the normal state of human freedom has passed into the possession of our society. Neither the author, nor the reviewer, doubts that our society will comprehend it sooner or later.

The lawyer and political scientist M. Plisko presented a textbook for college students “The suffrage of the Republic of Belarus” written by S. Alfer. The author possesses abundant experience in participating in Belarusian election campaigns that is why he knows the issue both as a practical man and as a scientist-specialist which makes the book quite useful for students as well as for participants of future elections.

Another review of the recently issued book “The right to life and prohibition of tortures: European standards and legislation of the Republic of Belarus” published by lawyers-human rights activists is written by M. Pastukhov, former judge of Constitutional Court. The subject matter of this book is extremely topical for the modern Belarus, which, as it is known, still applies the capital punishment. That is why it is the reviewer’s opinion that this book is an important tool for increasing legal culture of law enforcement bodies’ employees, lawyers, human rights activists and ordinary citizens, as well as for perception and adaptation of European standards in our country.

All comments and feedbacks are as usual welcome!

IISEPS Board
MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In the fourth quarter of 2008 independent sociologists have conducted the following surveys:

In October – nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.512 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03);

In December – nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.522 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t 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.

OCTOBER 2008

Parliamentary elections-2008

First of all let us briefly consider the socio-economic situation in the country immediately before the elections. An analysis of answers to the standard questions: “How is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change within the next few years?” and “How has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?” (Tables 1-2) will help us to picture it. For the sake of clearness let us introduce two indicators: an indicator of expectations and an indicator of material well-being defined as difference between the values in the lines “It is going to improve” and “It is going to become worse”.
	Table 1

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change within the next few 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

	Indicator of expectations
	34.0
	–5.0
	–3.9
	–6.8
	–5.3
	3.8
	9.6
	15.8


	Table 2

	Dynamics of answering the question: “How has your personal financial situation 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

	Indicator of material well-being
	11.3
	4.5
	1.0
	–21.6
	–9.3
	–6.2
	–4.5


The maximum value of the indicators, as it can be seen, fell on 2006–the year of the third presidential elections. One should not be surprised by it. It was the year of the social payments peak and an active mobilization campaign realized by the authorities with the use of the whole state mass media might.
In 2007 the Belarusian society experienced two shocks (at the beginning and at the end of the year). The first one was connected with the “oil and gas war” between Belarus and Russia, the second one–with spasmodic rise in prices in November and December. The different nature of the events led to a dissimilar reaction of the public opinion. The Belarusians got acquainted with the “operations” exclusively from mass media reports. However, they learnt about the rise in prices directly in stores. That is why the first event led to the growth of anxious expectations, whereas the second one–to the sensation of the material well-being decrease (as the analysis showed the matter had concerned in particular a sensation).
By September of the current year, though, as it follows from Tables 1-2, the authorities have managed to stabilize the situation. It happened due to the traditional policy of social payments increase. By way of an example let us mention the 11% pensions rise since August, 1.
A virtually complete absence of any mobilization efforts from the direction of the authorities became the second important peculiarity of the last elections. The elections, according to A. Lukashenko, turned out to be “boring”, which affected the appearance that had made up 66.1% in conformity with the data of the IISEPS (75.5% by the data of the Central Election Committee). For comparison, at the previous parliamentary elections, according to the IISEPS opinion poll, 82.7% of electors took part in voting.
Why did the authorities turn out to be interested in the “boring” elections in 2008? One should look for an answer to this question in the goals which they had set themselves proceeding to the organization of election campaigns. In 2004 the parliamentary elections were combined with the referendum revoking the limitation of the number of terms which one and the same person (and the name of this person is well-known to all of us) could uninterruptedly hold at the presidential post. Support of the payroll of voters’ majority was required in order to change the Constitution that is why the authorities were interested in the maximum appearance. In 2008 the main goal that the authorities had set to themselves was recognition of their results by the West. The reason for such a geopolitical turn should be looked for in the accumulated economic problems and in the still more obvious threat of absorption on the part of Russia.
For the West to recognize the elections the authorities had to neutralize protest attitudes inside the country to the maximum. However, mobilization arrangements accomplished by the authorities increase not only their potential supporters’ electoral activity, but also their opponents’. The lesson of the presidential elections of 2006, when dozens of thousands of protesters had gone into the central square of Minsk, was learnt by the leadership of the country. As a result, no more than three hundred people went out to protest on account of falsifications in the course of the last parliamentary elections.
In all other respects the last elections should be recognized as standard. The falsifications technology at conducting elections in the country is worked through to perfection. Ahead of schedule voting is its important element. According to the IISEPS data in 2008 20.2% of voters of the respondents’ number voted before the appointed time, and in 2004 – 21%. At that the share of those who mentioned compulsion to the ahead of schedule voting did not change considerably either (3.1% and 5.3% accordingly).
Data of Table 3 illustrate absence of mobilization effect in 2008. It is clear that absolute values in the right-hand column should be higher under a lower appearance, however, pay attention to the following: the main contribution to the appearance decrease happened not due to everyday reasons (“was busy with other things”), but due to politically motivated ones.
	Table 3

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you did not take part in these elections, then on account of what reason?" (more than one answer is possible), %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	I could not get to the polling station as I was busy with other things
	6.1
	9.6

	Deputies will not stand up for my interests in any case
	2.0
	8.8

	The present parliament does not decide anything anyway
	2.0
	8.8

	I do not trust any of the candidates
	1.6
	5.1

	I supported the boycott announced by the opposition parties
	1.1
	4.4

	These elections were neither free nor just
	2.8
	3.2

	Due to another reason
	1.3
	3.8


When answering the question: “Did the fact that the authorities had not carried into effect the demands made by the opposition and the OSCE influence your decision to take part in the parliamentary elections?” only 14.4% of respondents answered in the affirmative (did not influence – 64.2%, found it difficult to answer – 31.4%). As a matter of principle, this is the percentage which constitutes the core of the opposition electorate. Most likely these voters would not have taken part in the elections even in the absence of the opposition and the OSCE demands.
On the other hand, a considerable growth of the candidates’ party identification on the part of voters against the background of a lower appearance (Table 4) really surprises. It should be noted that appearance decrease occurred in the first place owing to opponents of the authorities: in 2004 90% of voters who trust A. Lukashenko and 75% of those who do not trust him took part in the elections; and in 2008 81% (–9 percentage points) and 36% (-39 percentage points) accordingly. What can the identification anomaly be explained by? Apparently in 2004 all attention of voters was attracted to the referendum. It is not accidental: the mobilization campaign mentioned above was conducted that year solely on account of the referendum. The parliamentary elections with their party bustle simply got lost against that background.
The given hypothesis is confirmed while compareing answers to the question: “Did the candidate you had voted for get to the parliament?” (Table 5). It might seem at first glance that the number of the informed respondents has decreased. From the point of view of mathematics it is really so, however, it is necessary to remember that in Table 5 the results of the payroll numbers are given. If we re-count them with regard to the appearance for voting, the level of the information possession looks differently: in 2004 – 40%, in 2008 – 44.2%.
	Table 4

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you voted for a party candidate, then what party was it?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	The party of labor and justice
	–
	6.5

	The communist party of Belarus
	–
	4.7

	The Belarusian communist party
	0.1
	3.9

	The Belarusian social democratic party “Gramada”
	0.9
	3.3

	The Belarusian people’s front 
	1.3
	2.2

	The agrarian party
	–
	2.1

	The liberal-democratic party
	0.5
	1.9

	The joint civil party
	0.6
	1.8

	The Belarusian social democratic association
	0.5
	0.8

	Another answer
	6.2
	–

	NA
	89.9
	72.8


	Table 5

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Did the candidate you had voted for get into the parliament?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Yes
	33.1
	29.2

	No
	16.9
	14.4

	DA/NA
	50.0
	56.4


A relative increase of the voters’ interest in candidates’ personalities occurred against the background of their awareness level decrease or, rather, the level of their subjective idea about awareness (Table 6). Such a sensation under the conditions of “boring” elections should not surprise, however, we emphasize it once again that in 2004 the referendum was “non-boring”, not the elections.
	Table 6

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Did you have at your disposal sufficient information about the candidates who were put to the vote at your constituency and about their pre-election programs?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Yes
	55.0
	43.0

	No
	42.2
	50.8

	DA/NA
	2.8
	6.2


	Table 7

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which sources did you get the information about candidates and their programs from?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	From different printed materials which got into my mail box
	–
	30.6

	From TV programs
	14.7
	27.3

	From pre-election leaflets, posters, placards, etc in the streets 
	51.7
	23.2

	From colleagues at work, acquaintances, neighbors  
	15.5
	20.6

	From news-papers
	26.5
	–

	From the state press
	–
	18.2

	From the independent press
	–
	6.6

	From radio broadcasts
	9.7
	17.7

	From meetings with candidates and persons empowered to act for them
	11.8
	7.8

	From the Internet
	–
	5.4

	From managers at work
	3.7
	5.3

	Other
	1.2
	0.4

	I did not have any information about candidates
	15.3
	21.0


Answers to the question: “Which sources did you get the information about candidates and their programs from?” listed in Table 7 should be compared among themselves taking into consideration the lack of coincidence of the offered answer variants in the course of the two opinion polls. Nevertheless, the last line confirms a general decrease in the vot ers’ awareness in 2008. 
Continuing the informational topic we should mention that in the election campaign of 2008 agitational activity of deputy contenders was noticeably reduced. It is clear that candidates of the authorities who had received assurance of support had no need for such activity; and as far as opposition candidates are concerned, under the conditions of direct repressions strengthening and numerous administrative impediments it was quite difficult for them to engage themselves in the traditional for the opposition forms of agitation such as gatherings, pickets and meetings (Table 8). As for the considerable reduction in the number of the distributed leaflets, financing curtailment also played its role there.
	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What forms of agitation did candidates at your constituency use?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Distribution of leaflets
	61.3
	46.0

	Doorbell ringing
	10.3
	10.0

	Meetings
	21.8
	9.9

	Pickets
	2.7
	1.0

	Political mass-meetings
	1.5
	0.2

	I have not noticed any forms of agitation
	25.6
	44.7


To some extent curtailment of traditional agitation methods was compensated for by appearances of candidates on TV and the radio. It became possible thanks to the aspiration of the authorities to demonstrate to the West their readiness to conduct the elections in compliance with the international standards, since access of candidates to the electronic mass media can be easily tracked  by  inde-pendent organizations steering the elections monitororing. Thus there is nothing surprising in the fact that 37.2% of respondents saw appearances of candidates on TV and 26.6% heard their broadcast appeals. Let us remind that according to the personal order of the head of state TV and radio appeals of deputy contenders were put on the air twice.

Data of Table 9 help us estimate to what extent such appearances turned out to be effective. It is clear that one should not overstate the importance of answers to the question: “Did these appearances influence your decision whom to vote for at the elections?” Under the conditions of a strong disunity in the society political preferences of the Belarusians cannot change due to the audition of the candidates’ five minutes’ speeches. When a respondent mentions that speeches of candidates influenced him considerably most likely it means that the candidate strengthened his primary preferences still more.
	Table 9

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Did these appearances influence your decision whom to vote for at the elections?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	They did not influence my decision in any way
	38.1

	They influenced my decision to some extent
	21.1

	They influenced my decision considerably
	7.2

	DA/NA
	33.6


	Table 10

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you took part in voting, then when had you decided to do it?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Long before the elections
	56.2
	29.4

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	21.3
	24.7

	On the day of the elections
	6.0
	12.4

	NA
	16.5
	33.5


Absence of a purposeful mobilization of voters in the course of the last elections is also well perceptible in the answers to the questions of Tables 10-11. In 2004 more than a half of voters made up their mind long before the elections. The difference in the shares of the respondents who had chosen the given variant of answer made up 16.8 percentage points (Table 10)!
	Table 11

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you took part in voting, then when had you made up your mind which of the candidates you were going to vote for?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Long before the elections
	35.7
	17.0

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	28.6
	29.7

	At the polling place
	19.0
	19.8

	NA
	16.7
	33.5


The difference in answers to the question: “Had you consulted anybody when choosing a deputy contender you voted for?” (Table 12) is caused for the most part by the unequal level of appearance. However, if in 2008 the appearance constituted 79.9% of the appearance of 2004, then frequency of discussion with families and colleagues at work in 2008 made up 57.7% and 60.6%. This testifies to a certain decrease of elections topicality in the public consciousness in 2008.
	Table 12

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Had you consulted anybody when choosing a deputy contender you voted for?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	I had not consulted anybody and had chosen a candidate myself
	42.8
	41.3

	Yes, I had consulted members of my family
	26.0
	15.0

	Yes, I had consulted friends, acquaintances, neighbors 
	16.5
	10.0

	Yes, I had consulted colleagues at work
	5.3
	2.6

	Yes, I had consulted other voters at the polling place
	2.6
	2.3

	Yes, I had consulted a member of the polling place staff   
	2.0
	1.6

	Yes, I had consulted my superior at work
	1.2
	0.5


Answers to the question: “Were you interested in who was going to become a deputy?” also confirm low interest towards the “boring” elections. It was answered in the affirmative by 60.1% of respondents. If we take into account the fact that 19.8% of the polled (Table 11) chose their candidate directly at the polling station, then one should not be surprised by a relatively low level of interest towards candidates on the part of voters.
Against such a political background, smoothed away to the marginally possible level, the elections boycott suggested by individual politicians did not have any prospect of success from the very beginning. As it follows from Table 3, 4.4% of respondents announced their nonparticipation in the elections on account of the boycott. However, when answering the question: “How do you estimate the results of the boycott?” only 6.8% of respondents suppose that the boycott succeeded. The opposite conclusion was supported by 65.7% and another 27.5% found it difficult to answer.
When analyzing answers to the question: “Which two questions from the listed below were the most important ones for you when you were deciding whom to vote for at the last elections?” (Table 13), variants connected with the routine everyday problems turned out to be ranking first as it was to be expected. At that the leading variant “The general quality of life” has noticeably lost its topicality during four years. It is logical as the authorities managed to maintain a stable growth of the population’s active incomings beginning with the end of 2003: in 2004 – by 9.3%, in 2005 – by 18.1%, in 2006 – by 15.9% and in 2007 – by 13.1%. On the other hand, the once forgotten topic of the rise in prices became relevant again after the “leap” in November and December of 2007. Changes in the importance of problems connected with the public health service are also evident (+6.3 percentage points): regardless of the financing increase this social sphere is obviously degrading. On the whole it should be noted that answers to the question of Table 13 more likely reflect the aggregate worries list of the Belarusians and therefore they are connected with the choice of a certain candidate only by implication.
It has been corroborated time and again in the course of the IISEPS researches of many years that the structure of the Belarusians’ political preferences is quite stable. In this sense the elections of 2008 did not become an exception. Taking into consideration a lower appearance the data of Table 14 visually confirm the given conclusion.

If we change the strong variant “A supporter of the opposition” into a milder “For a candidate who had promised to fight for the change of the present policy” in the suggested answers, then the share of answers will grow from 4.2% to 15.5%. At that replacement of the variant “A supporter of the president” by it might seem a complete analogue “For a candidate who supports the present authorities” does not lead to a symmetrical decrease (35.2% for the first variant and 32.8% for the second one). Absence of symmetry apparently testifies to the fact that the need for changes which exists in the Belarusian society is quite feebly connected with the activity of the opposition at the present moment.
	Table 13

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which two questions from the listed below were most important for you when you were deciding whom to vote for at the last elections? ", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	The general quality of life
	35.5
	28.2

	Rise in prices
	3.0
	22.3

	Improvement of the public health service
	9.5
	15.8

	Payment of pensions
	6.5
	11.7

	Democracy and independence of Belarus
	11.7
	9.2

	Unemployment
	6.5
	7.4

	Education
	1.5
	6.1

	Relations with the West
	1.4
	4.4

	Relations with Russia
	1.0
	4.3

	A need for freedom in Belarus
	–
	3.6

	Criminality
	0.9
	3.3

	Corruption in the society
	0.9
	2.9

	Threat of terrorism
	–
	1.6

	Religious freedom
	0.4
	1.2

	DA
	21.2
	3.5


	Table 14

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Whom did you vote for at the elections to the Chamber of Representatives?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	A supporter of the president
	35.2
	31.6

	A supporter of the opposition
	9.6
	4.2

	An independent candidate
	21.3
	13.7


Making their choice the Belarusians pay attention in the first place to the life experience and education of a candidate. His profession also plays an important part (Table 15). These characteristics are met first of all by officials and directors of large-scale state enterprises. A person with opposition views cannot take up such posts in modern Belarus by definition. In the questionnaires of the opposition candidates in the column “place of work” the answer “unemployed” is marked off more often than not. The state propaganda is very well aware of this electoral nuance, and routinely reminded voters about the social status of the opposition candidates.
	Table 15

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which characteristics of the candidate influenced your choice at voting to the greatest extent?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Life experience
	27.2

	Education
	21.0

	Professionalism
	20.1

	Profession
	19.9

	Work experience
	14.3

	Status
	14.2

	Age
	12.1

	Gender
	7.2

	Party membership
	7.0

	Other
	3.3


As it has been already mentioned above the main goal the authorities had set for themselves in the course of the elections was recognition of their results by the West. The goal, as it is known, was not reached. The invited to Belarus observers of the OSCE officially recognized the election process as not corresponding with international standards. However, from the point of view of the Belarusian society the assessment of the elections freedom and democracy level turned out to be slightly different (Table 16-19). Attention should be paid, in the first place, to the decrease in the share of citizens who answered the question of Table 16 in the negative. Their number declined by 11 percentage points; however, by no means all of them, as it often happens in such cases, changed their opinion into the opposite one which led to the growth in the share of those who found it difficult to answer. The mentioned changes are the result of the propaganda which has been drawing a “picture” on the subject in question for many months. At that, president A. Lukashenko himself has been invariably appearing as the main “artist”. Let us quote only one of his statements borrowed by us from the interview of the head of state to the journalists of “Financial Times” and “Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung”: “If you are saying that parliamentary elections are so important for you, then we have completely opened the country for you: go, look, observe whether the pre-election period, the ahead of schedule voting and the elections themselves are happening in compliance with our laws”.
	Table 16

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Were the last parliamentary elections, in your opinion, free and just?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08
	Difference

	Yes
	48.5
	56.3
	7.8

	No
	35.2
	24.2
	–11.0

	NA
	16.3
	19.5
	3.2


	Table 17

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Does the Belarusian electoral legislation, in your opinion, correspond with the international standards of the OSCE and the European Council?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, it does
	43.1

	No, it does not
	29.5

	DA/NA
	27.4


	Table 18

	Distribution of answers to the question: "After the elections the opposition declared that they could not be recognized as free and democratic. What is your opinion on this account?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	The elections were free and democratic
	53.3

	The elections were neither free nor democratic
	26.2

	DA/NA
	20.5


	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the elections results announced by the Central Election Committee are actual or faked-up?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Unambiguously actual 
	24.8

	More likely actual
	38.2

	More likely faked-up
	15.1

	Unambiguously faked-up
	7.8

	DA/NA
	14.1


As a whole the share of the Belarusians who do not believe in democracy of the elections fluctuates within the limits of 25-30% which is a standard taking into account the political structure of the Belarusian society.
Everything mentioned above concerning the attitude of the Belarusians to the elections results can naturally be extended to the structure which has secured the results under consideration (Table 20).
Control over elections conducting is a painful question of all the Belarusian elections. Its acuteness is connected with the fact that contrary to the Belarusian legislation representatives of the opposition are virtually not allowed into the election committees. The matter in the first place concerns divisional election committees. There exactly the main manipulations with counting of votes are realized. In the committees of a higher level information from the field is simply mechanically summed up, that is why presence of opposition representatives in district committees could not tell upon the general level of control. Here is only one example: at the presidential elections of 2006 over 70 thousand people worked in the divisional election committees and only 1 representative of the opposition was included into that army of employees (at the parliamentary elections of 2008 – about 40 people).
	Table 20

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the listed below statements do you agree with?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	The Central Election Committee of the Republic of Belarus is an impartial body which is guided in its work solely by the law  
	46.9

	The Central Election Committee of the Republic of Belarus takes only such decisions which are favorable for those candidates who are supported by the authorities 
	31.3

	The Central Election Committee of the Republic of Belarus takes only such decisions which are favorable for certain candidates 
	19.5

	NA
	2.3


It should be noted that such “personnel policy” accomplished by the authorities is approved of by many Belarusians. Thus, in October respondents were, in particular, asked a question: “Many of our fellow countrymen do not trust the results of the elections as there were almost no representatives of the opposition as part of the election committees. What do you think about it?” The variant of answer: ”Only those persons who maintain the interests of the present authorities should form part of the committees” was chosen by 19.3% of respondents and another 21.9% found it difficult to answer. In that way, 41.2% of the Belarusians do not in fact regard the elections as a competing process between the authorities and the opposition. According to the good Soviet tradition many of them take part in voting rather with the purpose of demonstrating their loyalty to the authorities than with the purpose of making a choice.
Such heritage makes many Belarusians indifferent to declarations of opposition representatives concerning numerous infringements either allowed or even directly organized by the authorities in the course of the elections (Table 21).
	Table 21

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The opposition contends that in the course of the parliamentary elections numerous law infringements occurred (voting for other persons, giving out a voting-paper without presentation of a passport, compulsion of electors to take part in prescheduled voting, reduction of electors lists, etc.) Do you agree with this statement?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	There were no law infringements in the course of the elections
	46.4

	Yes, in the course of the elections numerous law infringements occurred
	12.7

	In the course of the elections minor infringements occurred which did not influence their results
	12.3

	DA/NA
	28.6


However, dynamics of answering the question: “Were observers present at your polling place at the time of voting?” (Table 22) turned out to be unexpected. On the other hand, it most likely reflects the real reduction of the observers’ number at the polling stations. It is clear that revocation of restrictions concerning access to Belarus of international observers could not fundamentally influence the overall number of observers. As for the opposition, it has evidently lost its mobilization potential for the last four years (see also commentary to Table 7).
	Table 22

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Were observers present at your polling place at the time of voting?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Yes
	56.9
	39.1

	No
	13.0
	17.5

	DA
	30.1
	43.4


Curtailment of the local observers’ number is especially painful if we take into consideration the fact that they enjoy the greatest confidence among voters (Table 23). The virtually identical level of trust towards observers of the OSCE and the CIS surprised us. Our astonishment is connected with the following: there have always been more adherents of the eastern integration in Belarus than of the western one.
However, if we proceed from a somewhat abstract for many respondents question of Table 23 to the question of Table 24, i.e. present them with a choice, then distribution according to the values scale will turn  out  to be more usual. Observers of the CIS countries rank first; they leave behind (in the range of the statistical error) even local observers of the initiative “Human rights activists for free elections”. The latter are most likely perceived as representatives of the opposition. Compare two wordings in Tables 23-24: “Of local independent observers” and “Of local observers of the initiative “Human rights activists for free elections”.
	Table 23

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Whose results of observation over the elections do you trust more?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Of local independent observers
	26.2

	Of Organization on Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) observers
	16.3

	Of Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) observers
	15.6

	Of deputy contenders’ observers
	11.9

	Of the European Union observers
	9.2

	Of the European Council observers
	5.5

	DA
	31.8


	Table 24

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If reports on the observation results are going to be contradictory, then whose observers’ reports will you trust more?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS)
	18.1

	Of local observers’ from the initiative “Human rights activists for free elections”
	17.1

	Of the Organization on Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE)
	14.5

	Of the European Union
	5.2

	Of the European Council
	4.9

	Of the European network of elections observation organizations 
	2.5

	DA/NA
	37.7


It should be noted that 12.8% of respondents heard about the existence of the human rights activists’ initiative. The given index should be recognized as a quite high taking into consideration the specific character of the Belarusian informational field.
Nevertheless, regardless of the fact that local observers undoubtedly numerically predominated, many respondents noticed in particular foreign observers (Table 25). It is quite natural, as visiting of a polling station by international observers is always an event which  is often taken as a show. At the same time, the lot of the local observers is to sit modestly in the places especially allotted for this purpose. As a rule, they are sent away from polling stations for any activity.
	Table 25

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you saw observers at the polling place at the time of voting, then whose observers were they?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Local observers from the initiative “Human rights activists for free elections”
	12.6

	Of the Organization on Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE)
	5.6

	Of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS)
	3.6

	Of the European Council
	1.3

	Of the European Union
	0.8

	Of the European network of elections observation organizations 
	0.8

	DA
	37.2


Concluding the control topic let us mention that facts of infringement were registered not only by professionally trained observers, but also by ordinary voters. The question: “Have you noticed any facts of abuse in the course of the election campaign at your constituency?” was answered in the affirmative by 7% of respondents. The list of such infringements is given in Table 26.
It is not difficult to guess in whose favor were the infringements registered by respondents: in favor of a candidate supporting the president – 13.3%, in favor of a candidate supporting the opposition – 0.6% and in favor of an independent candidate – 0.5%. 

