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Dear readers!

In the regular issue of the “IISEPS News” we offer to your attention materials representing the activity results of the Institute in the first quarter of 2009.

The expanding economic crisis, in spite of all the assurances of the authorities in “complete wellbeing on the territory entrusted to them”, presented the widely advertised “Belarusian model of the economic development” with the problem of elementary survival. Even the official statistics revealed in the first quarter a considerable decline in the output in many branches and a unanimous and inevitable sliding down of the majority of the socio-economic indices in the unpleasant direction.

Results of the national opinion poll conducted by the institute in March showed that the Belarusians had not only realized inevitability of economic problems which had enveloped the country, but had also sensed them personally in the form of rise in prices, reduction of wages, decrease of the working time and forced holidays without retention of salaries. The majority understands already quite precisely the real reasons for the crisis phenomena which have overburdened the national economy, and they have also identified the responsible for the situation that is taking shape. The possibility of the mentioned above responsibility looming ahead gives rise to the nervousness of the country’s leadership. It is enough to pay attention to the feverish throwing of the Belarusian leader from the East to the West and from the West to the East in search of means for the Belarusian economy maintenance which is equivalent today to the retention of power by the ruling elite.

The daily changing rhetoric of the head of the Belarusian state also testifies to the inability of the authorities to define the top-priority anti-crisis measures which would at least allow stabilizing of the economic situation in the country. He either literally gives vent to his bile defaming the opposition and does not notice that he is bringing back to life problems in relations with the West, representatives of which he ingratiatingly invited to investment expansion only the day before. Or he unexpectedly “proves” Russia guilty of some unfriendly actions and straight away prepares for another rendezvous with the Kremlin leadership. Or public and state formations assigned to the conduct of a dialogue between the authorities and representatives of the civil society for the purpose of search of ways and mechanisms for overcoming negative tendencies in various spheres of public life begin to be widely advertised. Or the authorities absolutely “forget” about these formations postponing the intended meetings till the undefined time. Such inconsistency together with the traditional hope for the “hit-or-miss fashion” and the continuing emphasis on “gross output” and planning in compliance with “what has been achieved” once again show the level of understanding by the present leadership of the depth of the economic problems which the country is facing.

As usual, some results of the March national opinion poll in the frame of the main socio-demographic groups of the population are offered in this part for the most curious readers.

In this issue the editorial board gives floor in “The open forum” rubric to one of the most famous opposition economists, former president of the National bank, a deputy of the Supreme Soviet of the Republic of Belarus of the XIII convocation, Honorable chairman of the Joint civil party, chairman of the IISEPS advisory board of many years and simply remarkable person professor S. Bogdankevich. As it is known, his candidacy was included into the Public advisory council attached to the presidential administration, the first meeting of which has already taken place. What made the famous opposition leader take part in that organ, what he set himself as an object in connection with it, what results he expected to receive – one can read about all this in his article “Do the authorities need a dialogue?”

This time two reviews are presented in the “Bookshelf” rubric. The first one, written by professor A. Gorbatsky, is devoted to the monograph of the well-known political scientist, prominent representative of the Belarusian independent sociological science, A. Lysiuk in which topical problems of the socio-cultural determination of political leadership are being scrutinized. In the opinion of the reviewer, “problems elaborated in the monograph as well as the achieved scientific results have the obvious applied character and can be actively used by political elites and associations of experts in the contemporary political process”.

The second review, written by the V. Akulich, presents to the readers a book of a group of authors dealing with quite a new for our country problem – ranging of Belarusian towns and cities according to the conditions of the human capital development. In the opinion of the reviewer, gradation of Belarusian towns and cities according to a number of socio-economic indices, made for the first time, allowed revealing of some important and relatively new tendencies in social development of regions and towns of the country. It gives us every reason to suppose that the book under review is going to call forth unquestionable interest not only by the specialists.

As usual, any feedback and comments are welcome!

IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In March of 2009 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.513 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03).

The questionnaire, 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.

MARCH-2009
From the life of the social indices
As it was to be expected, literally a collapse of the main social indicators happened in March. For three months which passed since the December opinion poll, the economic crisis "has got at" the majority of the Belarusians. The New Year gift which the authorities presented their fellow countrymen with on January, 2nd having devaluated the Belarusian ruble by 20.5% relative to the dollar alone was in position to change the world-view of the largest part of the society, and that, in fact, happened.

Let us refer to our standard indicators (Tables 1-2). The index of material well-being (the difference between the answers "It has improved" and "It has become worse") has practically trebled. In history of researches of many years conducted by the IISEPPS such leap of the IMW has never been observed before. Although, the absolute record of its negative value (–62.6 percentage points in November of 1994) has stood fast, it is not long for this world, to all appearances, and will be broken in the near future.
	Table 1

	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
	12'08
	03'09

	It has improved
	21.0
	21.3
	10.8
	9.4
	1.9

	It has not changed
	64.7
	61.0
	55.3
	55.4
	31.0

	It has become worse
	12.8
	16.8
	32.4
	33.8
	63.8

	IMW
	8.2
	4.5
	–21.6
	–21.4
	–61.9


	Table 2

	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
	12'08
	03'09

	It is going to improve
	42.5
	25.6
	23.2
	14.2
	13.7

	It is not going to change
	37.7
	35.0
	37.6
	35.2
	30.5

	It is going to become worse
	10.7
	30.6
	28.5
	38.2
	45.9

	EI
	31.8
	–5.0
	–5.3
	–24.0
	–32.2


The expectation index has also noticeably slipped into the negative field; however it is still a long way to the absolute record (–57.6 percentage points in April of 2000). Please, pay attention to the following: three months ago values of the indices were very close; moreover the EI was higher than the IMW according to the absolute value and its decrease turned out to be more considerable relative to October. Such dynamics at the space of time equaling one quarter completely corresponds to the theoretical conceptions; however further lagging and a considerable drop of the EI surprised us.

The point is that the EI is more "responsive" to the information generated by mass media as well as by rumors, by which we mean information passed on in the process of interpersonal communication. That is why it grew up to the recode value (31.8) during the year of the third presidential elections when all the might of the state mass media was directed at the mobilization of the "nationwide" support of the president. There is no doubt that in January the economic crisis moved to its practical stage which led to the real decrease in the population’s income. Hence the trebling of the IMW appeared. On the other hand, frequency and amplitude of information waves have only been intensifying during all this time. The devaluation alone gave rise to them in such a quantity, that an ordinary citizen could simply choke.

The expectation indicator is also an indicator of hopes. Hope is an easily frightened lady, on the one hand, and on the other hand it possesses the property of dying the last. In March we encountered exactly its second property when we registered the relative stabilization of the EI. In March the part of the Belarusians who shared the opinion about the beginning of the economic crisis reached 81.8% (64.3% in December); the share of pessimists believing that serious shocks were expecting Belarusian economy simultaneously grew from 46.4 to 51.7%. To accept it once and for all turned out to be not so easy for the public opinion.

The difference in the values of the IMW and EI registered by us, in our opinion, gives warning of the serious changes beginning in the Belarusian society. It may well be so that the still high level of trust to the head of the Belarusian state should be accounted for in many respects by the very reluctance to part with hope under the conditions of the crisis. His ratings beat off another attack; however being old according to the type (expectations and hopes), they became new according to the content (the man personifying the power should ensure coming out from the crisis).

It is appropriate to cite here the words of the most frequently quoted in the West Russian sociologist L. Gudkov: "Today in the course of mass opinion polls and sociological researches we are grasping only the effect of the propaganda influence, the results of mass consciousness and mass attitudes manipulation". The changes in the public consciousness registered by us in March reflect not the value changes, but only changes in the attitude which occurred under the pressure of the crisis waves.
	Table 3

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What in your opinion leads to wealth most often?", % 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	12'93
	01'07
	03'08
	03'09

	Personal connections
	72.4
	42.9
	47.1
	45.7

	Dishonesty
	56.3
	15.5
	24.7
	22.4

	Work
	36.6
	68.2
	59.0
	63.4

	Talent
	32.2
	34.9
	25.2
	24.0

	Luck 
	29.6
	39.1
	34.1
	39.6

	Education
	22.2
	37.6
	31.8
	32.7


To develop the thesis under consideration let us refer to the data of Table 3. As it can be seen, in 1993 (when, by the way, values of both the indicators (IMW and EI) were close to the present March ones) sociologists had every reason to diagnose the anomia of the Belarusian society that is the condition of the value and normative vacuum characteristic of transition and crisis periods when old social norms and values stop operating and the new ones have not been established yet. Exactly under the conditions of anomia such values as work and education degrade dramatically in the eyes of the society, and the value of personal connections (the backstairs influence) and dishonesty rises. Such reappraisal is quite reasonable as individual strategies, in particular, built on the basis of personal connections rater than the joint actions contribute to surviving in the chaos that has set in.