Concluding the analysis of the election campaign let us refer to the data of Tables 27-29 which allow us to assess important peculiarities of the last parliamentary elections. On the one hand, the authorities had put in place large-scale work on advocating the idea of transparency and democracy of the elections, and this work did not turn out to be vain. The share of respondents who marked adherence to equal conditions for all the candidates increased by 8.7 percentage points (Table 27); simultaneously the share of those who consider that none of the candidates enjoyed support of the authorities  grew by 7.3 percentage points (Table 28).
	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you consider that in the course of the parliamentary elections law infringements occurred, then which of them did you notice?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Compulsion of electors to vote ahead of schedule
	8.9

	Giving out of a voting-paper without presentation of a passport
	6.3

	Voting for other persons
	5.8

	Compulsion of electors to take part in voting 
	4.8

	Members of the election committee prompted whom to vote for
	2.7

	Election committees reduced the lists of the registered electors
	2.1

	Agitation for candidates was conducted on the day of voting 
	0.9

	Others
	1.8

	DA
	14.8


	Table 27

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Did all the candidates, in your opinion, have equal conditions in the course of the elections?", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Yes
	40.7
	49.4

	No
	27.9
	30.0

	DA
	31.4
	20.6


	Table 28

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Did the authorities support any of the candidates at your constituency? ", %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Yes
	33.5
	34.6

	No
	15.8
	23.1

	DA
	50.7
	42.3


	Table 29

	Dynamics of answering the question: “Did you feel any pressure which was put upon you for the purpose of forcing you to vote for a certain candidate?” %


	Variant of answer
	11’04
	10’08

	Yes
	85.2
	83.6

	No
	3.8
	8.9

	DA
	11.0
	7.5


However, on the other hand, the registered by the public opinion increase in the level of the elections democracy which happened against the background of strengthening of direct pressure exertion upon voters is an important peculiarity of the last elections (Table 29).
The main election results in the context of socio-demographic groups

As the data of Table 30 show, a considerable part of pollers was going to take part in voting already long before the elections. Thus, in March there were almost 50% of such electors. As the date of the elections was drawing nearer, the number of those who decided to vote was gradually increasing owing to those who at first had either not been going to vote, or had not yet decided what to do. A comparison of the opinion poll results concerning the present elections with the previous ones shows a visible reduction in the number of those who indicated that they were going to take part in voting: if in 2004 four months before voting 22.5% thought so, than in 2008 in the same period of time before the elections – already 18.4%. Simultaneously the number of those who did not make up their mind grew considerably: in September two weeks before voting their number constituted almost a quarter of the electors’ payroll (in 2004 – only 11.6%). Consequently we may ascertain that electoral apathy and indifference of voters towards parliamentary elections is gradually growing in the society, and for its turn it directly points at the minimal influence of the modern parliament on public life.
	Table 30

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


	Variant of answer
	11'94*
	09'00*
	06'04*
	03'08
	06'08
	09'08

	Yes (definitely yes, more likely yes)
	46.2
	59.0
	62.6
	49.6
	53.0
	61.2

	No (more likely no, definitely no)
	23.5
	15.7
	22.5
	19.9
	18.4
	14.9

	Another answer (I will decide according to the situation, I have not decided yet)
	–**
	11.8
	11.6
	29.1
	27.4
	23.5

	NA
	30.3
	13.5
	3.3
	1.4
	1.2
	0.4

	* In the given opinion poll the question was formulated in a different way: “Are you going to take part in the impending parliamentary elections?”

** The given variant of answer was not offered 
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Picture 1. Participation in the elections depending on gender (%)
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Picture 3. Participation in the elections depending on education (%)
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Picture 4. Participation in the elections depending on status (%)


Results of the October after-elections opinion poll showed that the actual appearance of voters at the polling stations had turned out to be close to the forecasted one and had only slightly exceeded the ascertained by the previous opinion polls intention of the population to take part in voting. As it follows from Picture 1, the number of positive answers of voters about their appearance exceeded September expectations by 5%. At the same time, the number of those who had not taken part in voting exceeded the intentions revealed in September twofold. As it can be seen 76% of those who had not given a definite answer about their intentions at the beginning of September did not take part in voting on September, 28.

Appearance at the polling stations depending on gender and age of electors did not turn out to be unexpected: as it can be seen from Pictures 1 and 2, women and people of older ages took part in voting more actively. As a matter in fact, women in particular predominate in the older age groups. Young people under 30 took part in voting least actively – among them appearance exceeded non-appearance only by four per cent (50.6% vs. 46.7%).
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Picture 6. Participation in the elections according to the type 
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Picture 8. Voting results depending on gender (%)
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Picture 10. Voting results depending on education (%)


Bar charts in Pictures 3 and 4 show that people with primary and incomplete secondary education (73.6%), public sector employees (71.9%) and pensioners (79.4%) participated in voting in the most active way. Private sector employees and students took part in voting least actively. In these two groups appearance turned out to be even 1-2% lower than non-appearance.
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   Picture 11. Voting results depending on status (%)
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  Picture 12. Voting results depending on regions of residence (%)
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  Picture 13. Voting results depending on the type of settlement (%)
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Picture 14. Voting results depending on the per capita income (%)


As for the regions, the highest activity in voting was manifested by residents of Brest (79.2%), Gomel (76.9%) and Vitebsk (71.8%) regions (Picture 5). Residents of Mogilev region (49.2%) and Minsk (54.9%) showed the least activity. The maximum non-appearance of voters also turned out to be in these two regions – 44.8% in Mogilev region and 42.3% in Minsk. The bar chart in Picture 6 clearly demonstrates growth of non-appearance with diminution of the size of a settlement – from 56.9% in big (over 50 thousand residents) towns to 78.2% in villages.

As it follows from the bar chart in Picture 7, the lower the per capita income of voters, the higher their appearance at the polling stations turned out to be and, accordingly, the lower their non-appearance was. This may testify to dissatisfaction of less well-to-do groups of voters with their living conditions and to their desire to change them with the help of the elections.
As the bar chart in Picture 8 shows, candidates-adherents of the president were supported 1.6 times more by female voters (38.3%) than by male voters (23.7%). Candidates-adherents of the opposition had twice as many male electors (5.8%) than female ones (2.8%) in view of the general little support. As for independent candidates, the voting did not reveal any difference according to gender.

As the bar chart in Picture 9 shows, support of candidates-adherents of the president grows considerably with the voters’ age increase. Thus, if in the group of young people less than 30 years of age they were supported by 14% of voters only, than in the next age-group (from 30 up to 50 years of age) they got already almost twice as many votes (24.1%), and in the oldest age-group – 3.5 times more (49.7%). Support of opposition and independent candidates in groups under 50 years of age is almost equal. In the oldest age group in comparison with two former ones, their support is noticeably lower. Only in the youth age group, independent candidates got more votes than candidates-adherents of the president did.

Voting results depending on the electors’ level of education turned out to be quite expected. As it can be seen from the bar chart in Picture 10 support of candidates-adherents of the president is visibly decreasing with the growth of the education level. If among the electors with education below secondary one, it reaches 51.4%, when by the electors with higher education it hardly exceeds 22%. Support of independent candidates increases simultaneously with the growth of the education level. Although in all the education groups’ candidates-supporters of the president gained victory, in the group with higher education independent candidates almost caught up with them.

As it follows from Picture 11, candidates-adherents of the president got the largest support from pensioners (58.3%) and public sector employees (27.6%), the smallest – from students (7.5%) and private sector employees (14.8%). In these two latter groups, candidates-oppositionists gained the largest support (8.2% and 6.2% accordingly). Independent candidates were supported most of all by housewives and the unemployed (18.6%) and by public sector employees.

As it follows from the bar chart in Picture 12, voters of Grodno and Brest regions provided the largest support for the candidates of the authorities – 42.7% and 37.6% accordingly. The lowest support was provided for them in Minsk (20.2%) and in Mogilev region (23.5%). Opposition candidates also were supported most of all in Grodno (8.4%) and Brest (5.9%) regions, least of all – in Minsk (1.6%) and in Minsk region (1.3%). Independent candidates were most of all supported in Gomel (20.5%) and Minsk (19.2%) regions, least of all – in Grodno (3.9%) and Vitebsk (8.6%) regions. Candidates of the authorities won a convincing victory in all the regions; and in all the regions (except Grodno one) independent candidates got more votes than representative of the opposition.

Support of candidates of the authorities grows noticeably with the diminution of the settlement size (Picture 13). If in cities they got 24.5% of votes, than in towns it was already 27%, and 46.1% in villages. Opposition candidates were also most of all supported in villages (5%), and independent ones – in towns (19.8%).

As it can be seen in Picture 14, electoral activity of the population in general visibly decreases with the growth of the per capita income. At the same time, the level of income exerts almost no influence on distribution of support of these or those candidates, positioned depending on their political membership. In both income groups victory was gained by candidates of the authorities, and representatives of the opposition got the minimum of votes.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in October of 2008, %

1. "Did you take part in the elections which occurred on the 28 of September, 2008?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	66.1
	41.3
	59.0
	45.9
	60.7
	65.4
	71.9
	81.7

	No
	30.6
	54.0
	40.3
	49.6
	36.1
	31.2
	24.5
	15.0

	I have not heard anything about it
	1.2
	1.6
	0
	3.0
	1.0
	1.0
	0.5
	1.8

	NA
	2.1
	3.1
	0.7
	1.5
	2.2
	2.4
	3.1
	1.5


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	79.9
	68.9
	62.3
	64.5
	64.9

	No
	14.5
	27.7
	35.1
	32.4
	32.0

	I have not heard anything about it
	2.8
	0.5
	1.1
	1.1
	1.4

	NA
	2.8
	2.9
	1.5
	2.0
	1.7


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	47.8
	72.0
	48.1
	79.6
	52.3

	No
	49.1
	24.7
	49.1
	16.9
	44.2

	I have not heard anything about it
	0.3
	1.6
	0.9
	1.4
	2.3

	NA
	2.8
	1.7
	1.9
	2.1
	1.2


Table 1.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	54.9
	66.0
	72.9
	61.5
	72.1
	48.9
	77.3

	No
	42.3
	31.1
	20.4
	32.4
	25.5
	44.6
	19.3

	I have not heard anything about it
	1.6
	2.1
	0.5
	1.1
	0.5
	1.1
	2.1

	NA
	1.1
	0.8
	6.2
	5.0
	1.9
	5.4
	1.3


Table 1.5. Depending On the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	54.9
	59.3
	55.8
	71.6
	78.4

	No
	42.3
	37.3
	42.2
	24.8
	17.7

	I have not heard anything about it
	1.6
	1.1
	0.4
	0.7
	1.9

	NA
	1.2
	2.2
	1.6
	2.9
	2.9


2. "If you took part in voting, then did you vote ahead of schedule or on Sunday September, 28?"

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 >

	I voted ahead of schedule
	20.2
	17.7
	16.4
	11.1
	19.3
	21.2
	21.5
	24.5

	I voted on Sunday September, 28
	46.8
	27.4
	41.4
	34.8
	42.6
	44.7
	51.8
	58.5

	NA
	33.0
	54.9
	42.2
	54.1
	38.1
	34.1
	26.7
	17.0


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I voted ahead of schedule
	26.8
	21.8
	18.3
	19.3
	19.8

	I voted on Sunday September, 28
	57.5
	48.1
	44.0
	46.3
	45.0

	NA
	15.7
	30.1
	37.7
	34.4
	35.2


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I voted ahead of schedule
	13.3
	23.9
	14.0
	23.6
	12.6

	I voted on Sunday September, 28
	36.5
	48.2
	34.6
	57.2
	40.2

	NA
	50.2
	27.9
	51.4
	19.2
	47.2


Table 2.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I voted ahead of schedule
	10.3
	15.4
	23.4
	21.8
	20.6
	18.5
	33.0

	I voted on Sunday September, 28
	45.5
	50.4
	55.4
	41.9
	50.7
	34.8
	46.4

	NA
	44.5
	34.2
	21.2
	36.3
	28.7
	46.7
	20.6


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I voted ahead of schedule
	10.3
	15.0
	21.6
	24.5
	25.4

	I voted on Sunday September, 28
	45.5
	45.7
	33.6
	48.5
	54.3

	NA
	44.2
	39.3
	44.8
	27.0
	20.3


3. "In case you voted ahead of schedule, did you do it by your own initiative or due to the fact that someone (the authorities, your boss) forced you to do so?"

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 >

	By my own initiative
	16.0
	11.3
	12.2
	6.7
	14.1
	17.0
	19.3
	20.7

	Because I was forced to do so
	3.0
	6.5
	2.9
	4.4
	3.6
	2.7
	3.6
	1.8

	NA
	81.0
	82.2
	84.9
	88.9
	82.3
	80.3
	77.1
	77.5


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	By my own initiative
	24.0
	19.3
	13.6
	14.2
	14.9

	Because I was forced to do so
	1.1
	1.9
	4.2
	2.6
	3.6

	NA
	74.9
	78.8
	82.2
	83.2
	81.5


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	By my own initiative
	11.4
	17.8
	6.5
	20.3
	11.6

	Because I was forced to do so
	1.2
	5.1
	5.6
	1.9
	0

	NA
	87.4
	77.1
	87.9
	77.8
	88.4


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

	By my own initiative
	8.7
	11.1
	19.5
	18.5
	15.3
	13.0
	26.2

	Because I was forced to do so
	1.2
	1.7
	1.4
	3.4
	5.3
	3.8
	5.2

	NA
	90.1
	87.2
	79.1
	78.1
	79.4
	83.2
	68.6


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	By my own initiative
	8.7
	12.7
	16.7
	18.7
	19.7

	Because I was forced to do so
	1.2
	2.2
	2.4
	4.7
	3.9

	NA
	90.1
	85.1
	80.9
	76.6
	76.4


4. "If you took part in voting, then how did you vote?"
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 >

	For a candidate who promised to fight for the change of the present policy
	15.5
	17.7
	13.8
	17.9
	21.4
	15.4
	16.1
	10.1

	For a candidate who supports the present authorities
	32.8
	12.9
	20.3
	13.4
	21.0
	28.7
	34.9
	58.7

	Against all candidates
	9.1
	6.5
	13.8
	7.5
	11.1
	12.6
	8.9
	4.1

	Refused to answer
	9.4
	8.1
	9.4
	6.7
	8.5
	9.2
	13.0
	9.6

	NA
	33.3
	54.8
	42.7
	54.5
	38.0
	34.1
	27.1
	17.5


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For a candidate who promised to fight for the change of the present policy
	11.7
	12.1
	14.5
	19.9
	16.7

	For a candidate who supports the present authorities
	51.7
	50.5
	28.6
	23.9
	25.7

	Against all candidates
	6.7
	1.0
	9.2
	11.4
	14.9

	Refused to answer
	12.8
	7.8
	9.7
	9.1
	8.1

	NA
	17.1
	28.6
	38.0
	35.8
	34.6


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For a candidate who promised to fight for the change of the present policy
	16.0
	19.4
	13.9
	9.5
	18.6

	For a candidate who supports the present authorities
	19.1
	28.6
	12.0
	57.4
	16.3

	Against all candidates
	8.6
	12.6
	10.2
	4.0
	12.8

	Refused to answer
	5.9
	11.5
	13.0
	9.5
	3.5

	NA
	50.4
	27.9
	50.9
	19.6
	48.8


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

	For a candidate who promised to fight for the change of the present policy
	9.9
	12.8
	24.9
	13.5
	15.5
	14.2
	18.5

	For a candidate who supports the present authorities
	28.1
	36.3
	33.0
	40.4
	25.6
	27.9
	38.6

	Against all candidates
	7.9
	7.7
	8.6
	6.7
	19.8
	4.4
	7.3

	Refused to answer
	7.1
	9.8
	12.2
	1.7
	11.1
	6.6
	15.0

	NA
	47.0
	33.4
	21.3
	37.7
	28.0
	47.0
	20.6


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	For a candidate who promised to fight for the change of the present policy
	9.9
	10.9
	18.4
	17.6
	18.4

	For a candidate who supports the present authorities
	28.1
	32.6
	27.2
	32.0
	39.1

	Against all candidates
	7.9
	7.9
	7.2
	9.7
	11.0

	Refused to answer
	7.1
	9.4
	3.2
	13.7
	11.4

	NA
	47.0
	39.2
	44.0
	27.0
	20.1


5. "How did you vote at the last elections?"
Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	For one candidate
	56.8
	36.5
	40.3
	37.8
	49.8
	54.3
	63.4
	76.8

	Crossed out all candidates
	10.3
	4.8
	15.1
	11.1
	13.1
	13.3
	10.5
	4.4

	I did not vote
	25.6
	42.9
	30.9
	40.7
	31.2
	25.6
	20.9
	13.4

	NA
	7.3
	15.8
	13.7
	10.4
	5.9
	6.8
	5.2
	5.4


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For one candidate
	77.2
	66.8
	52.4
	51.1
	50.5

	Crossed out all candidates
	5.6
	3.8
	9.9
	13.9
	15.3

	I did not vote
	13.9
	20.7
	30.4
	27.3
	24.8

	NA
	3.3
	8.7
	7.3
	7.7
	9.4


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For one candidate
	38.0
	60.7
	35.2
	75.8
	34.9

	Crossed out all candidates
	13.0
	12.0
	12.0
	3.8
	17.4

	I did not vote
	38.6
	22.4
	40.7
	14.2
	36.0

	NA
	10.4
	4.9
	12.1
	6.2
	11.7


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 one candidate
	42.7
	55.7
	70.6
	49.2
	54.8
	50.0
	73.0

	Crossed out all candidates
	8.3
	7.7
	11.3
	15.6
	18.8
	4.9
	6.4

	I did not vote
	44.3
	33.6
	10.4
	20.1
	10.1
	45.1
	14.6

	NA
	4.7
	3.0
	7.7
	15.1
	16.3
	0
	6.0


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	For one candidate
	42.7
	54.1
	47.6
	59.0
	69.6

	Crossed out all candidates
	8.3
	10.1
	9.2
	12.9
	10.6

	I did not vote
	44.3
	19.8
	31.6
	24.8
	16.2

	NA
	4.7
	16.0
	11.6
	3.3
	3.6


6. "If you took part in the elections, then did the candidate you had voted for get to the parliament?"

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 >

	Yes
	29.2
	29.0
	39.3
	34.0
	47.9
	52.2
	53.9
	56.5

	No
	14.4
	66.1
	57.1
	63.0
	49.8
	46.4
	43.5
	40.9

	NA
	56.4
	4.9
	3.6
	3.0
	2.3
	1.4
	2.6
	2.6


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	52.0
	45.6
	45.8
	48.7
	57.5

	No
	46.9
	49.5
	51.6
	49.3
	40.7

	NA
	1.1
	4.9
	2.6
	2.0
	1.8


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	38.3
	56.5
	27.8
	55.9
	30.2

	No
	60.2
	41.6
	69.4
	41.7
	60.5

	NA
	1.5
	1.9
	2.8
	2.4
	9.3


Table 6.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	22.1
	33.2
	58.8
	56.1
	55.0
	49.5
	72.5

	No
	76.3
	65.5
	39.4
	40.0
	41.6
	47.8
	23.6

	NA
	1.6
	1.3
	1.8
	3.9
	3.4
	2.7
	3.9


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	22.1
	42.7
	51.6
	55.0
	62.0

	No
	76.3
	53.6
	44.8
	43.2
	35.9

	NA
	1.6
	3.7
	3.6
	1.8
	2.1


7. "Do you know the last name of the deputy in the House of Representatives who has been elected from your constituency?"

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
	48.9
	29.0
	39.3
	34.0
	47.9
	52.2
	53.9
	56.5

	No
	48.6
	66.1
	57.1
	63.0
	49.8
	46.4
	43.5
	40.9

	NA
	2.5
	4.9
	3.6
	3.0
	2.3
	1.4
	2.6
	2.6


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	52.0
	45.6
	45.8
	48.7
	57.5

	No
	46.9
	49.5
	51.6
	49.3
	40.7

	NA
	1.1
	4.9
	2.6
	2.0
	1.8


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	38.3
	56.5
	27.8
	55.9
	30.2

	No
	60.2
	41.5
	69.4
	41.7
	60.5

	NA
	1.5
	1.9
	2.8
	2.4
	9.3


Table 7.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	22.1
	33.2
	58.8
	56.1
	55.0
	49.5
	72.5

	No
	76.3
	65.5
	39.4
	40.0
	41.6
	47.8
	23.6

	NA
	1.6
	1.3
	1.8
	3.9
	3.4
	2.7
	3.9


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	22.1
	42.7
	51.6
	55.0
	62.0

	No
	76.3
	53.6
	44.8
	43.2
	35.9

	NA
	1.6
	3.7
	3.6
	1.8
	2.1


8. "Do you approve of some opposition politicians’ participation in the struggle for the chairs in the House of Representatives at the elections which took place on the 28th of September, 2008?"
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 >

	I approve 
	41.1
	53.2
	43.9
	47.4
	45.7
	42.7
	41.4
	31.4

	I disapprove
	21.8
	11.3
	17.3
	16.3
	18.1
	22.2
	19.9
	30.7

	I have not heard anything about it
	24.5
	29.0
	28.8
	25.9
	25.3
	23.2
	19.9
	24.0

	DA/NA
	12.6
	6.5
	10.1
	10.4
	10.9
	11.9
	18.8
	13.9


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I approve 
	31.3
	37.7
	37.3
	46.3
	53.8

	I disapprove
	30.2
	22.7
	20.3
	22.4
	17.2

	I have not heard anything about it
	20.1
	28.0
	29.7
	20.5
	18.1

	DA/NA
	18.4
	11.6
	12.7
	10.8
	10.9


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I approve 
	53.1
	42.0
	47.7
	31.0
	31.0

	I disapprove
	13.0
	23.6
	12.1
	29.9
	14.9

	I have not heard anything about it
	22.8
	21.3
	33.6
	24.4
	42.5

	DA/NA
	11.1
	13.1
	6.6
	14.7
	11.4


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

	I approve 
	30.7
	18.7
	53.4
	52.2
	36.1
	54.1
	48.5

	I disapprove
	22.4
	26.8
	21.3
	22.8
	11.5
	21.9
	25.3

	I have not heard anything about it
	35.8
	37.4
	23.1
	15.6
	27.4
	17.5
	9.9

	DA/NA
	11.0
	17.1
	2.3
	9.5
	25.0
	6.6
	16.3


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I approve 
	30.7
	56.6
	41.8
	41.4
	37.5

	I disapprove
	22.4
	10.5
	18.1
	25.9
	27.6

	I have not heard anything about it
	35.8
	16.1
	27.7
	24.8
	21.1

	DA/NA
	11.0
	16.8
	12.4
	7.9
	13.8


9. "Some part of the opposition actively boycotted the last parliamentary elections i.e. called upon 0
Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old 

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

	The boycott campaign succeeded
	6.8
	9.7
	8.6
	11.1
	9.5
	6.8
	3.6
	3.9

	The boycott campaign did not succeed 
	65.7
	56.5
	65.7
	63.7
	70.8
	68.0
	65.1
	62.0

	DA/NA
	27.5
	33.8
	25.7
	25.2
	19.7
	25.2
	31.3
	34.1


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	The boycott campaign succeeded
	7.8
	4.4
	7.6
	7.7
	5.0

	The boycott campaign did not succeed 
	57.0
	59.2
	63.3
	71.2
	76.6

	DA/NA
	35.2
	36.4
	29.1
	21.1
	18.4


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	The boycott campaign succeeded
	11.1
	5.9
	7.5
	3.5
	12.8

	The boycott campaign did not succeed 
	68.2
	69.3
	61.7
	61.9
	57.0

	DA/NA
	20.7
	24.8
	30.8
	34.6
	30.2


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

	The boycott campaign succeeded
	2.8
	3.4
	4.1
	20.1
	0.5
	17.4
	4.7

	The boycott campaign did not succeed 
	70.8
	70.5
	76.5
	55.9
	55.8
	50.5
	73.5

	DA/NA
	26.4
	26.1
	19.4
	24.0
	43.7
	32.1
	21.8


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	The boycott campaign succeeded
	2.8
	4.5
	17.1
	6.8
	4.8

	The boycott campaign did not succeed 
	70.8
	57.1
	51.8
	67.3
	74.5

	DA/NA
	26.4
	38.4
	31.1
	25.9
	20.7


10. "Did you have at your disposal sufficient information about the candidates who were put to the vote at your constituency and about their pre-election programs?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	43.0
	27.9
	31.7
	33.3
	39.3
	44.7
	49.5
	51.3

	No
	50.8
	65.6
	59.0
	60.0
	55.1
	50.2
	44.3
	42.7

	NA
	6.2
	6.5
	9.3
	6.7
	5.6
	5.1
	6.2
	6.0


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	46.1
	44.9
	41.5
	39.3
	48.2

	No
	47.8
	46.9
	53.4
	53.3
	46.4

	NA
	6.1
	8.2
	5.1
	7.4
	5.4


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Вариант ответа
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	31.2
	46.6
	33.3
	51.4
	34.9

	No
	62.3
	47.3
	60.2
	42.7
	58.1

	NA
	6.5
	6.1
	6.5
	6.9
	7.0


Table 10.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	37.5
	43.6
	50.0
	36.9
	39.9
	34.4
	56.5

	No
	54.6
	48.3
	48.2
	52.5
	55.3
	61.2
	37.9

	NA
	7.9
	8.1
	1.8
	10.6
	4.8
	4.4
	5.6


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	37.5
	39.6
	42.2
	43.3
	48.4

	No
	54.6
	55.6
	52.6
	48.8
	46.0

	NA
	7.9
	4.8
	5.2
	7.9
	5.6


11. "If you took part in voting, then when had you decided to do it?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Long before the elections
	17.0
	8.2
	13.7
	13.3
	13.7
	18.1
	18.3
	22.0

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	29.7
	18.0
	24.5
	14.8
	30.1
	27.3
	38.2
	35.7

	At the polling place
	19.8
	18.0
	19.4
	18.5
	17.6
	19.1
	17.3
	24.0

	NA
	33.5
	55.8
	42.4
	53.4
	38.6
	35.5
	26.2
	18.3


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Long before the elections
	23.3
	13.0
	12.1
	17.9
	26.1

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	35.0
	33.3
	29.0
	28.7
	25.2

	At the polling place
	22.8
	23.7
	21.2
	17.3
	14.0

	NA
	18.9
	30.0
	37.7
	36.1
	34.7


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Long before the elections
	13.3
	18.7
	8.4
	21.7
	8.1

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	19.4
	34.2
	22.4
	35.7
	17.4

	At the polling place
	16.7
	18.8
	17.8
	22.5
	26.7

	NA
	50.6
	28.3
	51.4
	20.1
	47.8


Table 11.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Long before the elections
	3.2
	11.5
	19.4
	15.1
	34.4
	3.8
	31.9

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	24.9
	21.7
	37.8
	27.9
	25.4
	37.0
	34.9

	At the polling place
	27.3
	33.2
	21.6
	20.1
	11.0
	12.5
	9.5

	NA
	44.6
	33.6
	21.2
	36.9
	29.2
	46.7
	23.7


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Long before the elections
	3.2
	22.5
	9.6
	16.5
	25.9

	On the eve of the elections (5-6 days)
	24.9
	22.1
	31.1
	37.4
	31.3

	At the polling place
	27.3
	16.4
	15.1
	18.3
	20.7

	NA
	44.6
	39.0
	44.2
	27.8
	22.1


12. "Your elected representative is:"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	A supporter of the president
	31.6
	11.3
	17.4
	11.9
	22.6
	25.5
	29.8
	59.6

	An adherent of the opposition
	4.2
	8.1
	7.2
	3.7
	7.5
	3.4
	3.1
	1.3

	An independent candidate
	13.7
	13.8
	12.3
	15.2
	10.5
	19.9
	14.1
	13.0

	DA/NA
	50.5
	66.8
	63.1
	69.2
	59.4
	51.2
	54.0
	36.1


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A supporter of the president
	58.1
	46.1
	27.2
	22.7
	22.0

	An adherent of the opposition
	3.9
	2.9
	3.1
	6.8
	4.0

	An independent candidate
	1.7
	9.2
	15.2
	15.1
	21.1

	DA/NA
	36.3
	39.8
	54.5
	55.4
	52.9


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	A supporter of the president
	14.9
	27.7
	7.4
	58.3
	18.8

	An adherent of the opposition
	6.2
	5.1
	8.3
	1.4
	0

	An independent candidate
	13.3
	18.6
	13.9
	6.2
	18.8

	DA/NA
	62.6
	48.6
	70.4
	34.1
	62.4


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

	A supporter of the president
	20.2
	29.8
	37.6
	42.7
	35.4
	23.4
	34.5

	An adherent of the opposition
	1.6
	1.3
	5.9
	8.5
	4.8
	5.4
	3.9

	An independent candidate
	14.6
	19.1
	15.4
	3.9
	8.6
	10.3
	20.7

	DA/NA
	63.6
	49.8
	41.1
	45.9
	51.2
	60.9
	40.9


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	A supporter of the president
	20.2
	28.5
	24.9
	27.0
	46.1

	An adherent of the opposition
	1.6
	3.0
	9.2
	1.8
	5.0

	An independent candidate
	14.6
	14.2
	12.9
	19.8
	9.7

	DA/NA
	63.6
	54.3
	53.0
	51.4
	39.2


13. "Did all the candidates, in your opinion, have equal conditions in the course of the elections?"

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 >

	Yes
	49.4
	36.5
	38.8
	35.3
	38.4
	44.4
	48.7
	72.9

	No
	30.0
	34.9
	38.1
	41.2
	40.3
	34.1
	29.8
	11.3

	DA/NA
	20.6
	28.6
	23.1
	23.5
	21.3
	31.5
	21.5
	15.8


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	68.7
	63.6
	48.5
	39.6
	38.7

	No
	13.4
	18.4
	29.1
	38.7
	43.2

	DA/NA
	17.9
	18.0
	22.4
	21.6
	18.1


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Статус

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	30.5
	48.0
	37.0
	71.6
	37.2

	No
	44.3
	31.6
	45.4
	12.3
	33.7

	DA/NA
	25.2
	20.4
	17.6
	16.1
	29.1


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

	Yes
	49.0
	59.6
	60.6
	46.9
	36.1
	39.7
	50.2

	No
	28.9
	25.1
	23.5
	33.5
	34.1
	42.9
	26.2

	DA/NA
	22.1
	15.3
	15.9
	19.6
	29.8
	17.4
	23.6


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	49.0
	33.7
	39.8
	56.1
	59.8

	No
	28.9
	29.6
	39.0
	29.9
	26.3

	DA/NA
	22.1
	36.7
	21.2
	14.0
	13.9


14. "Did the authorities support any of the candidates at your constituency?"
Table 14.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	34.6
	19.4
	33.1
	36.3
	35.9
	35.2
	35.9
	34.7

	No
	23.1
	29.0
	23.0
	28.1
	20.6
	23.9
	21.4
	23.1

	DA/NA
	42.3
	51.6
	43.9
	35.6
	43.5
	40.9
	42.7
	42.2


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	33.5
	35.3
	33.3
	36.6
	34.7

	No
	24.5
	16.4
	22.1
	25.0
	27.5

	DA/NA
	42.0
	48.3
	44.6
	38.4
	37.8


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	31.6
	38.5
	25.2
	34.8
	29.4

	No
	21.1
	24.8
	23.4
	22.5
	22.4

	DA/NA
	47.3
	36.7
	51.4
	32.7
	48.2


Table 14.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	26.5
	43.4
	21.7
	37.4
	34.4
	34.8
	44.2

	No
	10.7
	22.1
	39.8
	34.7
	20.1
	23.4
	15.9

	DA/NA
	62.8
	34.5
	38.5
	27.9
	45.5
	41.8
	39.9


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	26.5
	21.3
	31.2
	46.6
	41.2

	No
	10.7
	20.2
	26.8
	20.9
	31.0

	DA/NA
	62.8
	58.5
	42.0
	32.5
	27.8


15. "The opposition contends that in the course of the parliamentary elections numerous law infringements occurred (voting for other persons, giving out a voting-paper without presentation of a passport, compulsion of electors to take part in the prescheduled voting, reduction of electors lists, etc.) Do you agree with this statement?"

Table 15.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, in the course of the elections numerous law infringements occurred
	12.7
	18.0
	15.8
	21.5
	17.0
	15.0
	11.5
	2.8

	In the course of the elections minor infringements occurred which did not influence their results
	12.3
	13.1
	14.4
	14.1
	12.8
	12.6
	15.2
	8.5

	There were no law infringements in the course of the elections
	36.1
	36.1
	36.0
	28.1
	42.0
	43.0
	46.6
	64.2

	DA/NA
	28.9
	32.8
	33.8
	36.3
	28.2
	29.4
	26.7
	23.5


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, in the course of the elections numerous law infringements occurred
	3.3
	6.3
	14.6
	14.5
	18.4

	In the course of the elections minor infringements occurred which did not influence their results
	8.3
	9.7
	9.8
	16.0
	18.4

	There were no law infringements in the course of the elections
	56.1
	58.3
	45.2
	43.3
	35.4

	DA/NA
	32.3
	25.7
	30.4
	26.2
	27.8


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, in the course of the elections numerous law infringements occurred
	23.8
	11.5
	21.3
	3.1
	14.0

	In the course of the elections minor infringements occurred which did not influence their results
	9.0
	17.7
	12.0
	8.3
	10.5

	There were no law infringements in the course of the elections
	31.5
	46.7
	30.6
	63.3
	38.4

	DA/NA
	35.7
	23.1
	36.1
	25.3
	37.1


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

	Yes, in the course of the elections numerous law infringements occurred
	24.0
	8.5
	5.9
	16.2
	11.1
	15.8
	7.8

	In the course of the elections minor infringements occurred which did not influence their results
	6.7
	10.3
	19.9
	14.5
	8.2
	15.8
	12.5

	There were no law infringements in the course of the elections
	42.1
	58.5
	56.6
	47.5
	34.6
	35.9
	47.0

	DA/NA
	27.2
	22.6
	17.6
	21.8
	45.1
	32.6
	32.7


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, in the course of the elections numerous law infringements occurred
	24.0
	7.8
	18.4
	10.0
	8.0

	In the course of the elections minor infringements occurred which did not influence their results
	6.7
	14.2
	13.2
	15.1
	12.1

	There were no law infringements in the course of the elections
	42.1
	37.6
	37.2
	50.9
	61.8

	DA/NA
	27.2
	40.4
	31.2
	24.0
	18.1


16. "Were the last parliamentary elections in your opinion free and just?"

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 >

	Yes
	56.3
	41.9
	41.0
	41.8
	43.0
	54.9
	56.3
	80.9

	No
	24.2
	38.7
	29.5
	34.3
	34.8
	27.3
	22.4
	6.7

	DA/NA
	19.5
	19.4
	29.5
	23.9
	22.2
	17.8
	21.3
	12.4


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	74.4
	68.9
	53.5
	49.0
	47.7

	No
	13.9
	12.2
	25.3
	30.2
	32.0

	DA/NA
	11.7
	18.9
	21.2
	20.8
	20.3


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	37.2
	55.6
	40.7
	79.3
	39.5

	No
	41.2
	24.1
	36.1
	7.4
	30.2

	DA/NA
	21.6
	20.3
	23.2
	13.3
	20.3


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

	Yes
	53.4
	68.1
	68.2
	52.0
	42.8
	41.5
	63.5

	No
	30.4
	20.0
	16.8
	33.0
	27.4
	31.1
	13.3

	DA/NA
	16.2
	11.9
	15.0
	15.0
	29.8
	27.4
	23.2


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	53.4
	45.0
	47.6
	58.3
	68.0

	No
	30.4
	20.8
	37.6
	23.0
	16.2

	DA/NA
	16.2
	34.2
	14.8
	18.7
	15.8


17. "Were observers present at your polling place at the time of voting?"
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 >

	Yes
	39.1
	32.3
	34.5
	28.1
	39.5
	38.2
	42.7
	44.4

	No
	17.5
	17.7
	25.2
	17.0
	14.5
	18.4
	18.2
	16.0

	DA/NA
	43.4
	50.0
	40.3
	54.9
	46.0
	43.4
	39.1
	39.6


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	45.6
	37.9
	37.9
	37.5
	41.2

	No
	12.2
	14.6
	18.1
	21.6
	16.3

	DA/NA
	42.2
	47.5
	44.0
	40.9
	42.5


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	29.3
	44.9
	29.9
	43.8
	24.4

	No
	13.9
	19.0
	23.4
	16.6
	18.6

	DA/NA
	56.8
	36.3
	46.7
	39.6
	57.0


Table 17.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	31.7
	33.8
	38.0
	41.9
	44.7
	31.9
	52.4

	No
	8.4
	20.1
	35.7
	16.8
	18.3
	14.6
	9.4

	DA/NA
	59.9
	46.1
	26.3
	41.3
	37.0
	53.5
	38.2


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes
	31.7
	33.0
	24.8
	53.4
	46.0

	No
	8.4
	7.9
	19.2
	16.5
	27.4

	DA/NA
	59.9
	59.1
	56.0
	29.9
	26.6


18. "Does the Belarusian election legislation, in your opinion, correspond to the international standards of the OSCE and the European Council?"
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 >

	Yes, it does
	43.1
	33.3
	34.5
	34.1
	39.3
	40.1
	44.5
	55.4

	No, it does not 
	29.5
	42.9
	35.3
	41.5
	41.0
	33.6
	26.7
	10.4

	DA/NA
	27.4
	23.8
	30.2
	24.4
	19.7
	26.3
	28.8
	34.2


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, it does
	46.4
	50.7
	43.3
	39.8
	37.8

	No, it does not 
	14.5
	17.4
	32.1
	35.5
	36.5

	DA/NA
	39.1
	31.9
	24.6
	24.7
	25.7


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, it does
	28.9
	45.2
	35.2
	55.3
	32.6

	No, it does not 
	50.9
	28.8
	40.7
	11.1
	30.2

	DA/NA
	20.2
	26.0
	24.1
	33.6
	37.2


Table 18.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, it does
	43.9
	61.1
	53.8
	33.1
	22.1
	38.6
	43.5

	No, it does not 
	36.8
	22.6
	24.4
	40.4
	32.7
	37.0
	15.9

	DA/NA
	19.3
	16.3
	21.8
	26.5
	45.2
	24.4
	40.6


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes, it does
	43.9
	24.3
	37.5
	53.6
	50.3

	No, it does not 
	36.8
	24.8
	40.6
	26.6
	24.0

	DA/NA
	19.3
	50.9
	21.9
	19.8
	25.7


19. "Do you think the elections results announced by the Central election committee are real or faked-up?"

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 >

	Unambiguously real
	24.8
	11.5
	10.7
	11.9
	19.2
	18.1
	23.0
	47.0

	More likely real
	38.2
	39.3
	36.4
	37.8
	33.9
	41.6
	42.4
	37.5

	More likely faked-up
	15.1
	18.0
	21.4
	21.5
	18.6
	17.7
	19.9
	2.8

	Unambiguously faked-up
	7.8
	13.1
	7.9
	15.6
	11.4
	8.5
	4.8
	2.6

	DA/NA
	14.1
	18.1
	23.6
	13.4
	16.9
	14.1
	9.9
	10.1


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Unambiguously real
	42.5
	39.3
	22.1
	17.0
	16.7

	More likely real
	39.7
	34.5
	39.3
	38.9
	36.9

	More likely faked-up
	6.1
	9.2
	16.1
	19.6
	17.1

	Unambiguously faked-up
	1.7
	3.4
	8.2
	10.2
	13.1

	DA/NA
	10.0
	13.6
	14.3
	14.3
	16.2


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Unambiguously real
	12.7
	20.1
	11.1
	46.1
	15.1

	More likely real
	31.6
	43.7
	34.3
	38.0
	33.7

	More likely faked-up
	23.8
	17.0
	23.1
	3.1
	18.6

	Unambiguously faked-up
	17.0
	5.9
	12.0
	2.4
	5.8

	DA/NA
	14.9
	13.3
	19.5
	10.4
	27.8


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

	Unambiguously real
	24.9
	29.2
	24.1
	22.9
	16.4
	21.9
	32.2

	More likely real
	36.0
	43.2
	50.5
	44.1
	38.6
	25.1
	29.6

	More likely faked-up
	12.3
	16.9
	9.5
	13.4
	18.4
	25.2
	11.6

	Unambiguously faked-up
	17.8
	3.8
	3.6
	10.1
	5.3
	10.9
	3.0

	DA/NA
	9.0
	6.9
	12.3
	9.5
	21.3
	16.9
	23.6


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Unambiguously real
	24.9
	18.3
	22.1
	24.5
	30.4

	More likely real
	36.0
	25.7
	32.9
	41.4
	47.4

	More likely faked-up
	12.3
	14.9
	25.3
	18.0
	9.5

	Unambiguously faked-up
	17.8
	6.7
	12.0
	2.1
	4.1

	DA/NA
	9.0
	34.4
	7.7
	14.0
	8.6


20. "After the elections the opposition announced that it was impossible to recognize them as free and democratic. What is your opinion in this respect?"

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 >

	The elections were free and democratic
	53.3
	45.2
	41.4
	40.3
	40.3
	51.5
	56.5
	73.4

	The elections were neither free nor democratic
	26.2
	32.3
	32.9
	35.8
	36.1
	28.0
	23.6
	11.6

	DA/NA
	20.5
	21.5
	25.7
	23.9
	23.6
	20.5
	19.9
	15.0


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	The elections were free and democratic
	62.6
	65.7
	53.6
	46.6
	44.6

	The elections were neither free nor democratic
	22.3
	14.5
	25.5
	31.0
	34.2

	DA/NA
	15.1
	19.8
	20.9
	22.4
	21.2


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	The elections were free and democratic
	34.9
	54.1
	43.5
	72.5
	36.0

	The elections were neither free nor democratic
	45.1
	23.7
	35.2
	11.6
	31.4

	DA/NA
	20.0
	22.2
	21.3
	15.9
	32.6


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

	The elections were free and democratic
	51.0
	68.1
	67.9
	48.6
	30.6
	39.1
	61.8

	The elections were neither free nor democratic
	28.0
	19.1
	18.1
	38.0
	33.5
	35.3
	16.7

	DA/NA
	21.0
	12.8
	14.0
	13.4
	35.9
	25.6
	21.5


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	The elections were free and democratic
	51.0
	41.4
	46.2
	57.4
	62.9

	The elections were neither free nor democratic
	28.0
	25.7
	37.1
	23.5
	21.3

	DA/NA
	21.0
	32.9
	16.7
	19.1
	15.8


DECEMBER 2008

A difficult year

The economic crisis has undoubtedly influenced the assessment of the outgoing year. Its first signs had appeared in October and by the time of the opinion poll conducting (the first half of December), it managed to show its worth aloud which was registered by the public opinion (Table 1). Let us remind that the January opinion poll of 2007 was conducted at the height of the Belarusian-Russian "oil and gas war", that is why 9.6 percentage points growth in the share of citizens who chose the variant of answer "More difficult" should be regarded as evidence of negative changes large scale.
	Table 1

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What kind of year did 2008 (2006) turn out to be for Belarus in comparison with the previous one– more difficult or easier?", %



	Variant of answer
	01'07
	12'08

	More difficult
	33.2
	42.8

	The same as the previous one
	45.8
	44.6

	Easier
	16.7
	7.7

	DA/NA
	4.3
	4.9


The crisis at its initial stage has touched upon predominantly economically active citizens; hence when comparing assessments of the previous year made by the respondents who trust and do not trust the head of state, the former noted that 2008 had turned out to be more difficult than the previous one far more seldom (33.2% vs. 55%).

When one "engages in personalities" (Table 2) the situation does not look so pessimistic. The balance of positive and negative assessments remains positive, although their difference reduced almost two times (26.3% following the results of 2006 and 13.2% following the results of 2008).

	Table 2

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Has the outgoing year of 2008 (2006) been as a whole successful or unsuccessful for you personally?", %



	Variant of answer
	01'07
	12'08

	Successful
	56.3
	46.3

	Unsuccessful
	30.3
	33.1

	DA/NA
	13.4
	20.6


What can the more critical estimations given by respondents to the country now are accounted for? The reason is most likely traditional. The scale of the real worsening is still insignificant, however it, in particular, determines assessments of changes in one’s personal life. On the other hand, the state of the country is estimated according to the forced alarming rumors to which it is peculiar to grow like a snowball rolling down the hill.

Data of Table 3 let us compare the level of problems which the country and its citizens face on the time interval equaling almost ten years (it would be more correct to say, the level of their realization by the society). Let us remind that June of 2006 was the peak of the society’s satisfaction with its economic position, and correspondingly the peak of public support of the authorities. On the contrary, in June of 1999 the social temperature was close to the critical one. The fact is confirmed by the financial position index which fell to the – 52 mark.

	Table 3

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What are the most urgent problems faced by the country and its citizens at the moment?", % (more than one answer is possible)



	Variant of answer
	06'99
	06'06
	12'08
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Do not trust A. Lukashenko

	Rise in prices
	82.7
	60.1
	82.5
	81.7
	82.2

	Impoverishment of the population
	73.2
	19.5
	37.8
	29.6
	49.0

	Unemployment
	35.7
	37.0
	35.7
	28.9
	40.9

	Setback in production
	31.8
	18.7
	31.7
	28.2
	35.3

	Corruption, bribe taking
	29.7
	27.6
	26.0
	23.2
	30.5

	Criminality
	44.6
	23.2
	20.8
	26.4
	16.0

	Absence of order and lawfulness 
	24.6
	22.1
	20.6
	18.3
	26.1

	Violation of human rights
	23.3
	22.1
	20.1
	9.1
	36.3

	Decrease of the population size
	–
	21.9
	14.9
	18.1
	9.5

	Threat of the West
	9.3
	18.2
	13.0
	17.4
	5.4

	Overcoming of the Chernobyl catastrophe consequences
	29.5
	25.5
	10.6
	12.9
	5.8

	International isolation of Belarus
	9.1
	14.4
	9.8
	7.7
	14.3

	Decay of the national culture
	13.1
	10.8
	8.1
	7.7
	10.2

	Threat of Belarus independence loss
	–
	8.3
	5.2
	5.8
	5.2

	Disunity of the society
	5.0
	7.3
	4.0
	2.6
	5.8


The index of consumer prices in 1999 constituted 349%, in 2006 – 107%, and in 2008 to all appearances it is going to reach 115 %. In spite of such a considerable difference of the ICP value in 1999 and 2008, the public opinion has put them in the first place with a virtually equal rating. For the population a crisis is inflation in the first place, as people are able to sense its dynamics without analysts’ tips as a rise in prices touches directly upon the life of every person. Besides, the hyperinflation of the beginning of the 90s, which turned savings of the Soviet period into dust, is not forgotten yet. That is why inflation expectations exert such considerable influence upon the index of material well-being and the expectations index.

As it follows from the last two columns, the rise in prices equally worries those who trust and those who do not trust A. Lukashenko. However, as far as other issues are concerned, such a unity is not observed. Those who trust the head of state are more disturbed by problems, which their political idol actively fights against (criminality, population decrease, threat of the West and overcoming the Chernobyl catastrophe consequences). Their political opponents are more concerned with impoverishment, unemployment, setback in production, corruption, absence of order and lawfulness and international isolation of Belarus. However, the largest difference in answers is connected with human rights observance.

If we compare answers of 2006 and 2008, then besides considerable growth of apprehension connected with inflation (+22.4 percentage points), apprehension regarding increase in unemployment and setback in production also grew (+18.3 and +13 percentage points respectively). Under the conditions of the economic crisis such dynamics look quite logical.

The only problem, which has become less urgent in the opinion of respondents, is international isolation of Belarus, which testifies to the following: efforts of the Belarusian authorities regarding reconciliation of normal relations with the West did not remain unnoticed by the public opinion.
Data of Table 4 enable us to pass from the problems of the previous year to its main events. As it was to be expected, rise in prices turned out to rank first. It was marked by almost a half of respondents. The crisis and wages and pensions raise found themselves in the group of three leaders. The Belarusians did not forget the explosion that occurred during the celebration of the Independence Day and the parliamentary elections, which took place at the end of September either. Other events, connected with policy somehow or other, found themselves at the periphery of the public interest.

	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the listed below events in Belarus were, in your opinion, most important in 2008?" (more than one answer is possible)



	Variant of answer
	%

	Rise in prices for day-to-day goods and services
	47.2

	Display of the world-wide financial crisis in Belarus
	34.2

	Advance of wages and pensions
	31.5

	Explosion at the Independence Day celebration in Minsk at night of July, 4
	23.2

	Parliamentary elections of September, 28
	22.0

	Making a final decision on constructing of a nuclear power plant
	21.6

	The decision of Russia to issue a loan for Belarus at the rate of two billion US dollars
	18.3

	Discharge of the ex-presidential candidate A. Kozulin and other political prisoners
	9.7

	The Belarusian-American diplomatic conflict
	9.3

	The decision of the EU countries to shorten the list of the Belarusian officials who are restrained from entering these countries from 41 to 5 people 
	9.1

	Non-recognition by the European Union of the parliamentary elections results
	8.7

	Another event
	1.3

	DA
	7.4


Thus, 2008 turned out to be “a difficult year”. It might complete the continuous sequence of years when an economic growth has been observed in Belarus. A system crisis possesses three constituent parts: economic, social and political ones. The beginning of the first one is recognized already at the highest level, the beginning of the second one was registered by the December opinion poll. The third constituent part is not accessible for a direct observation so far. For how long it is going to be in the implicit state and whether it is going to become apparent at all, today we can only make guesses about.

In search of a strategical direction

Something wrong begins to happen in the "Danish kingdom". The share of respondents who suppose that the state of affairs in the country is developing in the right direction has decreased by 8.1 percentage points for the last three months (Table 5). From among the disappointed ones, by no means not all have changed their opinion concerning the country’s development course into a reverse one. A half of them have replenished the group of those who found it difficult to answer. In December of 2007 the share of optimists was even lower; however, at that time their reduction was connected with a surge of prices. Today the economic crisis has acted as the reason for decrease, but right now, it is only gathering pace, that is why the response towards it turned out to be not so painful.

	Table 5

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Is the state of affairs in our country, in your opinion, 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
	12'08

	In the right direction
	56.9
	55.7
	50.2
	41.2
	50.2
	48.3
	53.4
	45.3

	In the wrong direction
	31.0
	29.0
	34.2
	39.3
	34.5
	37.5
	30.0
	34.0

	DA/NA
	12.1
	15.3
	15.6
	19.6
	15.3
	14.2
	16.6
	20.7


A decrease in the share of those who would like to return to the Soviet past became another way of responding, and a quite unexpected one, to the economic crisis (Table 6). What socio-demographic groups refused their benevolence to the former Soviet state and for such a short period of time? Let us refer to the data of Table 7. If in general decrease in the share of the respondents who treat restoration of the Soviet Union positively constituted 15.2 percentage points, then among women – 17.8 points, and among men – 11.8 points. Such gender dependence presupposes age dependence as well, and it can be observed: among those who are 18-29 years of age the decrease made up only 6.1 percentage points, and among those who are older than 60 – 39.9. In groups regarding the level of education such considerable differentiation did not occur.