Stability which came at the second half of the "zero" years, even if in its official interpretation, changed value priorities of the Belarusians. Although a need for personal connections for achieving material well-being did not finally lose its importance, yet it yielded the palm to work and almost completed with education. As it follows from the last column, the crisis did not result in value regrouping. Survival strategies have not been exposed to revision so far, that is why the majority of the Belarusians have not given up hope to wait through and to outstay this misfortune which came like a bolt from the blue.
	Table 4

	Dynamics of answering 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
	03'09

	Improvement of the economic position
	73.7
	48.5
	59.4
	64.5
	71.9
	69.4

	Independence of the country
	19.2
	41.9
	32.2
	24.1
	18.7
	21.6

	DA/NA
	7.1
	9.6
	8.4
	11.4
	9.4
	9.0


No considerable changes were registered in the answers to the question: "What is more important–improvement of Belarus economic position or independence of the country?" either (Table 4). In the year of 2006 – the most "successful" one for the Belarusians (the year of the third presidential elections) – the share of those who supported independence of the country "at the expense of" economic position improvement was a maximum. Everything is correct: when personal incomings are growing and all the cities and towns are pasted over with slogans "For Belarus!" it is very pleasant and comfortable to feel being a patriot. It is quite another matter to feel being a patriot when incomings are falling and when unemployment has all of a sudden become real. However, deviations of the March answers to the question of Table 4 find themselves within the limits of statistical accuracy (3%) which once again confirms our thesis about the still purely surface changes in the public consciousness.

Nevertheless, in March both the indices successfully "coped with" the role assigned to them by sociologists. They crowed like roosters, thereby having warned the dormant society about the approaching changes. And one should not expect anything besides that from the indices.

Pursuing an incomprehensible course in an obscure direction
Along with the indices of material well-being and expectations it is useful to scrutinize the course correctness index (CCI). It is calculated with the help of a similar method: negative answers are deducted from the positive ones. As it follows from Table 5 the amplitude of the CCI oscillation is not large, however it is quite sufficient for a productive analysis. The reason for a more conservative behavior of the CCI relative to its fellows (the IMW and EI) lies on the surface. It is quite a difficult task for the public opinion to assess the country’s course of development. A whole bunch of external hints is required here. In the real life there is no lack of them; however very often they turn to be rather contradictory.
	Table 5

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


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

	In the right direction
	21.3
	56.9
	50.2
	41.2
	53.4
	45.3
	40.0

	In the wrong direction
	49.1
	31.0
	34.2
	39.3
	30.0
	34.0
	34.9

	DA/NA
	29.6
	12.1
	15.6
	19.6
	16.6
	20.7
	25.1

	CCI
	–27.8
	25.9
	16.0
	7.9
	13.4
	11.3
	5.1


In December of 2002 under the circumstances of the actual income freezing (hint №1!) virtually every second Belarusian supposed that the country was developing in the wrong direction. At that the CCI sank considerably lower the social "water-line" (–27.8). In the year of the third presidential elections the CCI reached its peak value (+25.9), and in March of 2009 it drew near the "water-line". However, the share of those who approve of the official line still exceeds the share of those who adhere to the opposite point of view. The given fact once again convinces us that it is as yet a long way to the bottom of the social crisis.

On the other hand, answers to the question: "To what extent are you satisfied with the present living conditions in Belarus?" (Table 6) testify to the fact that the public opinion "boat" keeps going down. Even though the share of the Belarusians completely satisfied with their life used to be small anyway, it has reduced four times. Today the primary group according to the satisfaction extent is constituted by those who are "more likely unsatisfied, than satisfied" with the living conditions. The main replenishment (+14.9 percentage points) for the last three months has occurred exactly in this group. There is also some visible replenishment in the socially destructive group of the completely unsatisfied (+5.3 percentage points).