	Table 6

	Dynamics of the attitude towards the USSR restoration, %


	Variant of answer
	11'93
	11'97
	11'99
	04'02
	06'04
	12'05
	04'06
	06'08
	12'08

	Yes
	55.1
	49.9
	38.0
	38.8
	39.5
	38.0
	26.7
	36.7
	21.5

	No
	22.3
	25.5
	30.1
	42.6
	50.8
	48.3
	63.4
	51.4
	63.3

	DA/NA
	22.6
	24.6
	31.9
	18.6
	9.7
	13.7
	9.9
	11.9
	15.2


	Table 7

	Dynamics of the attitude towards the USSR restoration depending on gender, age and education, %*


	Variant of answer
	Yes
	No

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

	Gender:

	Male
	31.6
	19.8
	56.5
	66.8

	Female
	40.7
	22.9
	47.1
	60.4

	Age:

	18-29 years old
	16.2
	10.1
	69.7
	73.5

	30-39 years old
	28.2
	13.1
	56.4
	71.2

	40-49 years old
	31.9
	14.3
	56.9
	70.4

	50-59 years old
	42.3
	22.9
	45.5
	63.0

	60 years old and older
	81.5
	42.4
	30.9
	43.1

	Education:

	Primary
	57.4
	37.7
	31.4
	46.9

	Incomplete secondary
	51.0
	37.1
	38.7
	47.9

	Secondary
	33.3
	19.0
	52.4
	66.5

	Vocational
	28.6
	14.8
	60.9
	69.3

	Higher
	28.7
	11.9
	61.0
	72.6

	* The table is read across


Consequently, the economic crisis at its initial stage reminded people of the older generation about the chaos of Gorbachev’s perestroika rather than about Brezhev’s stability. Perhaps exactly the word "crisis" played the main part here.

It is interesting to compare the share of those who would like to restore the political system "as in the USSR" in Belarus and in Russia (Table 8). There are noticeably more of such people by our eastern neighbors, and, most important, the Russians virtually do not find this question difficult to answer. Apparently, it is a consequence of a considerably larger stratification of the society according to the income level, which made the Russians clearly define their attitude to the Soviet past.

	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you, as a whole, like or dislike the idea of return to such a political system as it used to be in the USSR?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus
	Russia*

	
	12'07
	12'08
	12'07

	I like it very much/ I rather like it 
	26.1
	21.7
	35

	I rather dislike it / I completely dislike it
	56.4
	61.9
	44

	DA/NA
	16.8
	16.4
	2

	* Data of the Levada-Center for Russia


Such an inference is also confirmed by the answers to the question of Table 9, with one exception. If an answer to the question “like-dislike” did not present difficulties for the Russians, then the question "agree or disagree" which requires an assessment of changes that have occurred during the last years (for the Russians these are the years of V. Putin’s presidency) turned out to be more complicated.

The economic crisis burst out at the end of the year also affected the assessment of one’s personal winnings and losses owing to Belarus independence (Table 10). During the year of the last presidential elections the ratio of losers to winners made up 1 to 3. In December of 2008, it rose up to 1 to 2, at that the share of those who found it difficult to answer reached 40.7%! All this suggests that the Belarusians still have not determined whether they need or do not need the independent Belarus.

	Table 9

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you agree or disagree that the political system of Belarus (Russia) has been more and more reminding of the political system of the former Soviet Union for the last years?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus
	Russia*

	
	12'07
	12'08
	12'07

	I fully agree / I more likely agree
	47.6
	45.2
	24

	I more likely disagree / I completely disagree
	35.8
	36.5
	59

	DA/NA
	16.6
	18.3
	18

	* Data of the Levada-Center for Russia


	Table 10

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you personally won or lost due to the fact that Belarus became an independent country?", %


	Variant of answer
	10'06
	10'07
	03'08
	12'08

	I have won
	49.8
	38.1
	43.1
	39.9

	I have lost
	15.6
	29.4
	25.8
	19.4

	DA/NA
	34.6
	32.5
	31.1
	40.7


The previous conclusion is also confirmed by the answers to the question: "What is more important: improvement of Belarus economic position or independence of the country?" In 2006, the share of mercenary citizens exceeded the share of patriots by 6.6 percentage points only (Table 11). The last opinion poll has registered that the advantage of the former over the latter increased up to the indecent 53.2 percentage points!
	Table 11

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is more important: improvement of Belarus economic position or independence of the country?", %


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

	Improvement of the economic position
	73.7
	48.5
	59.4
	64.5
	71.9

	Independence of the country
	19.2
	41.9
	32.2
	24.1
	18.7

	DA/NA
	7.1
	9.6
	8.4
	11.4
	9.4


The same fear stimulates a need for a strong hand. A year ago 53.9% of respondents supposed that the president and the government had to give freedom to the people and only watch that they did not break laws. Today the share of such answers reduced to 50.7%. On the other hand, the variant providing for a strict control of political and economic life in the country, on the contrary, increased the share of its supporters from 32.5% to 36.6%. And the crisis is only setting in!

A list of events, the likelihood of which in the coming year was offered to assessment, is given in Table 12. Such a question has been asked the second year in a row already. A comparison of the obtained answers lets us also estimate fears, which are circulating in the society.

The backbone of the mercantilists’ group had been constituted for many long years by the Belarusians who trusted A. Lukashenko; however, in March of 2008 the situation changed: for the last nine months the ratio of mercantilists and patriots has grown still more in favor of mercantilists. If the share of mercenary citizens among those who do not trust A. Lukashenko has changed insignificantly (+2.3 percentage points), then patriots have added 13.5 points at once. Partly it can be explained by the fact that patriots were gathering their points from a lower March level. Thus, the fear of financial position worsening provoked by the crisis smoothed away positions of political opponents on the question of state independence.

Considerable changes were registered only against three events. More than a half of the Belarusians suppose that a banking crisis is possible in the coming year which will result in the loss of the population’s deposits and savings. A year ago, there were 17.8 percentage points fewer of such answers. As for the notorious anti-corruption scandals, the increase can be easily explained: in November A. Lukashenko conducted a demonstrative anti-corruption show and promised to make it regular. The “prize” group of three was closed by the expectations concerning mass unemployment, rise in prices and impoverishment of the population. There is no need for special comments in this case.

A decrease in expectations was registered as to all the other possible events. The majority of them are not connected directly with the economic crisis. The general decrease in expectations is caused apparently by the rise in probability of the first three events. They in particular drew off attention of respondents. It must be noted that the economic crisis has led neither to an additional expectation of mass protests nor to prescheduled cessation of A. Lukashenko’s term of office.

	Table 12

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Are the following events, in your opinion, possible in 2008 (2009) in Belarus?", %



	Variant of answer
	Possible

	
	03'08
	12'08
	+/–

	A banking crisis, loss of deposits and savings 
	38.4
	55.6
	+17.8

	Notorious corruption scandals
	45.2
	59.7
	+14.2

	Mass unemployment, rise in prices and impoverishment of the population
	49.0
	55.6
	+6.6

	Large-scale technical catastrophes
	25.3
	25.1
	–0.2

	A military attack on the part of another state
	15.7
	14.8
	–0.9

	Integration with Russia into one state
	27.9
	26.4
	–1.5

	An abrupt restriction of democratic rights and freedoms
	46.1
	44.2
	–1.9

	Prescheduled cessation of president A. Lukashenko’s term of office and new presidential elections  
	13.2
	10.8
	–2.4

	Loss of moral values, spreading of drug addiction, alcoholism, etc. 
	58.6
	55.3
	–3.3

	Criminalization of the society, increase in crime
	46.9
	50.6
	–3.3

	Mass disturbances and protest actions
	43.4
	39.6
	–3.8


On the other hand, belief of the Belarusians in the ability of A. Lukashenko to lead Belarus out into the number of highly developed European states has noticeably decreased (Table 13). When every second person is expecting a banking crisis in the coming year, the growth of pessimism concerning the "radiant future" looks quite reasonable.

Concluding the subject of a strategical choice, the topicality of which increased in view of the economic crisis beginning, we cannot but mention the changes in perception of the national symbols by the public consciousness (Table 14).

	Table 13

	Dynamics of answering the question: "President A. Lukashenko made it the ambitious aim of the Belarusian economy “to lead our country out into the number of highly developed European countries”. Which of the listed below statements do you agree with?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	12'08

	This aim is going to be achieved during the next five years
	18.1
	14.7

	More than 10 years will be required to achieve this aim
	45.5
	34.7

	Under the conditions of the Belarusian economic model it is impossible to achieve this aim 
	24.5
	35.7

	DA/NA
	11.9
	14.9


	Table 14

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your attitude towards the national symbols (the National Emblem, flag, anthem) of the Republic of Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	01'07
	12'08
	+/–

	I approve of them
	59.2
	56.7
	–2.5

	I disapprove of them
	26.3
	12.3
	–14.0

	They are all the same to me
	12.1
	28.2
	+16.1

	DA/NA
	2.4
	2.8
	+0.4


For the last two years, and those were the years of the material well-being stable growth, the number of opponents of the national symbols created by A. Lukashenko’s team on the basis of the Soviet prototypes decreased by 14 percentage points. However, it did not lead to an increase in their supporters’ number. The general indifference towards politics, which is being purposefully implanted in Belarus from above, has also become apparent in the growth of indifference against the national symbols. Under the conditions of the economic crisis intensification indifference of the Belarusian society towards politics is most likely going to swell.

Logic of anxious expectations 

To measure the social temperature in the course of national opinion polls specialists of the IISEPS by the existing longstanding tradition use two questions: “How has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?” and “How is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change within the next few years?” Both questions offer the same set of answer variants which allows us to compare the obtained results. Comparisons be come especially vivid if we introduce indices of financial position (IFP) and of expectations (IE), which are defined as the difference of the outermost variants of answers (“It is going to improve” – “It is going to become worse”).
If both indicators are negative, then the state of the society should be estimated as crisis. Here a certain analogy with the main economic performances is being observed, the negative value of which testifies to the economic crisis. It is clear that not only the absolute value of the indicators, but also their dynamics play an important role.
Let us refer to the data of Tables 15 and 16. During two months the IFP decreased from –5.4 to –21.4 percentage points, whereas the IE was reduced from –12 to –24! The exclamation mark has been put on purpose. Such a decrease of indices during such a short period of time can be observed not so often. The matter in particular concerns the dynamics, as absolute values of the indices have known worse times. Thus in November, 1994 the IFP constituted 62.6 percentage points, and the IE sank to –56.6 (the absolute records).
	Table 15

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



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

	It has improved
	21.0
	21.3
	10.8
	15.7
	15.6
	17.4
	17.6
	9.4

	It has not changed
	64.7
	61.0
	55.3
	57.6
	62.2
	59.0
	58.3
	55.4

	It has become worse
	12.8
	16.8
	32.4
	25.0
	21.8
	21.9
	23.0
	33.8

	IFP
	8.2
	4.5
	–21.6
	–9.3
	–6.2
	–4.5
	–5.4
	–21.4


	Table 16

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


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

	It is going to improve
	42.5
	25.6
	23.2
	29.8
	31.4
	34.0
	29.4
	14.2

	It is not going to change
	37.7
	35.0
	37.6
	37.1
	40.9
	40.8
	38.7
	35.2

	It is going to become worse
	10.7
	30.6
	28.5
	26.0
	21.8
	18.2
	17.4
	38.2

	IE
	31.8
	–5.0
	–5.3
	3.8
	9.6
	13.8
	12.0
	–24.0


Attention should be paid to the fact that decrease of the IE turned out to be more considerable (36 vs. 15). Such a ratio is not accidental. The given indices are being formed under the influence of various informational sources. When answering the question: “How has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?” people, in the first place, rely on their everyday practice, however one should not write off the subjective factor completely. Answers to the question: “How is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change within the next few years?” are formed mainly under the influence of mass media.
For the purposes of illustration of the above mentioned statements let us consider change of the IFP and the IE at the beginning and at the end of 2007. At the beginning of the year the “oil and gas war” between Belarus and Russia took place. It is obvious that for the population it was a virtual war, while the rise in prices in November and December of 2007 touched each resident of the country directly. That is why the IFP in January, 2007 in comparison with November, 2006 changed insignificantly, however, the IE swooped down; and at the end of 2007 the IFP fell into a nosedive. Not least of all, its trajectory was influenced by the sunflower-seed oil price, which had almost doubled during the two months.
The previous experience lets us draw a conclusion that the economic crisis spreading in Belarus is perceived by the population at the beginning of December, 2008 first of all as a virtual one. Yes, the state of the society’s health has noticeably become worse; however, most likely it happened under the influence of mass media rather then due to the real financial position worsening of the population majority. This logic, in all probability, also explains the fact that among the Belarusians who trust A. Lukashenko 20.8% of respondents marked worsening of their financial position, and among those who do not trust him – 50.7%. Although in this case, too, not everything is so unambiguous. It should be borne in mind that the initial stage of the economic crisis touched predominantly working citizens; however the electorate basis of the head of state is constituted by pensioners.
Lowering of the social temperature, owing to the increase of anxious expectations in the first place, did not become transformed into readiness to protest actions, it would be more correct to say – into readiness to declare such actions (Table 17). Although in comparison with September the share of such declarants grew by 2.9 percentage points, it is nevertheless lower than at the height of the “oil and gas war”.
As a comment to Table 17 let us allude to the opinion of V. Gelman, a political scientist: “In the course of political crises citizens can either (1) prefer to keep the existing regime and support the status quo (“loyalty”), or (2) passively adjust themselves to the changing situation (“withdrawal”), or (3) actively rise in opposition to the policy conducted by the ruling regime, or even to the regime itself (“protest”). A choice in favor of any of these behavior strategies even at the level of an individual, to say nothing about large groups of citizens, depends on many factors. Not only factors of “demand” for the status quo changing in this or that direction belong to them, but also factors of “supply” on the part of the ruling regime as well as on the part of its opponents. That is why it is not surprising that even considerable dissatisfaction of citizens with the regime by no means always brings with it mass protests”.

	Table 17

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If protest actions against worsening of the economic position occur 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
	12'08

	Yes
	23.0
	18.1
	17.4
	17.9
	15.7
	18.6

	No
	66.8
	72.1
	72.7
	72.4
	76.6
	71.8

	DA/NA
	10.2
	9.8
	9.9
	9.7
	7.7
	9.6


It should also be added that beginning with the end of 2003 an income growth of the population took place in Belarus. That growth formed a specific social contract between the society and the authorities and it cannot be canceled for such a short period of time. 

Data of Table 18 confirm that today we register only the “cream” of the public opinion reaction towards the economic crisis. The crisis has not affected the life strategies of the Belarusians in any way so far. All the differences stated in the first and the second columns are within the limits of statistical accuracy. In spite of the fact that the salary level in Russia considerably surpasses the Belarusian one and it is accounted for by inexhaustible natural resources (the poll was conducted before the beginning of reduction of world prices for the Russian rough export goods), the level of material claims by the Belarusians is noticeably higher. It is possible that in many respects it was formed by closeness to Europe. However, whatever the reasons for the overstated expectations might be, under the conditions of a prolonged economic crisis they might play the part of a detonator capable of changing the “loyalty” and “withdrawal” strategy into the “protest” one.
	Table 18

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If one speaks about the life of your family, what do you and the members of your family set themselves as an object?", %


	Variant of answer
	12'07
	12'08
	07'08*

	To survive, even if at the most primitive level of existence
	13.2
	12.1
	20

	To live not worse than the majority of families in your town, district
	48.8
	45.3
	55

	To live better than the majority of families in your town, district
	18.5
	20.2
	17

	To live as an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	11.9
	15.0
	7

	To live better than an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	5.7
	5.2
	2

	* Data of the Levada-Center concerning Russia
	
	
	


	Table 19

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


	Variant of answer
	11'06
	09'07
	12'07
	12'08

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	47.8
	42.0
	37.3
	36.5

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	18.5
	19.9
	22.0
	19.6

	I did not think about it, and I do not care 
	26.2
	31.5
	31.8
	36.4

	DA/NA
	7.5
	6.6
	8.9
	7.5


So far the spreading social crisis, the beginning of which we were given warning of by the indicator of the material well-being and by its “workmate”–indicator of expectations, did not tell on political preferences of the Belarusians in any way (Table 19). Decrease in the number of the authorities’ supporters by 11.3 percentage points should not mislead us. It is necessary to remember that in 2006 regular presidential elections occurred, which by the prevalent in Belarus tradition “coincide” with the growth of social payments that is why the number of the authorities’ supporters invariably rises during the years earth-shattering for the country. As for the citizens who identify themselves as the opposition when answering the question of Table 19, their share is not subject to such considerable fluctuations. The initial stage of the economic crisis did not change it either.
It is extremely difficult to say today for how long dissatisfaction is going to keep exclusively inside the social field. A lot will be determined by the economic dynamics, which at a certain stage might make the Belarusians form their opinion about what is going on following the day-to-day principles of life rather than a virtual picture. Such a change of the source of the public opinion forming will depreciate the media advantages of the authorities, which in its turn will considerably reduce their ability to influence what is taking place.
A firm tin soldier

The swooped indices of the financial position and expectations did not carry along ratings of the head of the Belarusian state (Tables 20-21). At best, the electoral rating as well as the rating of trust gave a start. A year ago when an unexpected rise in prices literally shocked the Belarusians, decrease of ratings was more considerable. The mentioned facts from the life of ratings can be explained by the following: so far the economic crisis has touched the majority of the country’s citizens only by its media constituent. It did not manage to affect the real income level of the population, and the ratings are directly connected in particular with its dynamics. It is enough to refer to the events at the boundary between 2002 and 2003, when A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating reached its minimum of 27%. It was the time when even the Ministry of Statistics “was not able” to register any growth of the real income of the Belarusians.
	Table 20

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


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

	For A. Lukashenko
	60.3
	48.0
	44.9
	39.9
	42.5
	38.9
	42.5
	40.2


	Table 21

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


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

	Yes, I do
	60.3
	55.4
	56.9
	50.9
	47.3
	47.3
	51.9
	48.4

	No, I do not
	26.0
	28.5
	32.7
	35.5
	38.0
	39.5
	32.1
	34.1

	DA/NA
	13.7
	16.1
	10.4
	13.6
	14.7
	13.2
	16.0
	17.5


It should be especially emphasized that ratings of the head of the Belarusian state are not his personal property. They are a weighty part of the society’s property, as they form the basis of the symbolic stock without which maintenance of the social stability in the country is impossible. Thereupon let us quote the December statement of the head of the presidential Administration V. Makey: “The time of distemper for the country came to the end in 1994 with the election of the first president of Belarus Alexander Lukashenko”. For the country with a completely trampled down political field such a statement is extremely appropriate as well as the question: “If it is not him, then who will?”

The symbolic nature of A. Lukashenko’s ratings is vividly illustrated by the data of Table 22. One needs only to proceed from the questions characterizing the attitude towards the personality to the questions which allow estimating the deeds of this personality when the criticality degree rises immediately (variants of answers in Table 22 are ranged according to the fall magnitude of the successfulness level assessments at solving certain problems).

For two and a half years the head of the Belarusian state has succeeded only in strengthening of the country’s international positions. Bravo to Lord Bell! Millions of dollars paid to him have been justified at least in the eyes of the fellow countrymen. It is another thing that having drawn out “the tail” by 5.5 percentage points the authorities contrived to get stuck in up to the neck: progress in the field of economy development and of well-being growth the Belarusians estimated 22.3 percentage points lower. Stability in the society turned out to be considerably marked-down, too (–15.5 points). Thus, “the president rating in our country has always had rather a symbolic character. It is not the rating reflecting concrete actions and effectiveness of the policy which is being conducted; it is the rating of hopes. And it has remained this way. Rational assessments cannot in general be applied to such a symbolic complex” (M. Krasilnikova, a sociologist). 

It might seem that a quite high responsibility rating of the head of state conflicts with what has been mentioned above (Table 23), although today it yields 9.5 percentage points to the responsibility rating of the government, it has no other real “rivals”.
	Table 22

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How successfully, in your opinion, has A. Lukashenko, as president of the country, lately coped with the listed below problems which the country faces?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	12'08
	+/–

	Economy development and well-being growth
	55.6
	33.3
	–22.3

	Maintenance of stability in the society
	70.0
	54.5
	–15.5

	Securing of social justice
	42.5
	36.6
	–5.9

	Protection of democracy and political freedoms
	37.6
	34.4
	–3.2

	Struggle against corruption
	41.7
	38.7
	–3.0

	Struggle against bureaucratism
	34.8
	32.2
	–2.6

	Strengthening of the country’s international positions
	41.0
	46.5
	5.5


	Table 23

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


	Variant of answer
	06'96
	08'01
	12'07
	09'08
	12'08

	The government
	20.6
	22.8
	55.0
	58.1
	52.0

	The president
	17.2
	25.6
	46.4
	47.9
	42.5

	The Mafia
	14.0
	6.7
	–
	–
	7.9

	Local authorities
	7.1
	15.8
	12.1
	16.1
	24.0

	Directors of state enterprises, collective farms
	5.7
	5.6
	12.6
	16.0
	14.5

	Businessmen
	5.6
	2.7
	–
	10.5
	7.3

	The West
	2.9
	2.3
	3.9
	5.8*
	27.4

	Mass media (newspapers, radio, TV)
	2.2
	1.0
	–
	–
	1.6

	Russia
	0.5
	0.5
	11.0
	14.0
	9.9

	Other
	24.2
	–
	1.1
	1.0
	1.9

	* Instead of the answer variant “the West” the variant “Western businessmen” was offered


To explain the revealed contradiction let us refer to the data of Table 24. As it is known, there are stable in numbers groups of supporters and opponents of the head of state in the Belarusian society (see Table 21). Among those who trust him only every fifth person considers him responsible for the worsening of the economic situation in the country. Taking into account the monopolistic position of A. Lukashenko in the system of power and consequently  in  the  system  of  taking  decisions and responsibility for their realization such a result should be recognized as quite frugal.
	Table 24

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


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

	The government
	41.7
	62.6
	60.2

	The president
	20.4
	71.8
	46.6


Please, pay attention to the following: among the respondents who found it difficult to define their attitude to A. Lukashenko (the third column), the share of those who recognize responsibility of the government is practically equal to the similar share among those who do not trust A. Lukashenko (the difference constitutes only 2.4 percentage points). However, by the assessment of the president’s responsibility the difference in the second line between the second and the third column made up 25.2 points. Thus, even those Belarusians who cannot define their attitude to A. Lukashenko impose on him responsibility for worsening of the economic situation in the country not so willingly.
However, let us go back to Table 23. The responsibility level of the government and the president has been unexpectedly reduced for the last three months. Why did such a reduction become possible? In our opinion, responsibility for worsening of the economic situation in Belarus “spilled over” to the West. Under the conditions of the world-wide crisis and corresponding comments on account of it in the state mass media, such a considerable “flow” should not surprise. As a matter of fact, the responsibility level of all the “subjects” was reduced in December to this or that extent. The only exception is local authorities. What is the reason for their responsibility increase? It is difficult to answer unequivocally. Perhaps, already owing to the fact that they are local it seemed easier for the population to shift their negative emotions, provoked by the crisis, to them (as the Russian saying goes: it is too high to God, it is too far to the czar. However, it is a stone's throw to the local authorities, even if it is only in one's mind).

There is another nuance of the Table 23 data. Between 2001 and 2007 responsibility of the president and the government grew more than twofold. From our point of view, this growth is a direct outcome of the second and the third presidential elections in the course of which final trampling down of the political field occurred. This does not mean that alongside the figure of A. Lukashenko the government remained on the field: it is simply difficult for the public opinion to separate the government from the person of the head of state; hence ratings of the government follow ratings of A. Lukashenko as a thread follows a needle.
What is the portrait of the head of the Belarusian state from the point of view of the public opinion? Just as the famous portrait of Dorian Gray it loses its noble features after a number of years. The ability to reorganize reality in a revolutionary way, peculiar to all political charismatics, reduced two times; on the other hand, the desire to keep the previous system of government (not the Soviet one, to all appearances, but the one built up during the years of continuous presidency) increased threefold (Table 25). A considerable rise also occurred in the effort to consolidate personal power. Soon this feature of the political portrait is going to become dominating. Strictly speaking, striving for clutching at power becomes dominating by all “overstayed” leaders. Today only those who do not trust the prototype (63.5%) are able to perceive this feature on the portrait; however, among those who trust him this feature is noticed 10 times less (6.1%).
	Table 25

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you picture the image of the present president?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	10'94*
	01'07
	12'08

	He slowly, but surely proceeds along the path of reforms to his goal 
	39.2
	38.9
	33.6

	He reorganizes reality in a qualitative and revolutionary way
	18.4
	11.0
	9.2

	He advances slogans without concrete actions 
	17.7
	8.3
	11.6

	He simply strives for consolidating of his power
	12.1
	22.8
	29.2

	He strives for keeping the previous system of government
	6.2
	13.0
	17.0

	DA/NA
	6.4
	7.8
	10.2

	* Data of a survey of the Belarusian service “Public opinion”


Let us put another intermediate end. Decrease of the social attitude indices happened due to the worsening of people’s financial position. It did not tell on assessments of the political situation in the country so far, that is why ratings of the head of state also remained practically unchanged. How long the Belarusian tin soldier is going to stand will depend on the depth of the economic crisis; but whatever the case, it is possible to ascertain that just as the character from the fairy tale by H. Andersen, his Belarusian prototype stands today only on one leg.
Not our crisis

When asked directly if an economic crisis was breaking out in Belarus, 64.3% of the Belarusians answered "yes" at the beginning of December (20.4% did not think so and 15.3% found it difficult to answer). Thus the world-wide economic crisis has not touched upon more than a third of the country’s citizens so far, and they continue to feel residents of a stability island named "Belarus".

Any socio-economic changes always act selectively at the initial stage. It happens owing to the unequal involvement extent of various socio-demographic groups of the population into the current events. That is why one should not be surprised at the fact that educated men of the most active age group were the first to sense the crisis (Table 26). The difference in the affirmative answers in the outermost age groups constituted 33.2 percentage points, in the outermost education groups – 36.5 points, however, the gender "advantage" of men turned out to be not so significant – 11.8 points. Attention should also be paid to the inverse relation between the "evolvement extent" of different socio-demographic groups of the population and the number of those who found it difficult to answer.

The majority of those who have felt the beginning of the crisis in Belarus suppose that serious upheavals are expecting the country’s economy (46.4% of the respondents’ number). Optimists, on the contrary, hope for temporariness of the economic difficulties and believe in quick stabilization (20.8%).

A crisis is a stage in the development of a system when the latter proves to be inadequate to the outward challenges. If one agrees with the proposed definition, then any crisis has its external and internal sources. It is clear that it is quite complicated to influence outward sources; however it has always been profitable for politicians, and not only for them, "to laugh at crooked men". The crisis expanding before our very eyes has not become an exception in this sense. The official propaganda makes quite a lot of efforts in the country in order to make America, world-wide corruption, etc. responsible for the social after-effects of the crisis. Today it has managed to achieve certain success in this line (Table 27). Attention should be paid to the first line of the table: the share of respondents who agree that the crisis which is getting under way in Belarus is a consequence of the world-wide crisis is 13 percentage points higher than the share of those who believe in internal reasons for the crisis.

	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think that an economic crisis is breaking out in Belarus?" depending on gender, age, education and trust to the president %*


	Variant of answer
	Yes
	No
	DA

	Gender:

	Male
	70.7
	18.0
	11.3

	Female 
	58.9
	22.4
	18.7

	Age:

	18-29 years old
	73.6
	16.6
	9.8

	30-39 years old
	76.4
	12.5
	11.1

	40-49 years old
	69.5
	19.0
	11.5

	50-59 years old
	69.8
	19.3
	10.9

	60 years old and older
	40.4
	31.2
	28.5

	Education:

	Primary
	42.2
	28.4
	29.4

	Incomplete secondary
	48.3
	27.6
	24.1

	Secondary
	66.5
	20.4
	13.1

	Vocational
	72.1
	17.9
	10.1

	Higher
	78.7
	12.4
	8.9

	Trust to the president:

	Trust
	49.0
	31.8
	19.2

	Do not trust
	84.1
	9.1
	6.8

	* The table is read across


	Table 27

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you believe that an economic crisis is getting under way in Belarus, then to what extent can it be considered a consequence of the country’s leadership economic policy of the last years, and to what extent it can be considered a consequence of the world-wide financial crisis?", %


	Variant of answer
	The leadership policy
	The world-wide crisis

	Virtually to the full extent
	14.5
	27.5

	To a considerable extent
	24.3
	29.7

	To an insignificant extent
	17.1
	10.8

	It is impossible to say that it is the cause of the economic crisis
	13.1
	3.6

	DA/NA
	31.0
	28.4


	Table 28

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If one speaks about you and members of your family who live together with you, do you expect delays of wage payment, reduction of wages or dismissals from work in the near future?", %


	Variant of answer
	Delay of wage payment
	Reduction of wages
	Dismissal

	It is already happening
	10.5
	19.6
	3.6

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	14.0
	13.3
	10.5

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	20.2
	18.3
	17.1

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	37.6
	30.2
	48.9

	DA/NA
	6.4
	6.3
	7.4

	There are no employed in my family 
	11.3
	12.3
	12.5


Data of Table 28 let us pass from the analysis of opinions to an analysis of facts. The economic crisis is spreading not only in the area of mass media, but also in the area of the everyday life. It enters the life of the population by means of dismissals, salary delay and so on. Judging by the third column of Table 3, employment layoffs have not yet started in Belarus; however, every fifth Belarusian family has already confronted with reduction of wages.
Delays of wage payment have not become mass so far; at least it is still a long way off to the level of 2002-2003 (Table 29). Unfortunately, there are no data concerning the pre-crisis period, as the corresponding question was not asked any more after the beginning of the riot economic growth at the end of 2003.

Data of Tables 30-31 once again convince us that the economic crisis has touched upon the Belarusians more likely potentially than with a real decline in living standards. At least negative consequences of the rise in prices are sensed by the population today no more than two years ago, when nobody talked about a crisis.

	Table 29

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How many times have you encountered with a delay of wage or pension payment for the last 12 months?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'02
	12'02
	03'03
	09'03
	12'08

	Not once
	30.6
	42.3
	44.3
	53.3
	72.5

	One time
	12.0
	8.8
	11.0
	8.7
	11.3

	Several times
	35.8
	32.2
	26.8
	26.0
	13.9

	Every month
	19.6
	16.0
	16.2
	11.1
	1.9


	Table 30

	Dynamics of answering the question: "To what extent does the rise in prices for foodstuffs, manufactured goods, accommodation, education, medical and other services tell upon your life?", %


	Variant of answer
	12'07
	12'08

	It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is made up for by the income growth
	9.3
	9.2

	It is already telling on it and causes nervousness
	41.1
	40.1

	It is seriously telling on my life and causes alarm
	29.0
	31.8

	I experience real shock thanks to the rise in prices
	19.9
	18.3

	NA
	0.7
	0.6


	Table 31

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you estimate the probability of the Belarusian ruble devaluation, that is reduction of its value in comparison with the world’s currencies (the dollar and euro)?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'07
	12'08

	It is very likely
	39.4
	52.2

	It is unlikely
	35.3
	23.1

	It is beyond belief
	14.8
	8.0

	DA/NA
	10.5
	16.7


However, anxious expectations connected with the possible devaluation of the Belarusian ruble have grown at once by 12.8 percentage points for the last year. We are not aware of what information is offered to A. Lukashenko by state analytical centers, but in accordance with the data cited in Table 31 he had every reason to declare the following in one of his December interviews: "Now everything depends on people, on how they are going to conduct themselves. If they are going to understand us, we will gently overcome this crisis. If they become panic-stricken – well, then everything will affect people themselves". No panic has been observed among Belarusian depositors so far, but the clockwork on the explosive assembly placed under the Belarusian banking system has evidently been set going.

At the beginning of November A. Lukashenko signed Decree №22 "About safety insurance arrangements of natural persons’ cash assets placed on accounts and (or) in bank deposits". One may say – a well-timed decree, since 49.9% of respondents assessed its appearance as an attempt to prevent mass deposits withdrawals by the population, which might have led to the collapse of the country’s banking system, and 37.2% connected the signature of the given document with the authorities’ aspiration for protecting the depositors’ interests.

The crisis, according to A. Lukashenko, "is not ours, of course". On the other hand, its consequences can be "ours", and it is by no means a fact that the country will come out of it "having become stronger".

The long travel wind

The economic crisis, in the opinion of the majority of respondents, was triggered in Belarus from without, was a consequence of the worldwide financial crisis the center of which became the West. Thanks to it, apparently, an additional desire to leave home places and set off for foreign lands in search of happiness did not arise by the Belarusians after an encounter with the facts of wage payment delay. There now, they have enough of their own problems. Germany, the USA, Russia, Poland…while running over the list of the countries given in Table 32, a brilliant poetical line said once about Italy recurs to one’s memory: "Another country where I am not needed".

It is clear that such a sad conclusion does not apply to all the citizens, but essentially to elderly people and those with a low level of education. Age and education structures of the society are quite conservative, that is why the share of citizens who would like to leave the country for good changes insignificantly. Exactly due to this reason the level of patriotism by the citizens who trust the head of state always turns out to be above the average throughout the country. In December among the “trusting” ones 74.1% of respondents did not want to move anywhere, while the average patriotism level was 16 percentage points lower (58.1%).

Thus, the desire to leave the country for good is determined largely by the personality resources of respondents; however, in theory the situation inside the country should also influence its forming. At that, the matter should concern not only the opportunity of wide sections of the population to enjoy material benefits, but, what is not less important it should concern "social lifts" which are especially important for the youth.

It might seem that dynamics of answering the question: "Can young people today, in your opinion, make a successful career in Belarus?" should give us an opportunity to examine the work of "social lifts" in Belarus (Table 33). However, the peak of affirmative answers, which fell on the year of the presidential elections (the year of maximum social payments), encourages us to draw a different conclusion.

	Table 32

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Should you have such an opportunity, would you like to leave for another country for good?", %


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

	For Germany
	15.2
	15.9
	18.5
	13.3
	13.2
	13.5
	11.4
	9.0
	9.0

	For the USA
	11.5
	9.5
	6.1
	8.6
	7.7
	9.8
	7.2
	8.7
	7.2

	For Russia
	1.3
	2.4
	3.6
	4.3
	6.5
	6.3
	4.3
	5.6
	5.7

	For Poland
	3.9
	3.7
	5.8
	5.7
	4.9
	5.4
	5.0
	4.3
	4.8

	For the Baltic states
	1.8
	1.4
	1.8
	1.7
	1.7
	3.8
	2.9
	2.7
	2.5

	For another country
	4.7
	3.3
	6.3
	4.7
	4.8
	4.0
	2.7
	5.7
	5.5

	Altogether
	48.8
	41.9
	48.0
	45.4
	42.9
	47.9
	42.4
	44.7
	41.9

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


	Table 33

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Can young people today, in your opinion, make a successful career in Belarus?", %


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

	Yes, they can
	43.2
	61.6
	48.7
	50.9

	No, they cannot
	39.4
	30.7
	40.5
	35.7

	DA/NA
	17.4
	7.7
	10.8
	13.4


Let us have a look how in December of 2008 affirmative answers of respondents depended on their age: in the group of 18-29 years of age such answers were given by 36.5% of respondents, in the group of 30-39 years of age – by 46.2%, in the group of 40-49 years of age – by 46.4%, in the group of 50-59 years of age – by 60.4% and in the group of those who are older than 60 – by 65.6%. The dependence turned out to be quite interesting, did not it? The older the respondents are, the higher their confidence concerning career possibilities of the youth is!

Elderly people, as it follows from the IISEPS research of many years, constitute the backbone of A. Lukashenko’s electoral base. The authorities reciprocate their feelings, especially during the years of "earth shattering" elections. Thus, the elderly transfer their satisfaction to their assessments of the young people’s opportunities to make a successful career.

However, while pensioners are assessing career opportunities of the youth, young people are packing their suitcases. According to the official announcements of the Ministry of Home Affairs top officials, about 600 thousand of the Belarusians worked beyond the borders of the country at the beginning of 2008. It is clear, that young people constituted their basis. The worldwide crisis will, to all appearances, slow down the process of work force resources flow-out from Belarus. On the other hand, crises come and go, but the aspiration of the youth for a decent life remains.

Homo well-informed

Sociologists like to single out human types in the process of analysis. For instance, sociologists of Yu. Levada School for twenty years have been studying "a simple Soviet man" who can easily become transformed into a "Homo dissatisfied", a "Homo cunning" and so on depending on the external circumstances. Acting on the analogy, we will try to single out the type of a "Homo well-informed". Separation of the given type is especially interesting under the conditions of the unfolding economic crisis, as responses of the public opinion to the current events which are being registered in the course of national opinion polls are determined not only by value notions of respondents, but also by the extent of their information awareness.

In its turn, the degree of information awareness depends to a large extent on value notions, as people are inclined to single out the information which is most important for them from the general flow. Thus, a "closed disk" is formed, and at times it is not so easy to understand where the cause and where the effect is here. The mentioned above can be illustrated by the example of the Belarusians’ awareness  concerning  appearances  of  A. Lukashenko with annual messages to the National Assembly and the people. In 2008, 50% of respondents knew about the message, and in 2006 – 68.5%. The reason for such a considerable difference – in the degree of awareness as regards one and the same event – in the case under consideration lies on the surface. In 2006, presidential elections took place, and under the conditions of mobilization excitement, the public interest towards the message turned out to be higher, which is quite natural.

For the sake of singling out a "Homo well-informed" among the respondents who took part in the last national opinion poll we used the results of answering the question: "The foreign debt of Belarus has grown more than twofold for the last two years. Do you know about it?" This question cannot be attributed to the category of the everyday ones that is why only 29.7% of respondents answered it in the affirmative. So let us agree to consider them typical representatives of the "Homo well-informed" type separated by us.

Data of Table 34 let us familiarize ourselves with the main socio-demographic characteristics of the "Homo well-informed".

	Table 34

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The foreign debt of Belarus has grown more than twofold for the last two years. Do you know about it?" depending on socio-demographic characteristics, %


	Variant of answer
	Knows
	Does not know

	Gender:

	Male
	36.2
	41.2

	Female
	24.1
	58.8

	Age:

	18-29 years old
	31.8
	67.1

	30-39 years old
	33.1
	65.6

	40-49 years old
	35.6
	63.7

	50-59 years old
	35.6
	62.8

	60 years old and older
	18.0
	80.5

	Education:

	Primary
	14.6
	83.4

	Incomplete secondary
	20.0
	77.7

	Secondary
	29.0
	70.9

	Vocational
	29.6
	68.7

	Higher
	52.9
	46.7


As it was to be expected, these are men, in the first place. Their age varies in quite a wide range, virtually from 18 to 60 years of age; however, a tangible leap occurs after 60. A marked role is probably played here also by a considerable gender “inequality” in the given age group. As for education, then as its level advances, the extent of respondents’ awareness gradually increases, with the exception of the group with higher education where another leap is observed, this time, however, with a positive sign.

Now let us consider differences in trust of the "Homo well-informed" and his "not informed" opponents towards the most popular in Belarus currencies; and also differences in the attitude with respect to the decision reached in October by Ministers for Foreign Affairs of 27 European Union countries concerning the reduction of the list of the Belarusian state officials who are forbidden the countries, and with respect to preparedness of the Belarusians to express their political views (Table 35).

As it follows from Table 35, the "Homo well-informed" turned out to be quite pragmatic at the same time. In the first half of December when the American dollar was still at the height of its strength, he gave evident preference to it decidedly refusing trust to the own ruble. Trust fluctuations to these or those currencies observed during the last years can be explained in particular by his pragmatism (Table 36). His pragmatism exactly makes the authorities take extraordinary measures in order not to allow panic among bank depositors. The "Homo well-informed" is able to reason in categories of personal gains and losses, thereby upsetting the classical authoritarian idyll which in many respects is built on the emotional support of the leader from the direction of the not informed electorate part grateful for fatherly care.

	Table 35

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The foreign debt of Belarus has grown more than twofold for the last two years. Do you know about it?" depending on currency trust, the attitude to the reduction of the list of the officials who are forbidden the countries of the EU and readiness to express one’s political views, %


	Variant of answer
	Knows
	Does not know

	Which currency do you trust:

	US dollars
	50.2
	37.1

	Euro
	23.5
	18.0

	Belarusian rubles
	15.5
	34.6

	Attitude to the reduction of the list of the officials who are forbidden the countries of the EU:

	I approve of it
	40.5
	29.3

	I disapprove of it
	21.4
	14.0

	It makes no difference to me
	31.9
	50.2

	Readiness to express political views:

	Nobody is afraid
	13.3
	25.6

	Some people are afraid
	20.8
	19.4

	Many people are afraid
	48.2
	34.8

	Everybody is afraid
	14.4
	10.7


	Table 36

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What currency enjoys your greatest confidence?", %


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

	US dollars
	50.1
	43.5
	40.5
	26.7
	41.2

	Belarusian rubles
	28.0
	33.7
	32.0
	28.5
	28.8

	Euro
	17.5
	16.2
	23.3
	37.3
	19.5

	Russian rubles
	0.8
	2.0
	1.6
	2.9
	2.8


The "Homo well-informed" can also be considered quite politicized. As it follows from Table 35 the level of his indifference towards the political decision of the ministers of 27 European Union countries proved to be 18.3 percentage points lower than by the not informed respondents. Leaders of the opposition parties in Belarus should also pay attention to the fact of heavier support of the European Union decisions on the part of the "Homo well-informed".

However, it is obvious that the "Homo well-informed" sometimes has problems with sleep. The well-known principle "those who know less, sleep better" does not let him relax. The notion of "fear" is familiar to him that is why his political nature should not be perceived as readiness to actions.

The final diagnosis

"From a chronic disease corruption has developed into a cancerous growth". It is difficult not to agree with such a diagnosis given by the head of state already in March. He knows what he is saying as, first of all, he possesses personal experience of many years in the struggle against this evil, and secondly, he must have at his disposal complete information owing to his position in the authoritative hierarchy. This diagnosis does not conflict with a conclusion inferred for Belarus by an international group of "doctors" from Transparency International either. In compliance with their research, in 2002 the country was on the list of quite successful states (the 36th place) according to the index of corruption perception. However, already in 2006 it fell back to the 151st place, which it has been keeping with confidence up to the present day.
In November, an "anti-corruption" meting under the direction of the head of state was conducted in Belarus, which reminded more of a promo show in its form. Opinions of respondents regarding the reason, which had made A. Lukashenko resort to such a non-ordinary method of fighting against corruption, divided (Table 37). At that, a half concurred with the official version. Those Belarusians who trust the organizer of the show constituted its backbone. However, in the group of citizens who viewed in the head’s of state anti-corruption activity his desire to distract the population from the crisis in the country, those who do not trust him naturally predominated.
We have all the grounds to believe that many Belarusians learned about the change of the corruption diagnosis not from the informational bulletins of the presidential Administration, but from their everyday experience. The data of Table 38 confirm our supposition: since March of 2005 the share of the Belarusians who did not have to confront with corruption facts personally has decreased by 7.8 percentage points. The share of those who faced such facts only once for the last years, has also reduced. However, the respondents for whom corruption has become an element of ordinariness compensated for this reduction.
	Table 37

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In November another struggle campaign against corruption was launched in Belarus spearheaded by president A. Lukashenko. What was it aroused by, in your opinion?" depending on trust to the president, %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Do not trust A. Lukashenko

	By the desire to extirpate corruption in the country
	49.8
	77.1
	17.4

	By the desire to distract attention of the population from the crisis
	35.9
	13.2
	68.5

	Other
	2.3
	1.6
	2.5

	DA/NA
	12.0
	7.1
	10.2


The Belarusians who trust A. Lukashenko are confronted by facts of corruption considerably more seldom than those, who do not trust him. It might seem that the phenomenon should be masterminded by a certain politically motivated reason. However, there is no need to engage oneself in search of it. The point is that frequency with which the Belarusians encounter with facts of corruption is not the function of their political beliefs, but rather of their professional status. Let us cite the corresponding status sequence: repeatedly confronted with corruption – 66.7% of non-governmental enterprises directors, 65.2% of private businesses owners, 45.8% of those who work on their own, 42.9% of private enterprises employees, and only 28.0% of state enterprises directors and 27.9% of state enterprises employees. The list is closed by students – 16.2%, the unemployed – 14.9%, pensioners – 9.4% and housewives who turned out to be the only status group which has not had to face the facts of corruption more than once for the last years. Such luck is more likely connected not with the favorable for housewives corruption reality, but with the fact that their share constituted only 2.1% in the sampling.
The revealed dependence of corruption contacts frequency on economic activity of respondents helps us to explain the supposedly political anomaly reflected in Table 38. The fact is that the higher the economic activity of the citizens is, the more strongly they do not trust the head of the Belarusian state.
	Table 38

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you personally had to face facts of corruption during the last years?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'05
	12'08

	
	
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Do not trust A. Lukashenko

	Yes, I have
	62.6
	54.8
	70.9
	36.1

	Yes, one time
	28.3
	12.1
	9.8
	18.2

	Yes, more than once
	8.8
	24.4
	12.6
	41.9


	Table 39

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What should be done, in your opinion, to decrease corruption in our society?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	03'04
	12'08
	+/–

	To establish order in economy
	3.6
	23.7
	20.1

	To improve upbringing of officials 
	7.2
	18.2
	11.0

	Nothing is going to help
	6.8
	17.8
	11.0

	To toughen control and to heighten responsibility of officials
	42.7
	47.6
	4.9

	To reform the State machinery
	18.5
	20.5
	2.0

	Other 
	6.8
	1.2
	-5.6

	To raise wages of officials
	17.1
	9.3
	-7.8


Data of Table 39 let us assess ideas of the Belarusians concerning the methods of corruption cancerous growth medical treatment (the table is ranged according to the difference of the results obtained in the course of opinion polls conducted in 2004 and 2008). Judging by the answers, the majority of respondents share the official point of view believing that toughening of the officials’ activity control will help to decrease corruption. At that the mentioned measure, in spite of the rapidly spreading out corruption cancerous growth, has become more popular for the last years (+4.6 percentage points). However, the proposal concerning order establishment in economy has become the absolute leader by the popularity growth (+20.1 points). One should not be surprised at it. The economic crisis is close at hand, hence the growth in the share of respondents who chose the given variant of answer happened in full compliance with the proverb: "What the heart thinks, the tongue speaks".

Variants of answer "To improve upbringing of officials" and "Nothing is going to help" shared the second and the third place by the degree of topicality growth (+11 points). Most likely, popularity growth of the pedagogical approach is connected with a public showdown, which the head of state organized for his corrupt milieu. By tradition, such showdowns are perceived by the Belarusians as pedagogical measures. However, the growth in the share of pessimists who have completely lost their belief in the possibility to reduce corruption in the country happened not under the influence of the propaganda. It was caused by the change of the reality itself that the results of the research conducted by the specialists of Transparency International also confirm. 

Finishing the analysis of Table 39, it is necessary to pay attention to the dynamics of the last variant of answer. The share of respondents, who agree that an advance of officials’ wages is a powerful method to fight against corruption, reduced almost twofold (–7.8 points). It would be surprising if the reverse happened under the conditions of the economic crisis increase.
We began our talk about corruption with the anti-corruption show. Such measures still enjoy popularity among supporters of A. Lukashenko, but in general, his ability to stop the development of the "cancerous growth" is subjected to an increasingly more critical assessment (Table 40). At that, unbelief in the ability of the head of state to adhere to the “Hippocratic Oath” deepened after he had declared 2008 the year of the final victory over bureaucratism. Corruption, as it is known, is a component part of the bureaucratization process.
	Table 40

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How successfully, in your opinion, has A. Lukashenko, as president of the country, coped lately with the problem of corruption?", %


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

	Struggle against corruption
	48.7
	49.6
	38.7


In 1994 under the conditions of a system crisis, the successfully played corruption card allowed director of the "Gorodets" state farm win a confident victory at the first presidential elections. Everything is logical. When in a centralized economy the authorities degrade, then mass stealing of state (national) resources becomes the first consequence of such degradation. Naturally, the process of stealing is headed neither by factory metalworkers nor by machine-operators, but by officials who owing to their position in the authoritative vertical are occupied with redistribution of state resources.
Reasoning from this pattern, let us formulate a medium-term prognosis: if the economic crisis begins to become transformed into a social and political one, then the anti-corruption card will prove to be important again. However, it is unlikely that A. Lukashenko will manage to make use of it efficiently a second time.
What kind of party is it?

On October, 25 a founding congress of the Republican non-government association “Belaya Rus” took place. The congress was postponed more than once and each transfer gave rise to a tide of comments. The main intrigue was rotating around the assumption about a possible transformation of the non-government association into a presidential party. A. Lukashenko himself time and again rejected such a possibility, including in his annual message in April. Let us remind his words: “I regard any pro-presidential political bodies as entirely inconceivable. I have always relied and still rely on the people, not on any groups or clans. Trust of the people is the most important thing. To keep the power without it is impossible with the help of any parties. The Soviet history is a vivid example of it”.

We completely support such an opinion. The political regime which has been formed in Belarus in the time of A. Lukashenko belongs to the category of personalized ones from the point of view of political science classification. There is no room for presidential parties in such regimes as charismatic leaders prefer to conduct mobilization of their electoral supporters directly, and that is why they are in no need of political go-betweens. The formula “There is only one political figure in Belarus! It is me!” conveys the nature of such regimes in the best way.

We can assert it with a great share of probability that the project of the RNA “Belaya Rus” creation came into existence not owing to, but rather against the wishes of the head of the Belarusian state. There is nothing surprising in it. At the top of the “vertical of power” at the point where decisions are being taken a clash of lobbyist projects always happens. Their final aim is always the same – reallocation of resources in favor of the projects authors. The fact that the newly brought to light non-government organization is not an exception was also confirmed by A. Lukashenko in the course of the message which has been already quoted above: “However, to tell the truth, it should not be like that either: not long ago the chartered secretary of the President came to me and unfolded a map saying it was the non-government organization leaders’ demand for certain conditions to be created for them: hundreds of square meters of offices, super-modern computers and so on, and so forth; and quite a lot of officials.

What kind of demand is that? And, in general, what kind of party is that? And what does this non-government movement begin with?”

In spite of such a striking public pronouncement of the main Belarusian newsmaker, more than a half of the Belarusians have not heard anything about creation of the RNA “Belaya Rus” (Table 41). At that, the level of knowledge of respondents who trust A. Lukashenko turned out to be notably lower than by their political opponents. An explanation of the given phenomenon, to all appearances, should be looked for in the socio-demographic structure of those who trust and distrust the head of state. As it is known, elderly people and those with a low level of education prevail among the former. In view of the mentioned fact, their level of political knowledge is lower than by representatives of the second group.

	Table 41

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude towards the recently created non-government organization "Belaya Rus"?" depending on trust to A. Lukashenko, %


	Variant of answer
	All respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Do not trust A. Lukashenko

	I have not heard anything about this organization
	56.1
	60.5
	49.3

	I do not care about this organization
	24.6
	22.1
	28.0

	I am against joining this organization
	7.9
	4.1
	16.4

	I am not against joining this organization
	4.6
	6.4
	3.3

	I have already joined this organization
	1.2
	1.5
	1.2


They make up their lack of information by almost double superiority in the number of those who desire to become members of such a solid non-government organization; although it should be admitted that their general share is not large, and the number of those who have already joined the organization is within the bounds of statistical accuracy.