	Table 6

	Dynamics of answering the question: "To what extent are you satisfied with the present living conditions in Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	10'08
	03'09
	+/–

	I am completely satisfied
	12.6
	4.0
	–8.6

	I am more likely satisfied than unsatisfied
	41.6
	31.1
	–10.5

	I am more likely unsatisfied than satisfied
	28.7
	43.6
	14.9

	I am completely unsatisfied
	11.6
	16.9
	5.3


The data of Table 7 ranged according to the results of the poll of 2000 let us conduct a qualitative analysis of the Belarusians’ discontent. Attention should be paid, first of all, to the last line of the table. Although in March "the apprehension sum" turned out to be considerably higher than the similar showing of the years’ prescription; however it was only 1.9 percentage points higher than in 2000 which is not considered to be a crisis year in contemporary history of Belarus.
	Table 7

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What are you afraid of most of all today?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'00
	05'07
	03'08
	03'09

	Loss of health
	62.7
	73.5
	60.3
	62.7

	Poverty
	45.9
	40.8
	46.2
	56.1

	Criminality
	35.3
	24.5
	12.3
	15.6

	A civil war
	31.9
	12.6
	8.5
	16.6

	Arbitrariness of the authorities
	29.0
	19.7
	13.9
	26.1

	Loss of a job
	19.2
	33.1
	25.9
	34.5

	Foreign aggression
	9.1
	11.2
	8.2
	16.1

	Loss of Belarus independence
	7.8
	8.9
	3.8
	7.4

	Something else
	1.6
	2.7
	1.4
	2.3

	Sum
	242.5
	227.0
	188.6
	244.4


What are the Belarusians afraid of most of all? Fears concerning the loss of health invariably rank first. We suppose, the mentioned fact does not require any comments. However, poverty ranked second with a relatively minor gap (6.6 percentage points) by the respondents in March of 2009, and loss of a job ranked third. Here the crisis breathed in the face, as they say. Nine years ago the Belarusians lived much worse as for their material well-being; however topicality of losing one’s job and poverty was considerably lower. The matter in this case concerns the direction of the economic and social development vectors. In 2000 they pointed upwards, today they have turned 180 degrees.

In the fourth column attention should be paid to a quite unexpected growth for the last year of fears connected with arbitrariness of the authorities (12.2 percentage points), a civil war (8.1 percentage points) and foreign aggression (8.1 percentage points). In the Belarusian informational space at least the last two variants of fears virtually have not been strengthened by the state mass media. Moreover, owing to the attempts to attract western investors a reverse process was being observed. How can the mentioned growth be explained? Most likely it is connected with the general increase of alarm in the society in view of the economic crisis. It is quite natural that this alarm localizes in the forms customary for the Belarusians. That is, a pretty well forgotten ideologeme – "absence of war is the most important thing" – becomes relevant again.

Who in particular is afraid of the authorities in Belarus? Among those who consider that the country is developing in the wrong direction such people can be met two times more frequently than among those who adhere to the opposite point of view – 39% vs. 18.8%. Approximately the same ratio is between those who do not trust and trust the president, and also between the respondents with higher and primary education – 39.6% vs. 16.4%, and 36.1% vs. 18.2% accordingly. In other words, arbitrariness of the authorities is feared by the groups of the population opposed to them, which is not surprising. The last statements of A. Lukashenko regarding "the people’s enemies" confirm the topicality of such fears.

Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you estimate in general the political situation in Belarus?" (Table 8) illustrate the growth of political tension registered by the public opinion. For the time period between 2007 and 2008 the tension growth was slight; however a considerable change has occurred during the last year. Already 37.6% of respondents (+12 percentage points) assessed the political situation as tense in March of 2009.

	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you estimate in general the political situation in Belarus?", %


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

	Safe
	17.0
	14.5
	7.2

	Calm
	54.0
	50.6
	43.8

	Tense
	20.3
	25.6
	37.6

	Critical, volatile
	3.8
	4.6
	5.4


The growing discontent with the present living conditions entails a need for changes, however by no means by all the citizens of the country. Answers to this question have divided almost equally – 46.3% agree that Belarus needs stability, and 46.2% believe that it needs changes. The share of those who found it difficult to answer such an earth shattering question turned out to be relatively low – 7.5%. 