Lack of knowledge about the very fact of the RNA “Belaya Rus” existence naturally leads to the lack of knowledge about the aim declared by its founders. Only 16.3% of respondents marked their knowledge of it (Table 42). However, every tenth respondent agreed with the secret aim we have assumed above. The given figure should be considered quite unexpected against the background of the general low awareness.

	Table 42

	Distribution of answers to the question: "For what purpose, in your opinion, has this non-government organization been created?", (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	To support president A. Lukashenko and the policy conducted by him
	16.3

	For career promotion of the authorities’ supporters 
	10.6

	To drag the population into the process of civil society structuring
	4.7

	To blockade creation of the civil society structures independent from the authorities 
	4.5

	To fight against bureaucratism and official arbitrariness
	4.4

	Other
	1.5

	DA
	52.8


The founding congress of the RNA “Belaya Rus”, as it has been already mentioned above, took place on October, 25. The head of state did not participate in its work; he decided to confine himself to a short congratulation only. Termination of the congress surprisingly coincided with the end of mentioning the activity of such a promising non-government association in mass media. To all appearance, the founders reached the intended goal – not simply did they create an organization, they as well secured its stable financing. This exactly, from our point of view, was registered by the December opinion poll.

Geopolitical coordinates of Belarus

Results of the December opinion poll testify to the fact that no considerable changes have occurred in the geopolitical preferences of the Belarusians for the last three months. In particular, although the record low index of pro-European attitudes registered in September of the previous year has somewhat increased (however, the change is within the bounds of the sampling error), the number of Euro-integration opponents as before exceeds the number of its supporters (Table 43).

The data of Table 43 are especially surprising, because for the three months which passed since the previous opinion poll a visible warming of relations has occurred between the official Minsk and the EU. In October visa sanctions of the EU regarding the majority of the Belarusian officials were suspended, contacts of Belarus with Europe recommenced on a rather high official level, Belarusian state mass media stopped criticizing European policy and European observances. However, exactly when the Belarusian authorities decided to establish relations with Europe, the Belarusian society was by no means burning with Euro-enthusiasm. On the other hand, reduction in the number of Euro-integration adversaries (more than by 10 percentage points) became perhaps one of the results of political warming in relations with the EU.

	Table 43

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If a referendum on the question whether Belarus should enter the European Union were being conducted now in Belarus, what choice would you make?", %


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

	For
	60.9
	56.4
	32.0
	36.0
	37.1
	35.4
	26.7
	30.1

	Against
	10.9
	11.9
	26.8
	36.2
	35.0
	35.4
	51.9
	40.6

	I would not vote
	10.0
	14.2
	20.4
	15.5
	16.3
	15.4
	12.2
	17.8

	DA/NA
	18.2
	17.5
	20.8
	12.3
	11.6
	13.8
	9.2
	11.5


The dynamics of the Belarusians’ attitude to the integration with the East and with the West does not always correspond to standard theoretical schemes: it happened more than once in the past that a decrease or an increase in aspiration for integration with Europe or Russia was not accompanied by the change in the level of integration attitudes concerning the second geopolitical "magnet" of Belarus. Integration attitudes even happened to drop and rise simultaneously. In December of the previous year in comparison with September a certain growth of pro-European attitudes went with reduction in the number of integration with Russia adherents (Table 44).
	Table 44

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


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

	For joining
	47.0
	51.3
	53.8
	57.5
	46.4
	43.6
	35.8
	38.7
	46.3
	35.7

	Against joining
	34.1
	26.4
	26.3
	23.8
	33.5
	31.6
	41.6
	42.2
	35.8
	38.8

	I would not take part in voting
	15.6
	12.2
	7.8
	8.6
	10.6
	15.6
	11.3
	10.4
	9.7
	14.5

	DA/NA
	3.3
	10.1
	12.1
	10.1
	9.5
	9.2
	11.3
	8.7
	8.2
	11.0

	DA/NA
	3.3
	10.1
	12.1
	10.1
	9.5
	9.2
	11.3
	8.7
	8.2
	11.0


The September splash of pro-Russian attitudes gave place to the situation when the number of opponents of integration with Russia, as well as the number of supporters of Belarus entering the EU, exceeds the number of the corresponding integration project adversaries.

Dynamics of answering the question in which the geopolitical choice is represented in the form of a strict dichotomy also serve as confirmation of changes,  which  have  happened  for three months (Table 45).

	Table 45

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What would you choose, if you had to make a choice between integration with Russia and entering the European Union?", %


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

	Integration with Russia
	47.6
	47.7
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	45.3
	50.3
	54.0
	46.0

	Entering the European Union
	36.1
	37.6
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	33.4
	32.4
	26.2
	30.1

	DA/NA
	16.3
	14.7
	23.6
	14.2
	19.2
	21.3
	17.3
	19.8
	23.9


	Table 46

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Whom should Belarus, in your opinion, establish the closest relations with?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	05'07
	12'08

	Russia
	58.6
	64.7

	The European Union
	44.5
	45.5

	The CIS countries
	35.2
	40.6

	China
	14.7
	17.6

	The USA
	8.5
	15.3

	Iran, Venezuela, Cuba, Libya and others
	19.0
	11.3

	Arabian states
	9.7
	10.0


It must be noted that in questions of Tables 43-45 the matter did not simply concern collaboration, but some forms of merger. When a question was asked merely about collaboration, preponderance of Russia proved to be more obvious (Table 46).

Change in the attitude to the USA and new friends of Minsk official bodies – Iran, Venezuela and others – draws attention to itself in Table 46. In 2007 the Belarusian authorities tried to compensate for losses connected with changing of the Kremlin energy policy with the help of collaborating with new suppliers of resources, such as Teheran and Caracas. Even at that time, the population had not actually believed that those geopolitical adventures could have solved the problems of the country; however, by December of 2008 (in comparison with May of 2007) the hopes reduced almost twofold. Accordingly, hopes pinned on the United States grew almost two times. It can be assumed that the last change is also an indirect result of Belarus relations improvement with Europe. However, Russia now as before remains the leader of the preferred collaboration.

Answers to the question about concrete ways of integration with the eastern neighbor have not undergone any considerable changes in comparison with the previous opinion polls (Table 47).

	Table 47

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


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

	Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states connected by close political and economic relations
	51.7
	48.0
	47.8
	52.3
	43.8
	43.9

	Relations of Belarus and Russia should be the same as with other countries of the CIS
	19.7
	19.3
	32.1
	20.7
	36.3
	31.0

	Belarus and Russia should become one state with the common president, government, army, flag, currency, etc. 
	21.2
	25.6
	11.6
	12.0
	13.1
	12.1

	DA/NA
	7.4
	7.1
	8.5
	15.0
	6.8
	13.0


As usual, about 10% (only 10% or whole 10% – the assessment depends on political positions) advocate blending of the two countries into a single full-fledged state, the relative (but not absolute) majority declares for a union of sovereign states. These figures have not virtually changed for almost two years.

On the 17th anniversary of the USSR collapse data of the opinion poll have registered a peculiar record – the minimal share of respondents who would like restoration of the Soviet Union (See Table 6, p. 35).
Taking into account all the development peculiarities of the modern Belarus, it is nevertheless a post-Soviet, not a neo-Soviet, society; and a gap with the past has been increasing more and more after a number of years. 

In conclusion let us return to the question touched upon at the beginning – about the reasons owing to which improvement of relations between Brussels and Minsk official bodies did not lead to a considerable growth of pro-European attitudes in the Belarusian society. 

One of the possible explanations consists in the following: a part of the Belarusians disposed to Europe was disappointed with it, since they considered (as a substantial part of the opposition) that Brussels "had betrayed Belarusian democracy as well as its own principles" by making steps towards A. Lukashenko. However, data of the opinion poll do not fully confirm this hypothesis (Table 48).

	Table 48

	Correlation of answers to the questions: "What would your choice be, should a referendum on the question whether Belarus ought to enter the European Union be conducted in Belarus now?" and "In October Ministers for Foreign Affairs of 27 European Union countries reached a decision to reduce the list of the Belarusian officials who were forbidden the countries from 41 to 5 people. What is your attitude to this decision?"*


	Attitude to the suspension of sanctions 
	Attitude to Belarus entering the EU

	
	For (30.1%)
	Against (40.6%)

	I approve (32.5%)
	34.7
	44.2

	I disapprove (16.6%)
	38.3
	41.1

	It makes no difference to me (44.6%)
	25.3
	39.0

	* The table is read across


As it can be seen, approval and disapproval of the European Union decision turn out to be weakly connected with the attitude towards integration of Belarus into the EU. Those who are simply indifferent to the cabals of Brussels in particular demonstrate visibly lesser aspiration for Euro-integration.

Another explanation of why the pro-European attitudes did not increase to the extent they theoretically speaking could have, lies in the influence of another factor, which has emerged during the last months – the economic crisis. As it is shown in other analytical materials devoted to the December opinion poll, respondents to a larger extent put the blame for the economic situation worsening on the home authorities – on the government (52%) and on the president (42.5%).

However, not only on them – the third place among the culprits of the crisis was won by the West in the answers of respondents (27.4%). At that, only every tenth respondent put the blame for the Belarusian economic mess on Russia. The attitude to Euro-integration proved to be a characteristic quite closely connected with the opinion concerning culpability or innocence of the West with regard to the home economic problems. Among those who considered the West guilty of them, 17.8% declared for Euro-integration of Belarus (against – 54.1%); among those who did not perceive the guilt of the West in the Belarusian economic crisis, the shares of supporters and opponents of Euro-integration turned out to be approximately equal – 34.8% and 35.6%.

Thus, resentment of the part of respondents against the West, including Europe, laying on it the whole blame for the economic problems, which Belarus had confronted with, apparently became the very counterweight that blockaded any growth of pro-European attitudes after the relations improvement between Brussels and Minsk official bodies.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in December of 2008, %

1. "What kind of year did 2008 turn out to be for Belarus in comparison with the previous one–more difficult or easier?"

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 >

	More difficult
	42.8
	33.0
	41.0
	50.0
	41.0
	47.5
	45.0
	39.3

	The same as the previous one
	44.6
	51.6
	43.9
	39.7
	47.2
	40.3
	44.5
	46.7

	Easier
	7.7
	6.4
	9.4
	3.7
	6.9
	8.5
	8.4
	8.4

	DA/NA
	4.9
	9.0
	5.7
	6.6
	4.9
	3.7
	2.0
	5.6


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	More difficult
	50.6
	32.7
	40.3
	43.7
	50.9

	The same as the previous one
	37.9
	52.2
	44.9
	45.4
	40.7

	Easier
	1.1
	11.7
	8.4
	7.8
	7.1

	DA/NA
	10.4
	3.4
	6.4
	3.1
	1.3


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	More difficult
	45.1
	44.8
	39.6
	39.0
	37.5

	The same as the previous one
	39.2
	44.2
	45.3
	46.7
	57.5

	Easier
	8.3
	7.6
	8.5
	8.6
	1.3

	DA/NA
	7.4
	3.4
	6.6
	5.7
	3.7


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

	More difficult
	43.9
	44.8
	33.6
	49.7
	38.5
	53.4
	37.9

	The same as the previous one
	51.8
	48.3
	50.0
	34.4
	40.9
	37.0
	45.5

	Easier
	1.6
	5.6
	15.5
	13.1
	8.2
	4.2
	7.2

	DA/NA
	2.7
	1.3
	0.9
	2.8
	12.0
	5.4
	9.4


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	More difficult
	43.9
	39.8
	46.3
	38.4
	44.3

	The same as the previous one
	51.8
	42.2
	44.6
	46.1
	41.3

	Easier
	1.6
	7.1
	8.4
	7.4
	10.9

	DA/NA
	2.7
	10.9
	0.7
	8.1
	3.5


2. "Do you think that an economic crisis is getting under way in Belarus?"

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 >

	Yes 
	64.3
	59.7
	75.5
	77.9
	76.4
	69.5
	69.8
	40.4

	No
	20.4
	27.4
	17.3
	11.8
	12.5
	19.0
	19.3
	31.2

	DA/NA
	15.3
	12.9
	7.2
	10.3
	11.1
	11.5
	10.9
	28.4


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes 
	48.3
	42.2
	66.5
	72.1
	78.7

	No
	27.6
	28.4
	20.4
	17.9
	12.4

	DA/NA
	24.1
	29.4
	13.1
	10.0
	8.9


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes 
	78.5
	70.9
	69.8
	40.5
	68.4

	No
	11.8
	18.2
	22.6
	30.9
	17.6

	DA/NA
	9.7
	10.9
	7.6
	28.6
	14.0


Table 2.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes 
	73.7
	73.0
	62.8
	53.6
	56.3
	66.1
	61.7

	No
	11.4
	17.2
	26.1
	31.7
	21.6
	14.3
	23.4

	DA/NA
	14.9
	9.8
	11.1
	14.7
	22.1
	19.6
	14.9


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Yes 
	73.7
	58.8
	66.4
	68.9
	58.6

	No
	11.4
	18.7
	25.5
	16.7
	25.1

	DA/NA
	14.9
	22.5
	8.1
	14.4
	16.3


3. "If you believe that an economic crisis is getting under way in Belarus, then which opinion concerning it, do you agree with?"
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 >

	Serious upheavals are expecting our country’s economy
	46.4
	45.2
	54.3
	61.0
	55.7
	54.9
	47.4
	24.6

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to become stabilized soon
	20.8
	17.7
	22.5
	14.0
	20.0
	18.0
	26.6
	22.8

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	5.6
	9.7
	2.9
	2.2
	3.9
	4.4
	3.6
	10.4

	DA/NA
	27.2
	26.4
	20.3
	22.8
	20.4
	22.7
	22.4
	42.2


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Serious upheavals are expecting our country’s economy
	30.9
	23.4
	48.7
	52.1
	64.4

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to become stabilized soon
	13.7
	31.2
	20.8
	22.3
	14.7

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	12.0
	7.8
	4.3
	5.8
	1.8

	DA/NA
	43.4
	37.6
	26.3
	19.8
	19.1


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Serious upheavals are expecting our country’s economy
	61.4
	53.8
	49.1
	23.5
	46.2

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to become stabilized soon
	17.6
	19.5
	19.8
	24.3
	25.6

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	2.4
	4.7
	4.7
	9.4
	6.4

	DA/NA
	18.6
	22.0
	26.4
	42.8
	21.8


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

	Serious upheavals are expecting our country’s economy
	49.0
	57.9
	30.1
	41.2
	45.2
	60.3
	40.9

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to become stabilized soon
	22.7
	24.9
	32.9
	15.9
	12.5
	12.7
	20.4

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	5.1
	2.6
	2.7
	17.0
	6.7
	2.1
	5.1

	DA/NA
	23.2
	14.6
	34.3
	25.9
	35.6
	24.9
	33.6


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Serious upheavals are expecting our country’s economy
	49.0
	46.3
	47.4
	50.8
	41.8

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to become stabilized soon
	22.7
	14.5
	17.4
	20.9
	25.1

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	5.1
	2.0
	6.6
	6.2
	7.1

	DA/NA
	23.2
	37.2
	28.6
	22.1
	26.0


4. "If you believe that an economic crisis is getting under way in Belarus, then to what extent can it be considered a consequence of the country’s authorities’ economic policy of the last years?"

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 >

	Virtually to the full extent
	14.5
	9.8
	19.1
	23.0
	19.0
	19.0
	12.5
	4.6

	To a considerable extent
	24.3
	27.9
	28.4
	24.4
	29.5
	28.6
	28.1
	13.2

	To an insignificant extent
	17.1
	14.8
	17.0
	16.3
	19.7
	14.6
	18.2
	16.8

	It is impossible to say that it is the cause of the economic crisis
	13.1
	13.1
	9.9
	5.9
	10.5
	11.6
	14.1
	19.1

	DA/NA
	31.0
	34.4
	25.6
	30.4
	21.3
	26.2
	26.1
	46.3


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Virtually to the full extent
	8.0
	9.8
	16.5
	14.3
	19.1

	To a considerable extent
	17.2
	14.1
	26.0
	26.3
	31.1

	To an insignificant extent
	16.7
	15.6
	14.0
	21.3
	19.6

	It is impossible to say that it is the cause of the economic crisis
	6.3
	16.6
	14.7
	14.0
	9.2

	DA/NA
	51.8
	43.9
	28.8
	24.1
	21.0


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Virtually to the full extent
	30.1
	12.0
	17.1
	3.7
	15.0

	To a considerable extent
	28.0
	30.6
	23.8
	12.9
	21.3

	To an insignificant extent
	13.5
	18.5
	19.0
	16.9
	20.0

	It is impossible to say that it is the cause of the economic crisis
	7.6
	12.4
	13.3
	18.6
	12.5

	DA/NA
	20.8
	26.5
	26.8
	47.9
	31.2


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

	Virtually to the full extent
	35.0
	12.1
	5.5
	8.7
	21.6
	6.9
	7.2

	To a considerable extent
	26.4
	25.1
	15.5
	24.6
	23.1
	39.9
	17.4

	To an insignificant extent
	9.4
	24.2
	20.1
	24.0
	8.2
	16.5
	18.3

	It is impossible to say that it is the cause of the economic crisis
	6.7
	23.8
	21.9
	9.3
	6.3
	6.9
	14.5

	DA/NA
	22.5
	14.8
	37.0
	33.4
	40.8
	29.8
	42.6


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Virtually to the full extent
	35.0
	14.8
	11.5
	10.9
	6.9

	To a considerable extent
	26.4
	18.4
	31.0
	26.0
	21.4

	To an insignificant extent
	9.4
	11.7
	14.6
	21.3
	23.3

	It is impossible to say that it is the cause of the economic crisis
	6.7
	10.5
	8.7
	14.7
	19.3

	DA/NA
	22.5
	44.6
	34.2
	27.1
	29.1


5. "If one speaks about you and members of your family who live together with you, do you expect delays of wage payment in the near future?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is already happening
	10.5
	11.3
	7.9
	12.6
	15.7
	12.9
	13.0
	3.8

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	14.0
	6.5
	10.8
	21.5
	14.1
	17.0
	10.9
	12.9

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	20.2
	17.7
	27.8
	21.1
	26.0
	22.9
	21.3
	9.1

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	37.6
	51.6
	46.0
	34.8
	39.3
	38.4
	46.4
	27.2

	DA/NA
	6.3
	8.1
	5.8
	6.7
	4.6
	7.1
	4.2
	7.9

	There are no employed in my family 
	11.4
	4.8
	1.7
	3.3
	0.3
	1.7
	4.2
	39.1


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is already happening
	12.6
	10.2
	10.0
	11.5
	9.3

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	18.3
	8.7
	13.1
	13.7
	18.2

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	7.4
	9.7
	25.0
	23.2
	23.1

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	26.3
	33.0
	37.4
	45.0
	38.7

	DA/NA
	10.3
	7.3
	6.7
	2.5
	8.4

	There are no employed in my family 
	25.1
	31.1
	7.8
	4.1
	2.3


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It is already happening
	13.8
	12.8
	5.7
	4.7
	13.9

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	19.4
	14.4
	5.7
	11.4
	11.4

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	20.8
	26.6
	22.9
	8.7
	20.3

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	39.1
	41.4
	52.4
	27.0
	43.0

	DA/NA
	6.2
	4.1
	11.4
	8.4
	7.6

	There are no employed in my family 
	0.7
	0.1
	1.9
	49.8
	3.8


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

	It is already happening
	5.9
	5.6
	6.4
	20.3
	10.1
	22.8
	7.2

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	17.3
	16.3
	5.0
	17.0
	13.0
	20.6
	9.8

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	24.3
	24.9
	14.6
	14.8
	19.8
	23.3
	17.9

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	39.2
	31.8
	53.4
	36.8
	40.1
	14.3
	44.3

	DA/NA
	8.2
	4.3
	2.3
	3.3
	9.2
	4.7
	11.5

	There are no employed in my family 
	5.1
	17.1
	18.3
	7.8
	7.8
	14.3
	9.3


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	It is already happening
	5.9
	11.4
	17.1
	8.9
	9.4

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	17.3
	11.8
	12.6
	13.6
	14.6

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	24.3
	18.4
	16.4
	29.1
	16.3

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	39.2
	40.8
	38.5
	31.0
	38.0

	DA/NA
	8.2
	9.0
	5.2
	8.2
	3.9

	There are no employed in my family 
	5.1
	8.6
	10.1
	9.2
	17.8


6 "If one speaks about you and members of your family, who live together with you, do you expect in the near future dismissals from enterprises (organizations) where you (members of your family) work?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is already happening
	3.6
	1.6
	3.6
	5.2
	2.6
	5.1
	3.6
	2.8

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	10.5
	11.3
	5.7
	13.3
	12.1
	14.6
	9.9
	7.4

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	17.1
	12.9
	17.1
	20.0
	22.0
	21.4
	19.3
	8.4

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	48.9
	59.7
	62.1
	50.4
	57.7
	50.5
	58.9
	29.3

	DA/NA
	7.4
	9.7
	9.3
	11.1
	4.6
	6.4
	4.7
	10.0

	There are no employed in my family
	12.5
	4.8
	2.2
	0
	1.0
	2.0
	3.6
	42.1


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is already happening
	6.9
	2.4
	3.0
	4.2
	2.7

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	13.2
	7.8
	11.1
	10.4
	9.7

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	8.6
	11.7
	20.5
	19.4
	16.4

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	26.4
	38.5
	50.0
	57.9
	59.3

	DA/NA
	15.5
	6.8
	6.8
	3.9
	8.8

	There are no employed in my family 
	29.4
	32.8
	8.6
	4.2
	3.1


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It is already happening
	4.5
	3.7
	1.9
	2.5
	7.6

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	18.1
	10.8
	4.8
	6.2
	7.6

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	21.2
	20.5
	18.1
	8.4
	15.2

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	49.7
	58.9
	63.8
	29.5
	50.6

	DA/NA
	5.2
	5.6
	8.7
	10.3
	15.2

	There are no employed in my family 
	1.3
	0.5
	2.9
	43.1
	3.8


Table 6.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is already happening
	2.0
	2.1
	2.3
	15.3
	2.4
	1.1
	1.7

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	20.1
	9.0
	2.7
	18.0
	9.6
	12.3
	3.0

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	22.8
	25.3
	5.0
	7.7
	17.8
	23.5
	15.4

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	40.9
	42.9
	67.6
	46.4
	50.5
	43.9
	51.3

	DA/NA
	7.5
	3.0
	3.2
	3.8
	11.5
	2.7
	18.4

	There are no employed in my family 
	6.7
	17.7
	19.2
	8.8
	8.2
	16.5
	10.2


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	It is already happening
	2.0
	2.7
	2.8
	5.8
	4.1

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	20.1
	6.6
	11.9
	8.5
	7.9

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	22.8
	13.2
	19.9
	20.5
	12.6

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	40.9
	55.8
	48.3
	50.4
	49.0

	DA/NA
	7.5
	12.4
	4.5
	5.0
	7.7

	There are no employed in my family 
	6.7
	9.3
	12.6
	9.8
	18.7


7. "If one speaks about you and members of your family who live together with you, do you expect in the near future reduction of earnings?"
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 >

	It is already happening
	19.6
	16.1
	17.9
	25.4
	23.0
	25.1
	23.4
	10.2

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	13.3
	4.8
	14.3
	22.4
	13.8
	20.7
	10.9
	6.3

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	18.3
	17.7
	23.6
	18.7
	23.9
	19.0
	21.4
	9.9

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	30.2
	43.7
	35.0
	26.1
	32.8
	26.8
	36.5
	25.4

	DA/NA
	6.3
	12.9
	7.1
	7.4
	5.5
	6.1
	4.2
	6.3

	There are no employed in my family
	12.4
	4.8
	2.1
	0
	1.0
	2.3
	3.6
	41.9


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is already happening
	14.4
	14.1
	19.1
	22.0
	26.1

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	9.2
	8.3
	14.5
	13.4
	18.1

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	11.5
	10.7
	20.9
	19.2
	22.6

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	27.6
	26.7
	30.4
	36.5
	24.3

	DA/NA
	9.8
	7.1
	5.9
	4.7
	5.8

	There are no employed in my family 
	27.5
	33.1
	9.2
	4.2
	3.1


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It is already happening
	25.3
	23.5
	15.1
	9.9
	20.3

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	19.7
	16.2
	11.3
	5.9
	5.1

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	18.7
	23.1
	19.8
	9.4
	20.3

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	30.8
	31.5
	37.7
	24.8
	38.0

	DA/NA
	3.8
	4.9
	13.2
	7.4
	12.7

	There are no employed in my family 
	1.7
	0.8
	2.9
	42.6
	3.8


Table 7.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is already happening
	20.0
	17.9
	14.6
	24.6
	14.4
	32.4
	16.6

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	21.6
	18.4
	4.1
	16.4
	13.4
	9.6
	8.1

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	22.0
	22.6
	15.5
	9.8
	17.2
	21.8
	17.4

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	25.5
	20.5
	41.6
	32.8
	36.4
	19.1
	35.7

	DA/NA
	4.3
	3.0
	5.9
	4.4
	10.5
	2.2
	12.3

	There are no employed in my family 
	6.6
	17.6
	18.3
	12.0
	8.1
	14.9
	9.9


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	It is already happening
	20.0
	18.4
	23.2
	16.7
	19.5

	It might happen in the course of the weeks immediately ahead
	21.6
	8.6
	13.0
	14.7
	10.5

	If nothing changes it might happen within the next few months
	22.0
	19.5
	13.0
	25.6
	15.0

	I think, it is not going to happen in the near future
	25.5
	32.8
	34.7
	26.7
	30.6