On the other hand, a need for changes and belief in the fact that the line along which the country is moving is going to change fundamentally within the next two or three years, are far from being the same thing. In March 12% of respondents believed in the possibility of fundamental changes; however there were 2.4 times more of the opposite point of view supporters (28.5%). Almost a half of respondents (48.8%) supposed that the policy "was only going to change slightly".

In what direction are the changes occurring today? The majority (29.4%) supposes that the country is moving to authoritarianism and dictatorship. Those who managed to discern development of democracy in what is going on (24.7%) yield to them in this respect just a little bit. Other 19.9%, passing what they desire off for the reality, are sure that restoration of the former Soviet order is taking place, and 7.3% of respondents inclined to the catastrophic way of thinking, to all appearances, consider that chaos, anarchy and threat of a coup d'etat are increasing in the country. Other 18.7% found this question difficult to answer. Such eclecticism in the views concerning what is going on, in our opinion, is another small scale weight on the social scales which have lost their balance.

Answers to the question: "What kind of democracy does Belarus need?" also testify to the mentioned above. There turned out to be 28.4% of supporters of the European-American variant. Contrary to the recent declarations of academician A. Rubinov in "Sovetskaya Belorussiya" that "No one suggests constructing new socialism or new communism, i.e. creating a state structure fundamentally different from what has been worked out in the well-developed western countries", 43% of respondents believe in the necessity of completely special democracy, corresponding to the national traditions and specific character of Belarus. Other 11.7% are nostalgic about the Soviet pattern democracy, and 5.5% suppose that Belarus does not need democracy at all.

Presence of the basic consensus in the society is an essential condition of democracy maintenance. Another opinion poll once again has not revealed such a consensus in the Belarusian society. As history testifies absence of such a consensus is not an insurmountable impediment for the economic growth in the presence of favorable external business climate; however at the time of economic recession it may act as a considerable destabilizing factor.

In search of an answer to the classical question
Politicians in power are supposed to demonstrate optimism. This universal rule also applies to Belarus where, as it is known "only one political figure exists". However, the gap between the official optimism and reality cannot be too large; otherwise the politician begins to annoy people by his inadequacy. The March opinion poll showed that the pub-lic opinion had finally became aware of the economic crisis beginning in the country. 81.8% of respondents think so (64.3% in December). The share of those who adhere to the opposite point of view reduced from 20.4% in December to 11.6%; in March there remained only 6.6% of those who found it difficult to answers whereas in December there were 2.3 times more of them – 15.3%.

In March the economic crisis and the whole train of consequences belonging to it continued their active transference from the media space to the everyday life of the ordinary citizens. In view of it respondents were once again offered in the poll an extremely topical in former times question about delays of salary and pensions payments.

It turned out to be quite timely (Table 9). As they say, the process of delays has begun, although it finds itself, to all appearances, in its initial stage: in March the share of respondents who faced a salary or pension delay not once reduced by 5.5 percentage points. However, if one compares the March results with the ones observed in September of the difficult 2002, it becomes clear that the Belarusians have experienced much harder times, too.
	Table 9

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


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

	Not once
	30.6
	53.3
	72.5
	67.0

	Once
	12.0
	8.7
	11.3
	11.3

	Several times
	35.8
	26.0
	13.9
	17.4

	Monthly
	19.6
	11.1
	1.9
	3.1


The data of Table 10 let us broaden our idea about the economic crisis covering Belarus. Yet, prior to analyzing the data given in the table let us make a small remark. As respondents answered not only for themselves, but, as it were, for the members of their families, too, the received answers should not be automatically extended to the whole society. For instance, it would be incorrect to assert that 38.6% of the population confronted with the wage cut in March. We can only state that there appeared two times more of such factors in March in comparison with December. Accordingly, payment delays happened 2.2 times more often, and dismissals – 2.8 times.
The economic crisis in Belarus is taking place against the background of rather high inflation. Thus only during January and February retail prices have grown by 5.4% compared to 3.2% during January and February of the previous year. However, anxiety intensification because of the rise in prices is not observed in the answers to the question: "To what extent does the rise in prices for foodstuff, manufactured goods, accommodation and education, medical and other services tell upon your life?" (Table 11). At least, a 5.8 percentage points March increase of the answers in the column "It is already telling on it and causes anxiety" is almost completely made up for by a 3.9 percentage points reduction of the answers in the column "I am really shocked by the rise in prices". Perhaps such a regrouping is connected with the adaptation of the Belarusians towards life under the conditions of high inflation.
	Table 10