	DA/NA
	4.3
	11.7
	4.9
	6.6
	5.1

	There are no employed in my family 
	6.6
	9.0
	11.2
	9.7
	19.3


8. "To what extent does the rise in prices for foodstuffs, manufactured goods, accommodation, education, medical and other services tell upon your life?"
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 >

	It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is made up for by the income growth
	9.2
	11.5
	10.8
	5.9
	9.2
	5.4
	9.9
	12.0

	It is already telling on it and causes nervousness
	40.1
	49.2
	42.4
	44.1
	39.0
	41.0
	48.4
	32.6

	It is seriously telling on my life and causes alarm
	31.8
	16.3
	23.0
	28.7
	32.8
	32.9
	27.1
	39.2

	I experience real shock thanks to the rise in prices
	18.3
	23.0
	23.0
	21.3
	18.7
	19.3
	14.1
	15.8

	NA
	0.6
	0
	0.8
	0
	0.3
	1.4
	0.5
	0


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is made up for by the income growth
	3.4
	11.7
	9.7
	9.8
	9.3

	It is already telling on it and causes nervousness
	31.0
	37.6
	40.3
	43.3
	44.2

	It is seriously telling on my life and causes alarm
	42.5
	31.2
	32.2
	29.1
	27.4

	I experience real shock thanks to the rise in prices
	23.0
	18.5
	17.7
	17.0
	17.7

	NA
	0.1
	1.0
	0.1
	0.8
	1.4


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is made up for by the income growth
	8.7
	7.4
	13.2
	12.1
	7.5

	It is already telling on it and causes nervousness
	39.4
	42.2
	48.1
	34.7
	48.8

	It is seriously telling on my life and causes alarm
	24.6
	34.1
	17.9
	38.6
	23.8

	I experience real shock thanks to the rise in prices
	26.3
	15.6
	20.8
	14.1
	18.8

	NA
	1.0
	0.7
	0
	0.5
	4.1


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

	It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is made up for by the income growth
	3.5
	3.9
	27.4
	11.4
	9.6
	4.3
	5.1

	It is already telling on it and causes nervousness
	21.5
	40.3
	47.0
	42.9
	51.0
	41.5
	40.9

	It is seriously telling on my life and causes alarm
	29.3
	38.6
	18.3
	33.7
	27.9
	41.0
	34.9

	I experience real shock thanks to the rise in prices
	44.5
	16.7
	6.8
	10.9
	11.5
	12.8
	18.3

	NA
	1.2
	0.5
	0.5
	1.1
	0
	0.4
	0.8


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	It does not virtually tell on my life, as the rise in prices is made up for by the income growth
	3.5
	5.8
	14.7
	10.9
	9.9

	It is already telling on it and causes nervousness
	21.5
	45.9
	35.0
	56.2
	41.4

	It is seriously telling on my life and causes alarm
	29.3
	35.0
	29.0
	26.4
	36.1

	I experience real shock thanks to the rise in prices
	44.5
	12.8
	21.0
	6.2
	11.8

	NA
	1.2
	0.4
	0.3
	0.4
	0.9


9. "How many times have you encountered with a delay of wage or pension payment for the last 12 months?"
Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Not once
	72.5
	79.0
	68.6
	61.5
	66.2
	66.4
	69.3
	87.8

	One time
	11.3
	6.5
	12.1
	13.3
	12.5
	13.2
	16.1
	6.4

	Several times
	13.9
	6.5
	15.7
	23.0
	19.3
	19.0
	12.5
	3.8

	Every month
	1.9
	6.5
	2.1
	1.5
	1.7
	0.7
	2.1
	2.0

	NA
	0.4
	1.5
	1.5
	0.7
	0.3
	0.7
	0
	0


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Not once
	70.7
	81.4
	72.0
	70.1
	71.7

	One time
	9.8
	7.8
	10.2
	13.1
	14.6

	Several times
	13.2
	8.3
	15.9
	15.1
	12.4

	Every month
	6.3
	2.0
	1.4
	1.1
	0.9

	NA
	0
	0.5
	0.5
	0.6
	0.4


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Not once
	63.3
	66.0
	                            83.0
	88.1
	72.5

	One time
	14.9
	13.0
	                              7.6
	       6.2
	7.5

	Several times
	19.0
	19.0
	           6.6
	3.5
	15.0

	Every month
	2.8
	1.6
	           0.9
	2.2
	2.5

	NA
	0
	0.4
	                         1.9
	0.1
	2.5


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

	Not once
	77.3
	78.4
	82.2
	55.2
	75.0
	55.6
	77.9

	One time
	8.2
	14.2
	8.7
	16.9
	11.1
	13.2
	7.2

	Several times
	13.7
	6.9
	8.2
	19.1
	13.5
	28.0
	11.5

	Every month
	0.8
	0.1
	0.5
	7.1
	0.4
	2.6
	3.0

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0.4
	1.7
	0
	0.6
	0.4


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Not once
	77.3
	70.8
	64.2
	68.5
	78.4

	One time
	8.2
	14.4
	11.6
	16.0
	8.4

	Several times
	13.7
	12.5
	22.1
	13.6
	9.6

	Every month
	0.8
	1.9
	1.8
	1.6
	2.8

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0.3
	0.1
	0.8


10. "How, in your opinion, is the socio-economic situation in Belarus going to change within the next few years?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is going to improve
	14.2
	11.5
	9.3
	6.6
	14.5
	8.8
	14.7
	22.4

	It is not going to change
	35.2
	32.8
	34.3
	30.9
	29.3
	34.6
	36.1
	42.2

	It is going to become worse
	38.2
	41.0
	44.3
	50.0
	45.7
	44.7
	37.2
	21.4

	DA/NA
	12.4
	14.8
	12.1
	12.5
	10.5
	11.9
	12.0
	14.0


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is going to improve
	21.7
	20.6
	12.7
	12.3
	9.8

	It is not going to change
	40.6
	40.7
	36.3
	34.8
	24.9

	It is going to become worse
	22.9
	21.6
	38.8
	43.2
	55.6

	DA/NA
	14.7
	17.1
	12.2
	9.7
	9.7


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It is going to improve
	8.7
	10.9
	9.5
	23.0
	25.0

	It is not going to change
	29.4
	35.1
	33.3
	41.1
	30.0

	It is going to become worse
	49.8
	42.9
	47.6
	20.8
	33.8

	DA/NA
	12.1
	11.1
	9.6
	15.1
	11.2


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

	It is going to improve
	4.3
	3.4
	25.2
	22.8
	19.7
	10.1
	17.1

	It is not going to change
	39.0
	43.5
	39.9
	33.7
	27.9
	20.7
	38.0

	It is going to become worse
	43.7
	50.4
	26.1
	33.2
	32.2
	54.8
	27.4

	DA/NA
	13.0
	2.7
	8.8
	10.3
	20.1
	14.4
	17.5


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	It is going to improve
	4.3
	16.8
	15.7
	9.3
	20.2

	It is not going to change
	39.0
	30.5
	32.2
	32.8
	39.1

	It is going to become worse
	43.7
	32.8
	47.2
	39.0
	32.0

	DA/NA
	13.0
	19.9
	4.9
	18.9
	8.7


11. "If one speaks about the life of your family, what do you and members of your family set themselves as an object?"
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 >

	To survive, even if at the most primitive level of existence
	12.1
	6.5
	5.0
	10.4
	10.8
	9.8
	10.4
	19.5

	To live not worse than the majority of families in your town, district
	45.3
	21.0
	23.7
	35.8
	39.9
	48.1
	54.2
	57.4

	To live better than the majority of families in your town, district
	20.2
	23.2
	26.6
	20.9
	23.2
	21.0
	22.4
	11.7

	To live as an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	15.0
	27.4
	28.8
	23.9
	18.6
	14.9
	9.9
	5.1

	To live better than an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	5.2
	9.7
	11.5
	8.2
	6.2
	4.4
	2.6
	2.5

	DA/NA
	2.2
	3.2
	4.4
	0.8
	1.3
	1.8
	0.5
	3.8


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	To survive, even if at the most primitive level of existence
	30.3
	17.1
	9.5
	7.5
	7.1

	To live not worse than the majority of families in your town, district
	41.7
	59.0
	46.2
	44.7
	34.4

	To live better than the majority of families in your town, district
	13.7
	13.7
	20.0
	24.9
	24.1

	To live as an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	8.0
	5.9
	16.1
	16.8
	22.8

	To live better than an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	0
	2.0
	6.2
	4.7
	10.3

	DA/NA
	6.3
	2.4
	2.0
	1.4
	1.3


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	To survive, even if at the most primitive level of existence
	10.3
	7.9
	5.7
	19.6
	19.0

	To live not worse than the majority of families in your town, district
	31.0
	50.2
	17.9
	57.4
	34.2

	To live better than the majority of families in your town, district
	25.2
	22.2
	26.4
	12.1
	17.7

	To live as an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	19.7
	15.7
	35.8
	5.2
	17.7

	To live better than an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	11.7
	3.3
	10.4
	2.0
	6.3

	DA/NA
	2.1
	1.7
	4.8
	3.7
	5.1


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

	To survive, even if at the most primitive level of existence
	20.3
	12.4
	3.7
	23.0
	5.3
	7.4
	12.4

	To live not worse than the majority of families in your town, district
	45.3
	57.3
	46.1
	44.3
	37.8
	42.9
	41.5

	To live better than the majority of families in your town, district
	19.9
	20.1
	21.9
	17.5
	18.7
	23.3
	19.7

	To live as an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	9.8
	7.7
	16.0
	12.0
	16.7
	22.2
	22.2

	To live better than an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	2.7
	2.1
	12.3
	0.5
	12.0
	4.2
	2.6

	DA/NA
	2.0
	0.4
	0
	2.7
	9.5
	0
	1.6


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	To survive, even if at the most primitive level of existence
	20.3
	3.9
	15.7
	10.1
	10.7

	To live not worse than the majority of families in your town, district
	45.3
	32.5
	44.1
	41.5
	55.2

	To live better than the majority of families in your town, district
	19.9
	27.8
	18.5
	21.3
	16.7

	To live as an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	9.8
	19.2
	17.5
	19.4
	11.6

	To live better than an average family in Western Europe and the USA
	2.7
	9.8
	2.4
	6.6
	4.7

	DA/NA
	2.0
	6.8
	1.8
	1.1
	1.1


12. "Do you agree or disagree that the political system of Belarus has been more and more reminding of the political system of the former Soviet Union for the last years?"

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 fully agree
	13.7
	8.1
	12.2
	18.4
	16.4
	13.6
	12.0
	12.2

	I more likely agree
	31.5
	19.4
	26.6
	32.4
	31.1
	33.3
	37.7
	30.7

	I more likely disagree
	26.0
	22.6
	25.2
	22.1
	26.9
	27.9
	27.7
	25.4

	I completely disagree
	10.5
	9.7
	3.6
	4.4
	10.8
	10.9
	12.0
	14.0

	DA/NA
	18.3
	40.4
	32.4
	22.7
	14.8
	14.3
	10.6
	17.7


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I fully agree
	12.6
	9.8
	10.9
	14.8
	24.0

	I more likely agree
	28.6
	30.2
	31.7
	30.9
	35.1

	I more likely disagree
	24.6
	25.4
	26.7
	27.9
	23.1

	I completely disagree
	20.0
	8.3
	9.3
	10.9
	7.6

	DA/NA
	14.3
	26.4
	21.5
	15.6
	10.2


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I fully agree
	17.0
	14.7
	10.5
	11.4
	10.1

	I more likely agree
	27.4
	35.6
	25.7
	30.5
	21.5

	I more likely disagree
	26.0
	25.6
	28.6
	24.6
	32.9

	I completely disagree
	10.4
	9.3
	4.8
	13.6
	12.7

	DA/NA
	19.2
	14.8
	30.4
	19.9
	22.8


Table 12.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I fully agree
	16.4
	13.7
	6.0
	16.4
	22.6
	4.8
	15.3

	I more likely agree
	30.9
	38.5
	24.4
	36.1
	31.7
	28.0
	30.6

	I more likely disagree
	32.8
	20.5
	46.5
	20.8
	13.0
	27.5
	19.6

	I completely disagree
	8.6
	7.3
	17.5
	15.8
	0.5
	14.8
	10.6

	DA/NA
	11.3
	20.0
	5.6
	10.9
	32.1
	24.9
	23.9


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I fully agree
	16.4
	14.9
	12.6
	12.1
	13.3

	I more likely agree
	30.9
	27.5
	29.0
	25.7
	38.8

	I more likely disagree
	32.8
	21.2
	31.5
	33.1
	17.8

	I completely disagree
	8.6
	5.1
	15.0
	9.3
	12.2

	DA/NA
	11.3
	31.3
	11.9
	19.8
	17.9


13. "Do you as a whole like or dislike the idea of return to such a political system as it used to be in the USSR?"
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 >

	I like it very much
	4.1
	0
	1.4
	2.2
	2.6
	1.0
	5.7
	8.9

	I rather like it
	17.6
	9.7
	7.1
	5.9
	8.2
	14.9
	17.2
	35.9

	I rather dislike it
	34.0
	27.4
	35.7
	37.8
	35.5
	39.7
	34.9
	27.2

	I completely dislike it
	27.9
	37.1
	35.0
	40.0
	37.5
	29.8
	26.0
	12.0

	DA/NA
	16.4
	25.8
	21.8
	14.1
	16.2
	14.6
	16.2
	16.0


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I like it very much
	7.5
	4.9
	3.2
	3.6
	3.1

	I rather like it
	35.6
	29.3
	15.0
	10.9
	10.2

	I rather dislike it
	24.1
	33.2
	35.6
	38.4
	31.4

	I completely dislike it
	13.8
	14.1
	29.3
	30.8
	43.4

	DA/NA
	19.0
	18.6
	16.8
	16.3
	11.9


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I like it very much
	2.1
	2.9
	0.9
	8.9
	2.5

	I rather like it
	9.7
	12.8
	6.6
	35.1
	6.3

	I rather dislike it
	29.9
	40.3
	31.1
	26.9
	34.2

	I completely dislike it
	41.7
	29.2
	43.4
	12.1
	31.6

	DA/NA
	16.6
	14.8
	18.0
	17.0
	25.4


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

	I like it very much
	4.7
	4.3
	1.8
	5.5
	3.4
	4.2
	5.1

	I rather like it
	12.2
	19.3
	10.6
	19.7
	16.3
	24.2
	22.1

	I rather dislike it
	40.0
	33.9
	39.9
	31.1
	29.3
	33.2
	28.9

	I completely dislike it
	31.0
	33.9
	31.2
	39.3
	22.6
	17.4
	20.0

	DA/NA
	12.1
	8.6
	16.5
	4.4
	28.4
	21.0
	23.9


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I like it very much
	4.7
	3.5
	4.2
	3.5
	4.5

	I rather like it
	12.2
	12.5
	17.1
	14.3
	25.3

	I rather dislike it
	40.0
	23.4
	33.9
	35.1
	35.8

	I completely dislike it
	31.0
	24.6
	35.0
	30.9
	22.1

	DA/NA
	12.1
	26.0
	9.8
	16.2
	12.3


14. "Have you personally won or lost due to the fact that Belarus became an independent country?"

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 >

	I have won
	39.9
	33.3
	44.3
	37.0
	45.9
	37.6
	37.0
	38.9

	I have lost
	19.4
	7.9
	12.1
	12.6
	16.1
	19.0
	22.9
	27.2

	DA/NA
	40.7
	58.8
	43.6
	50.4
	38.0
	43.4
	40.1
	33.2


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I have won
	42.5
	34.2
	36.3
	45.3
	42.9

	I have lost
	25.3
	24.9
	19.3
	15.9
	16.4

	DA/NA
	32.2
	40.9
	44.4
	38.8
	41.7


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I have won
	41.3
	39.7
	44.3
	38.1
	43.6

	I have lost
	18.4
	17.6
	7.5
	27.2
	12.8

	DA/NA
	40.3
	42.7
	48.2
	34.7
	43.6


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

	I have won
	38.8
	54.5
	52.1
	37.5
	28.5
	27.5
	37.4

	I have lost
	15.7
	24.9
	6.8
	41.8
	14.0
	26.5
	11.5

	DA/NA
	45.5
	20.6
	41.1
	20.7
	58.5
	46.0
	51.1


Table 14.5. Depending on the type settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I have won
	38.8
	33.1
	44.9
	40.7
	40.7

	I have lost
	15.7
	14.0
	22.5
	20.2
	22.3

	DA/NA
	45.5
	52.9
	32.6
	39.1
	37.0


15. "What is more important–improvement of Belarus economic position or independence of the country?"
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 >

	Improvement of Belarus economic position 
	71.9
	78.7
	77.9
	74.1
	76.0
	70.5
	71.9
	65.7

	Independence of the country
	18.7
	13.1
	17.1
	16.3
	17.1
	16.6
	21.9
	22.4

	DA/NA
	9.4
	8.2
	5.0
	9.6
	6.9
	12.9
	6.2
	11.9


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Improvement of Belarus economic position 
	64.0
	65.9
	75.0
	73.7
	72.6

	Independence of the country
	23.4
	19.5
	17.0
	19.6
	18.1

	DA/NA
	12.6
	14.6
	8.0
	6.7
	9.3


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Improvement of Belarus economic position 
	76.8
	73.2
	74.3
	65.3
	74.7

	Independence of the country
	16.3
	19.8
	17.1
	22.0
	7.6

	DA/NA
	6.9
	7.0
	8.6
	12.7
	17.7


Table 15.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Improvement of Belarus economic position 
	67.5
	82.0
	81.3
	70.5
	68.3
	72.9
	62.0

	Independence of the country
	20.0
	7.3
	16.0
	26.2
	20.2
	20.2
	18.7

	DA/NA
	12.5
	10.7
	2.7
	3.3
	11.5
	6.9
	19.3


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Improvement of Belarus economic position 
	67.5
	76.6
	76.7
	69.0
	70.4

	Independence of the country
	20.0
	10.9
	18.5
	21.7
	21.0

	DA/NA
	12.5
	12.5
	4.8
	9.3
	8.6


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

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 >

	Give people freedom and only watch that they do not break laws
	50.7
	65.6
	59.7
	66.2
	56.4
	52.5
	46.1
	36.4

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	36.6
	18.0
	27.4
	20.6
	31.5
	33.6
	43.5
	51.1

	DA/NA
	12.7
	16.4
	12.9
	13.2
	12.1
	13.9
	10.4
	12.5


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Give people freedom and only watch that they do not break laws
	46.6
	35.0
	51.3
	56.4
	58.0

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	36.8
	53.9
	36.4
	32.7
	27.2

	DA/NA
	16.6
	11.1
	12.3
	10.9
	14.8


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Give people freedom and only watch that they do not break laws
	62.3
	51.2
	63.2
	35.9
	55.7

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	25.3
	37.6
	22.6
	50.5
	24.1

	DA/NA
	12.4
	11.2
	14.2
	13.6
	20.2


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

	Give people freedom and only watch that they do not break laws
	73.7
	44.0
	50.2
	60.9
	38.0
	40.4
	44.3

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	20.4
	45.7
	47.5
	35.3
	36.5
	41.5
	34.0

	DA/NA
	5.9
	10.3
	2.3
	3.8
	25.5
	18.1
	21.7


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	Give people freedom and only watch that they do not break laws
	73.7
	30.4
	60.1
	39.7
	49.7

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	20.4
	41.2
	28.3
	47.1
	42.2

	DA/NA
	5.9
	28.4
	11.6
	13.2
	8.1


17. "Some people consider themselves supporters of the present authorities, others–their opponents. Which group would you attribute yourself to?"
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 >

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	36.5
	24.2
	16.5
	16.3
	28.5
	27.2
	38.3
	65.0

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	19.6
	25.8
	25.2
	28.1
	24.9
	22.4
	16.6
	8.6

	I have not thought about it, and it makes no difference to me 
	36.4
	40.3
	49.6
	45.2
	39.7
	40.1
	37.3
	22.1

	DA/NA
	7.5
	9.7
	8.7
	10.4
	6.9
	10.3
	7.8
	4.3


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	56.9
	57.4
	33.3
	28.5
	22.7

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	10.9
	8.8
	19.4
	20.9
	34.2

	I have not thought about it, and it makes no difference to me 
	28.2
	28.9
	40.3
	41.9
	31.1

	DA/NA
	4.0
	4.9
	7.0
	8.7
	12.0


Табл. 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	18.3
	31.2
	21.9
	65.8
	21.5

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	28.4
	21.8
	30.5
	8.2
	17.7

	I have not thought about it, and it makes no difference to me 
	44.3
	38.0
	40.0
	21.8
	53.2

	DA/NA
	9.0
	9.0
	7.6
	4.2
	7.6


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

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	26.3
	39.9
	39.5
	46.7
	29.8
	33.3
	41.9

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	21.6
	19.7
	12.3
	24.5
	27.4
	20.6
	12.4

	I have not thought about it, and it makes no difference to me 
	47.8
	36.9
	38.6
	25.0
	30.3
	38.1
	33.7

	DA/NA
	4.3
	3.5
	9.6
	3.8
	12.5
	8.0
	12.0


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	26.3
	34.4
	36.0
	36.4
	43.8

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	21.6
	16.8
	29.0
	17.4
	15.7

	I have not thought about it, and it makes no difference to me 
	47.8
	33.2
	28.7
	37.6
	35.8

	DA/NA
	4.3
	15.6
	6.3
	8.6
	4.7


18. "The leadership of the country has taken a terminal decision to build a nuclear power plant in Belarus. What is your attitude towards this decision?" 

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 >

	I approve of it
	39.5
	35.5
	31.4
	32.4
	40.7
	41.8
	43.0
	41.1

	I disapprove of it
	38.2
	37.1
	42.1
	40.4
	39.3
	38.8
	36.8
	35.5

	It makes no difference to me
	16.3
	25.8
	20.7
	18.4
	15.1
	12.6
	10.9
	18.3

	DA/NA
	6.0
	1.6
	5.8
	8.8
	4.9
	6.8
	9.3
	5.1


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I approve of it
	40.8
	35.3
	38.6
	41.2
	41.4

	I disapprove of it
	44.8
	39.7
	36.0
	37.3
	38.3

	It makes no difference to me
	14.4
	18.1
	19.5
	15.3
	9.7

	DA/NA
	0
	6.9
	5.9
	6.2
	10.6


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I approve of it
	35.5
	42.7
	41.5
	39.4
	26.6

	I disapprove of it
	36.2
	38.3
	36.8
	37.9
	41.8

	It makes no difference to me
	22.1
	10.9
	17.9
	18.6
	26.6

	DA/NA
	6.2
	8.1
	3.8
	4.1
	5.0


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

	I approve of it
	37.8
	46.4
	40.2
	42.9
	31.1
	42.9
	35.7

	I disapprove of it
	37.0
	33.9
	33.8
	42.9
	34.9
	38.1
	46.8

	It makes no difference to me
	16.1
	18.5
	20.5
	9.9
	22.0
	16.4
	11.1

	DA/NA
	9.1
	1.2
	5.5
	4.3
	12.0
	2.6
	6.4


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I approve of it
	37.8
	40.2
	43.6
	35.3
	39.6

	I disapprove of it
	37.0
	31.6
	36.6
	41.9
	41.3

	It makes no difference to me
	16.1
	19.9
	15.3
	14.7
	15.8

	DA/NA
	9.1
	8.3
	4.5
	8.1
	3.3


19. "What is your attitude towards the present national symbols (the State Emblem, flag and anthem) of the Republic of Belarus?"
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 >

	I approve of them
	56.7
	41.9
	52.5
	44.1
	50.0
	56.3
	59.9
	58.5

	I disapprove of them
	12.3
	14.5
	15.1
	16.9
	16.4
	8.1
	13.0
	9.1

	They make no difference to me
	28.2
	43.5
	29.5
	34.6
	32.2
	24.5
	20.8
	28.2

	DA/NA
	2.8
	0.1
	2.9
	4.4
	1.4
	11.1
	6.3
	4.2


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I approve of them
	51.7
	70.4
	54.5
	57.7
	51.3

	I disapprove of them
	20.1
	3.9
	10.8
	12.0
	18.1

	They make no difference to me
	28.2
	23.3
	30.5
	28.1
	27.4

	DA/NA
	0
	2.4
	4.2
	2.2
	3.2


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I approve of them
	49.1
	57.7
	51.9
	68.6
	49.4

	I disapprove of them
	17.0
	12.7
	13.2
	8.9
	10.1

	They make no difference to me
	27.4
	26.3
	34.0
	21.0
	35.4

	DA/NA
	6.5
	3.3
	0.9
	1.5
	5.1


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

	I approve of them
	44.7
	60.3
	65.3
	51.1
	51.4
	54.0
	68.9

	I disapprove of them
	17.5
	9.1
	5.9
	23.4
	10.6
	14.8
	6.4

	They make no difference to me
	35.0
	28.0
	28.3
	22.8
	28.8
	29.6
	23.4

	DA/NA
	2.8
	2.6
	0.5
	2.7
	9.2
	1.6
	1.3


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	I approve of them
	44.7
	62.7
	54.2
	67.7
	55.4

	I disapprove of them
	17.5
	6.7
	12.2
	7.8
	15.0

	They make no difference to me
	35.0
	27.5
	30.4
	21.4
	27.5

	DA/NA
	2.8
	3.1
	3.2
	3.1
	2.1


20. "Have you happened to face with the facts of corruption for the last years?"

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 >

	No, I have not
	54.8
	56.5
	52.9
	42.2
	47.9
	43.9
	53.6
	73.4

	Yes, one time
	12.1
	16.1
	15.0
	16.3
	11.8
	11.2
	13.5
	9.1

	Yes, more than once
	24.4
	21.0
	24.3
	31.9
	30.5
	34.0
	27.6
	8.9

	DA/NA
	8.7
	6.4
	7.8
	9.6
	9.8
	10.9
	5.3
	8.6


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	No, I have not
	68.6
	68.3
	54.2
	52.6
	36.3

	Yes, one time
	9.1
	10.7
	10.0
	14.8
	16.4

	Yes, more than once
	13.7
	10.7
	27.2
	25.1
	36.7

	DA/NA
	8.6
	10.3
	8.6
	7.5
	10.6


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	No, I have not
	36.3
	47.9
	61.9
	72.3
	70.9

	Yes, one time
	11.4
	14.1
	16.2
	9.2
	10.1

	Yes, more than once
	45.7
	28.0
	16.2
	9.4
	8.9

	DA/NA
	6.6
	10.0
	5.7
	9.1
	10.1


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

	No, I have not
	65.5
	58.2
	67.7
	41.8
	50.2
	37.6
	55.1

	Yes, one time
	6.7
	20.7
	8.2
	21.4
	10.5
	11.6
	17.6

	Yes, more than once
	24.3
	17.7
	15.5
	28.0
	27.8
	43.2
	18.2

	DA/NA
	3.5
	3.4
	8.6
	8.8
	11.5
	7.6
	9.1


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Village

	No, I have not
	65.5
	46.5
	51.6
	38.5
	64.6

	Yes, one time
	6.7
	7.4
	10.2
	22.6
	12.8

	Yes, more than once
	24.3
	33.2
	30.9
	26.8
	14.4

	DA/NA
	3.5
	12.9
	7.3
	12.1
	8.2


OPEN FORUM 
"AN IRREPLACEABLE SOURCE OF THE MOST VALUABLE INFORMATION"
Longstanding Belarusian and foreign readers of the “IISEPS News” bulletin, the jubilee 50th issue of which you are holding right now, are guests of our “Open Forum” today. In spite of the extremely unfavorable conditions, the bulletin has been published and sent out by the Institute to the dozens of the leading state and non-governmental organizations, as well as to all university libraries and to a number of foreign representative offices in the Republic of Belarus since summer of 1996. 
“The “IISEPS News” presents to public men, politicians, scientists, to the wide democratic community of Belarus unbiased, independent information about the state and development of the Belarusian civil society. Its importance and imperishable value lies primarily here. Public opinion monitoring is especially valuable on the eve of and during the time of any social or political campaigns conducting and during elections of the authority. 

The traditional rubric “Open Forum”, where far-famed as well as young analysts, political scientists, economists, scientific and cultural workers appear is of great value. The “IISEPS News” possesses a deserved position and exerts significant influence upon the development of social thinking in Belarus”.

Prof. Stanislav Bogdankevich, Ph. D.,
Honorary chairman of the United civil party,

former Chairman of the Board of National bank of the Republic of Belarus, 
was a member of the Supreme Soviet of the Republic of Belarus,

Minsk, Belarus

“The “IISEPS News” bulletin is perhaps the only available analytical edition in which results of social researches conducted in the Republic of Belarus are being published and discussed. During the last years sociological services have been refusing to publish results of their work due to different reasons. The IISEPS acts the other way round opening for the analytical community, for political and public figures, for the whole Belarusian society an opportunity of a more serious comprehension of the processes taking place in the society. The materials given an account of in the “IISEPS News” bulletin are as a rule broadly discussed and commented upon in other editions, which testifies to their topicality.

Under the conditions of modern Belarus reliable information about the real state of affairs, whether of statistical data or independent expert assessments, becomes less and less available. As a result, the society as a whole including the governing bodies has fewer opportunities for taking well-grounded and considered decisions.  The IISEPS information in itself cannot of course solve this problem. However, the very fact of such an independent title existence gives a chance to the Belarusian society to be closer to the reality in understanding the current events”.

Alexander Dobrovolsky,

Director of the Eastern-European School of political researches,

former a member of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR and of the Republic of Belarus,

Minsk, Belarus 
“The bulletin is very useful because it contains reliable information and independent opinion of experts. It is extremely important for our country under the conditions of the total state propaganda. I, personally, often find confirmation of my thoughts and suggestions and also get new ideas.”

Valery Fadeev,

A legal adviser, the International financial corporation in Belarus,

fomer Vice-chairman of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Belarus,

Minsk, Belarus 
"The Republican Human Rights Non-governmental Association (RHRNA) "The Blarusian Helsinki Committee" (BHC) marks the high level of the IISEPS materials and is interested in further collaboration with your organization, and in timely receiving of the quarterly bulletin “IISEPS News” and monthly electronic bulletin “Infofocus”.
In our opinion, materials published in the bulletins are remarkable for qualitative, interesting, worked out analytics. It is also important to note independence of expert opinions and assessments, which seems to be of exceptional importance for such materials, as well as timeliness of topics selection.
On the eve of the New Year we wish the body of the IISEPS further success in their important work”.
Oleg Gulak,

Chairman of the RHRNA BHC,

Minsk, Belarus
“My article in the October 10, 2008 issue of the “Sovetskaya Belorussiya” was prefaced by a flattering editorial remark from which I learned that I "reflect on the events” in the Republic of Belarus “in a decent way.” Should somebody get curious as to how exactly I go about that and where I get my information, I would be glad to oblige. Throughout seven years, I have been diligently studying public opinion surveys released by the quarterly bulletins of the IISEPS. It stands to reason that other sources were tapped as well, as one can never rely on any single source. The IISEPS’ surveys, however, have been particularly important as they are informative, regularly conducted, and well-grounded in sociological theory. It is through studying these surveys that I became convinced that the policy of the Belarusian authorities enjoys support of most Belarusians.

Regrettably, for some five years, if not longer, the IISEPS has felt out of place on its home turf in Minsk. Now, this institution and its periodicals are registered in Lithuania, and the IISEPS’ founder, Professor Manaev, was summoned to the Office of Public Prosecutor and put on notice that he had run afoul of the law as an institution not registered in Belarus has no right to conduct surveys. Furthermore, after the 2006 elections, the IISEPS incurred wrath of the political opposition because some polls revealed that it enjoyed but a slim public support. This uncanny ability to annoy government officials and the opposition and often at the same time is easily a testimony of true professionalism of the IISEPS sociologists. Take a look at their website or leaf through the “ISSEPS News.” Where else would you find such an abundance of free-access sociological data on Belarus! Note that Minsk has not spent a dime on them.

I tend to think, however, that the Belarusian state has already matured so much that the officialdom’s concern over IISEPS surveys is below its dignity. If anything, the Soviet legacy is nowhere as deficient as in social science. This is no accident as sociology was long unwelcome in the USSR. In 1922, Bolsheviks expelled Pitirim Sorokin who later became one of the founders of modern American sociology. Thus, neither Russians nor Belarusians can now get something done without “Western” theories and methodologies no matter what one thinks about the politics or image of the West as a whole. That’s why it seems to me that calm belief in Belarus’s true achievements should bring about trust in internationally recognized professionals that Belarus may be proud of. This trust would be a feasible contribution of Belarus into the ongoing rapprochement with the West“.
Dr. Grigory Ioffe

Professor of Human Geography Radford University,

Virginia, USA

“There is an evident shortage of truthful information and serious analytical materials in our country. It is still more noticeable on the regional level. And in this respect it is difficult to overestimate significance of the “IISEPS News” for independent researchers in Brest region, for scientific-pedagogical work at local Universities, for political practice of regional elites.

This very title has always allowed and still allows getting not only the latest, and what is especially important, trustworthy sociological information, but also an access to serious analytical materials. Publications devoted to the so much loved in Belarus election campaigns presented a special interest. Appealing to such materials let us find “locally” the arguments so much missing from the dispute with our political opponents, from our work with people.

Such qualities as honor, dignity, courage, creativity are inseparably linked with the “IISEPS News” board. They protected the truth, honor of our corporation firmly and honestly and they completely succeeded in doing it!

And of course it is necessary to say kind words concerning “pens” and “bayonets” – authors of the title, in short.  Certainly it is great that on its pages we saw materials prepared by the best analysts of Belarus, as well as by practicing politicians. At the same time, special words of gratitude are deserved by those who managed the editorial policy, and whose produce of the intellectual creative work was presented on the pages of the overwhelming number of the bulletin issues. Exactly without them it would be as in the song: “But for me, nothing would stand here”.

Anatolij Lysiuk, Ph. D.,
Manager of the socio-political researches department of the Research center 
of the Frontier Zone of Brest state university named after A. Pushkin,

Brest, Belarus
“For many years, I have read the bulletin "IISEPS News". For my research on the identity of Belarusians in time of the independence, I regularly use results of sociological research from the bulletin and I consider them scientifically valuable. There is much evidence that the IISEPS research team avoids political influences (regardless of their origins) and gives us a real picture of Belarus. Because of a quite wide range of investigated issues, the frequency and regularity of publication, and the repeatability of sets of questions, these bulletins constitute a valuable source of information for researchers  investigating Belarusian society in Belarus and – certainly at least to the same degree – abroad“.
Prof. Ryszard Radzik, PH. D.,
Professor of the University named after Maria Sklodowska-Curie,

Vice-chairman of the National association of specialists in Belarusian philology,

Lublin, Poland
“The year of 2008 is coming to the end. And among the numerous events of the year the regular “IISEPS News” has always been an event. I was always sure that in the “News” I was going to see the figures corresponding to the reality, not adjusted according to somebody’s desires and interests. Such things always represent an imperishable value, and this truth is especially valuable in the today’s Belarusian system of space-time coordinates. 

A regular issue of the “News” was also an event due to the fact that the cited figures were accompanied by professional comments, because all the employees of the IISEPS are real professionals. I wish them in the New Year health, prosperity and success in the work so necessary for Belarus”.
Academician Alexander Vojtovich, Ph. D.,
former President of the National Academy of sciences, chairman of the 

Council of the Republic of the National Assembly of the Republic of Belarus,

Minsk, Belarus

“Since 1997, I am a reader of the quarterly analytical bulletin “IISEPS News”.

During my stay in Minsk – in my capacity as Head of the “OSCE Advisory and Monitoring Group in Belarus” (1997-2001) – I could attend a number of the workshops and conferences organized by IISEPS in order to present the results of the analytical work of the Institute and discuss the issues of the time with the interested national and international public, among others the diplomatic corps, the media and the international institutions working in Belarus such as the OSCE, World Bank and International Monetary Fund.

In view of the all embracing control of the media and of social research by the Lukashenka regime, the analytical work of the independent Institute was of particular importance to independent Political Parties, the independent Non-Governmental Organizations as well as to the independent media.
The knowledge of changing social attitudes of the population that was and continues to be presented by IISEPS to the public puts into question - in a systematic and convincing manner – the way in which the authoritarian government wants the development of the country to be seen by the public at home and abroad.
That means: the work of the independent Institute IISEPS was, is and continues to be an indispensable source of information on and understanding for the state and the social developments in Belarus of today“.
Doctor Hans-Georg Wieck,
An ex-ambassador of Germany in India, the USSR, Iran, the NATO,

former Head of the OSCE Advisory and Monitoring Group in Belarus,

Chairman of the association “Human rights in Belarus”,

Berlin, Germany 

“Today the “IISEPS News” bulletin is the only independent title which contains impartial non-partisan information about the state of the Belarusian society obtained on the basis of independent sociological researches. The cited fact is enough to judge about the importance of the materials published in the bulletin.

For my organization – the Belarusian Congress of democratic trade unions (BCDTU) – data of sociological researches concerning trust of the country’s citizens towards independent trade unions are topical and attract attention to themselves. This analytics is constantly used by us at working out strategy and tactics of the independent trade unions center activity. In particular, a reference to them was made in the summary documents of the BCDTU VII conference that occurred on December, 11 of the previous year.

Constant presence on the bulletin pages of the trustworthy and respected authors’ opinion regarding various problems of the political and social life in Belarus also seems to be quite important”.

Alexander Yaroshuk,

Chairman of the BCDTU,

Minsk, Belarus

“There are not so many opportunities to go into serious analytics in the scientific and social life of Belarus. It relates to all sections of social studies. As for the “official science”, it remained beyond the bounds of historical and intellectual space. It is a drama for thousands of researches who got lost among instructions, orders, decrees and other documents regulating thoughts, as well as deeds.

Exactly due to this reason, researches and publications of the IISEPS play the role of the science which is going to be produced in future; the role of those researches which are going to constitute the basis for reaching political and economic decisions by the country’s elite within the framework of democratic procedures and principles of freedom.

Yes, at the moment hopes for the development of the elite are the most serious expectations of the future. In the studies of the IISEPS Belarus has a future even in that limited framework of freedom and culture development, which is narrow, unnaturally narrow for a European country. And this is our colleagues’ merit. This is a substantive characteristic of publications and materials of their researches.

With issuing of each new material, each bulletin we are glad to see that our colleagues make new steps forward in their professional and social activity. The matter does not only concern cutoffs of the public opinion. It is important to familiarize oneself with the opinions and assessments of the public opinion dynamics; to see professionalism and assurance growing with each new research. And we obviously have to do not with contemplation, but rather with new consciousness of the country’s elite, which is going to become self-consciousness and self-action in future. This is what we are all fighting for with our common mind and conscience”.
Leonid Zaiko, Ph. D.,
Head of the analytical center “Strategy”,

Minsk, Belarus
It is interesting that even comments on the IISEPS publications reflect changes that are happening in the Belarusian society. Unfortunately, these are not changes for the better. As an example we are quoting two comments written on the same headed note-paper of the leading Belarusian non-governmental institution of higher education – the Institute of contemporary knowledge. The first comment is signed by its founder, Prof. A. Shirokov (whose name the institute bears today), the second one – by one of his present heads. There are only six years between these two comments, however, judging by the contents – a whole eternity. How many years will it take the society before the fear of changes gives place to an aspiration for changes? There is no answer to this question so far, but we hope that activity and publications of the IISEPS, including its analytical bulletin, will bring this time near.
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BOOKSHELF
A. Tamkovich. "Budzitseli". – St. Petersburg, "Nevsky Prostor", 2008, pp. 92
Heroism of our time: to be a citizen among ”the population”
Books by A. Tamkovich deliberately do not aspire to significance. The author, an experienced journalist, simply does his work according to the canons characteristic of the journalistic profession. He finds uncommon fellow-countrymen: passionarity people, nonconformists, principled opponents of the ruling top, leaders of thoughts. He asks simple, but volume questions and gets substantive, sincere answers. The authors’ notes are reserved. A. Tamkovich does not impose his position, his conclusions.

This is what his books – the next one of which is “Budzitseli” – are valuable for.

They are valuable because there is a shortage of qualitative journalism in Belarus today. Some serve the authorities, others, having challenged them, turned into fighters of the propaganda front merely on the other side. There are few documentary, factual works which would first of all minutely, honestly register realities of the epoch, and would draw the portraits of its heroes and antiheroes.

Alexander Tamkovich is trying to compensate for this very shortage of qualitative documentary books by his creative work. These are not volumes, but modest brochures in paperback. However, having worked in journalism for thirty years, I can imagine it very well what crazy labor inputs are necessary for such a “small brochure”: “to snatch out” a constantly busy interlocutor, to think over the questions in order to provoke not trite, but unconstrained, rich in live details answers, to edit the dictaphone recording, to authorize the text… After that there is a whole armful of publishing problems. It is enormous work.

In addition, there is a certain paradox. After a while books by A. Tamkovich, which are down-to-earth in the journalistic way and attached to the present day – are going to acquire special value as the good old wine.

The day when Belarus will turn into a normal democratic country will surely come. And a representative of the system opposition will come home with no worry after a pre-election meeting and drink tea in a dressing gown and slippers telling his wife how he has come down on the authorities in his speech. The time when meetings ended in the riot squad’ “whacking” and in service of sentence in a cell in Okrestin Str. would seem to be remote and unreal. Being in the opposition will change into one of the variants of everyday political work, into an element of customary rotation of the ruling elites.

And at that moment books by A. Tamkovich will become priceless historical documents. With their help subsequent generations of the Belarusians will be able to conceive more clearly what it has cost our society to obtain the normal state of human freedom. To imagine that there was time when some opponents of the regime simply disappeared, others were persecuted, beaten on the ribs, thrown into prisons, and attempts were made to expel them from the country.

Many people were afraid. Moreover, those people who have become heroes of A. Tamkovich’s books are not supermen from blockbusters who do not know either pain or doubts, or fear. Speaking frankly, a considerable part of them got into politics by accident. They were “bulldozed” by the regime. The point is that these people did not resign themselves to humiliation, did not bend down, and did not break.

For example, in one of the author’s notes about the mother of a former political prisoner the following is said: “Yaugenia Astreika actively occupies herself with politics so that other people never have to occupy themselves with it.” It was said sincerely, without unnecessary pathos. Indeed, in a normal democratic system active politics or human rights activity is a choice of a relatively narrow circle of passionaries. Average people simply watch upheavals of political life and vote at regular intervals, and know that their votes will not be falsified. They also know that there is someone who stands guard over their rights.

There is still a long way to such a system for us. And nobody is going to present democracy and an assortment of civil liberties on a silver platter. It is necessary to fight for the normal European way of life. As the heroes of the book “Budzitseli”: Zmicer Dashkevich, Nasta Palazhanka, Artur Finkevich, Viachaslay Siuchyk and others have done and are doing it now.

Some people go into the square with a flag, and some people, such as Mikalaj Khalezin, found a Free theater. Forms of nonconformity, of struggle for one’s dignity, for human rights can be quite diverse.

The common is that each such example has a high profile under the conditions when the authority of a group is held up by mass fear, by dominating of the principle “do not stick your head out”.

Crystallization of the civic consciousness begins around such people. By their example the society learns how to assert its rights and finally how to win.
Alexander Klaskowsky,

Manager of analytical projects 
of the informational company BelaPAN, 
a media-expert, a member of the Belarusian 
association of journalists’ board

S. Alfer. "The suffrage of the Republic of Belarus": a textbook for college students. – Minsk, "Tessey", 2008. – pp. 322. 

Any democratic state, as the author points to in the foreword to his book, is unthinkable without conducting regular, free and just elections. Citizens realize their right to govern the country exactly by means of elections.
Conducting of elections in any country implies availability of the corresponding legislation as well as implementation of the whole package of measures on teaching the population fundamentals of the suffrage which will contribute to realization by the voters of their rights and responsibilities at conducting any election campaigns, and also to perception of opportunities to realize the right to govern the country through the elected representatives. At that acquiring of thorough knowledge in the right to vote by law students is the basis for it wide distribution in the society.
The book by the Candidate of Science S. Alfer “The suffrage of the Republic of Belarus” is the first educational edition in the country on the questions of the election-law. The author, who has been a propagandist of suffrage for over 10 years, presented all the main questions of elections conducting very skillfully, thoroughly and at the same time quite comprehensibly. It follows from the contents of the book that the author did not confine himself merely to an account of the norms of our country’s election legislation. He also covered a number of other problems, which have a common character for any country’s suffrage.
The book consists of three large parts. General theoretical questions of the suffrage, its concept and main principles, sources of the right to vote as well as international election standards regulating human rights and freedoms in this important sphere of the social life are presented in the first part.
The part devoted to the history of the suffrage development on the territory of our country is quite interesting. The author consecutively conducts the idea that since the most ancient times our countrymen have used democratic principles of electing top leaders – dukes, kings, as well as different members of representative and executive bodies – ambassadors for district Seyms and the common Seym, village constables, town-councilors, etc. It must be noted that the historical excursus made by the author is the first attempt in Belarus to fully analyze this interesting issue.
Since the Soviet times up to the present day the majority election system has been used in Belarus. Nevertheless, an interest in changing of the election system emerges in the society at regular intervals. The existing election systems, their advantages and disadvantages are quite minutely presented in the book, too.
The election process in the Republic of Belarus is presented in the second part. The author ascertained and successively examined stages of the election process as applied to all kinds of elections – of the President of the Republic of Belarus, deputies of the House of representatives and members of the Council of the Republic of the National Assembly of the Republic of Belarus, deputies of local Councils of deputies. However, the problem of deputies’ recall was left without attention by the author, as he considers availability of an imperative deputy mandate to be an anachronism. The part devoted to the financing of the elections is quite interesting and of current importance.
It is obvious that the jarring of opinions and interests of its different subjects also characterize the election process, which causes corresponding controversies among them. That is why the third part of the book is devoted to the questions of appeal of the voting rights violations, as well as to the responsibility of the election process subjects for their violation. The administrative and legal form of appeal of the citizen’s rights violation, together with constitutional and legal, administrative and criminal liability fixed by law is examined.
Finally, explanations of the main concepts and terms that are virtually absent from the existing law, are presented in the book.
Results of the elections in the country since 1917, which the extensional appendix is devoted to, are of a doubtless interest for researchers.
The publishing house “Tessey” printed only 300 copies of the book. Simplicity of the account, clear and logically adjusted structure of the book let us hope that it will find its reader among law students as well as among ordinary readers who are interested in the suffrage. It seems, unfortunately, that the scanty print run of the book is going to make it a second-hand bookseller’s rarity very quickly.
Mikhail Plisko,

Lawyer, political scientist

"The right to life and prohibition of tortures: European standards and legislation of the Republic of Belarus". Managing editor V. Filippov, scientific editor A. Vashkevich. – Minsk, "Tessey", 2008. – 360 p.
The issue under review has been prepared by the Republican social association “The legal initiative” and is devoted to the one of the most important questions in the life of every modern state, since the right to life, as well as the right to not being subject to tortures, applies to the category of the fundamental human rights.
It must be mentioned that the number of countries which reject the death penalty as a measure of punishment is constantly growing in the world. According to the data of the International non-government organization “Amnesty International” (as of the beginning of October 2007), 133 countries have either revoked the capital punishment or do not practice it. Nevertheless, over 70 countries where the states resort to this punishment still remain. The first place in the number of death penalties belongs to China, Iran, Pakistan, Sudan and the USA.
The Republic of Belarus has not, unfortunately, rejected the capital punishment. In the new Criminal Code which entered into force since January of 2001 death penalty as a kind of punishment is provided for 14 legally defined crimes, including “Preparation for or conduct of an aggressive war” (art. 122); “A terrorist act against a representative of a foreign state” (art. 124); “International terrorism” (art. 126), “Genocide” (art. 127); “Crimes against security of the mankind” (art. 128); “Homicide” (art. 139); “High treason” (art. 356); “A plot or other actions perpetrated with the purpose of power seizure” (art. 357); “Murder of a militia employee” (art. 362).
The number of death penalties in the Republic of Belarus is consequently coming down. Lately from two to four death sentences have been executed during each year. At that, lawfulness and validity of such sentences are thoroughly verified.
The question concerning preservation or repeal of the capital punishment was submitted for the republican referendum of 1996, was the issue in the parliament, and was considered by the Constitutional court. As it is written down in the decision of the Constitutional court dated March, 11 2004, “under the present-day conditions the question about repeal of this kind of punishment or, as the first step, about declaration of a moratorium regarding its application can be solved by the head of state or by the parliament”.
Presence of the death penalty as a kind of punishment in the criminal legislation in force is a formal impediment for the Republic of Belarus entering the European Council.
The book under consideration serves as another weighty argument in favor of rejecting the capital punishment as a real threat to the right of a human being to life. The logic here is as follows: an individual is not a ”slave” of the state, and due to the reason it has no right to take a decision about the death or life of a citizen even if he has committed the most heinous crime. Certainly, one should take into account humane considerations as well as the probability of an investigatory and legal mistake.
Subject articles of European experts who explain provisions of articles 2 and 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights, as well as obligations of the state concerning protection of human rights, are collected in the book. Belarusian authors such as A. Vashkevich, V. Filippov, P. Zaitseva discourse on some aspects of the death penalty repeal, prohibition of tortures and application of alternative preventive punishments besides imprisonment before trial.
Considerable volume of the book is constituted by Decisions of the European Court on Human Rights from which follow European standards in the mentioned fields. They present a certain interest for Belarusian lawyers and human rights activists, however with one reservation that the Republic of Belarus is not a member of the European Council up to now which means its citizens cannot appeal to the European Court for protection of their rights.
At the same time theoretical and practical regulations concerning prohibition of tortures, inhuman and disgracing treatment and punishment have an important practical significance.
It should be borne in mind that the European Court on Human Rights proceeds from a broad concept of tortures (p. 49 of the book). Disgracing treatment is also being broadly interpreted – as treatment extremely insulting an individual in other people’s opinion or forcing him to act against his will or conscience and arousing by the victim a feeling of fear, torment, humiliation able to entail insult or indignity, or break down the physical or moral resistance (p. 53).
It is important for the Belarusian reality that every complaint regarding application of tortures or disgracing treatment must be subject to an unbiased and thorough investigation by independent persons (public prosecutors who have an independent status in the system of the law enforcement bodies are considered to be such persons in Europe). It is emphasized that independence of the persons investigating the mentioned facts must be real. In case a suspect (an accused) is under arrest, the state is recognized responsible for his life, health and preservation of his dignity.
There is no doubt that the mentioned regulations possess high topicality for the Republic of Belarus where facts of rights violation of the citizens, who are “in the hands“ of the preliminary investigation bodies, the court and the punishment executing bodies, occur.
It seems that studying of the book will contribute to the legal culture increase of law enforcement bodies’ employees, other lawyers, human rights activists and ordinary citizens, and also to perception and adaptation of European standards on the territory of the Republic of Belarus.

Prof. Mikhail Pastukhov, Ph.D.,
Honored lawyer of the Republic of Belarus,

former judge of the Constitutional Court 
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