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


	Variant of answer
	Wage payment delay
	Reduction of earnings
	Discharge

	
	12'08
	03'09
	12'08
	03'09
	12'08
	03'09

	It is already taking place
	10.5
	23.0
	19.6
	38.6
	3.6
	9.9

	It may happen within the next few weeks 
	14.0
	11.9
	13.3
	10.2
	10.5
	9.6

	It may happen within the next few months
	20.2
	20.6
	18.3
	17.2
	17.1
	22.9

	It is not going to happen in the near future
	37.6
	27.0
	30.2
	15.3
	48.9
	37.6

	There are no employed in my family
	13.4
	11.3
	12.3
	14.3
	12.5
	14.2


	Table 11

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


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

	It does not practically tell on it as the rise in prices is compensated for by the income growth
	9.3
	9.2
	6.5

	It is already telling on it and causes anxiety
	41.1
	40.1
	45.9

	It is seriously telling on it and causes alarm
	29.0
	31.8
	32.1

	I am really shocked by the rise in prices
	19.9
	18.3
	14.4


	Table 12

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you believe that the economic crisis has begun in Belarus, then what opinion concerning it, do you agree with?", %


	Variant of answer
	12'08
	03'09

	
	
	All 

respondents
	Including

	
	
	
	12'08
	03'09

	Serious shocks are expecting the economy 
	46.4
	51.7
	29.9
	73.3

	It is a temporary phenomenon and the situation is going to stabilize soon
	20.8
	26.2
	41.3
	12.5

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	5.6
	0.7
	–*
	–

	DA/NA
	27.2
	21.4
	28.1
	13.2

	* Because of the insignificant share, an analysis of the given variant does not seem to be correct


In March the share of the Belarusians supposing that serious shocks were expecting the economy exceeded the symbolic mark of 50% (Table 12). Simultaneously, the share of optimists believing in quick stabilization increased virtually in the same ratio. Simultaneous growth in the two opposite in the sense variants of answers became possible at the expense of those who had found it difficult to answer or had not heard anything about the crisis. By the way, there remained practically no of the latter. Thus, with respect to the prospects of the economic crisis development a peculiar polarization of the public opinion occurred.
Where there is polarization, one should look for a hidden political motive. The last two columns of Table 12 confirm the mentioned assumption. Among the Belarusians who do not trust A. Lukashenko the share of pessimists turned out to be 2.5 times larger than among their political opponents. Accordingly, those who trust the head of state predominate among optimists. Taking into account the fact that the backbone of supporters of the president is constituted by elderly people with a low level of education, their more than twofold predominance among those who found it difficult to answer should not surprise.

It is clear that the economic crisis has its reasons. However, it is easier for the public opinion to operate with the guilt category. It is very likely that oblivion does not threaten the classical question "Who is to blame?" Let us refer to Table 13. As in the previous case, polarization of the public opinion occurred, which led to the increase in the share of those who make the leadership of the country as well as the world crisis responsible for the crisis in Belarus. At that there are considerably more of those who believe in the outward source of the Belarusian crisis (+15.0 percentage points).

	Table 13

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you believe that the 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 – a consequence of the world financial crisis?", %


	Variant of answer
	Policy of the 

leadership
	The world crisis

	
	12'08
	03'09
	12'08
	03'09

	Virtually in full measure 
	14.5
	17.5
	27.5
	32.5

	To a considerable extent
	24.3
	34.6
	29.7
	37.7

	To a slight extent
	17.1
	16.5
	10.8
	8.2

	It is impossible to say that it is the reason for the economic crisis
	13.1
	9.4
	3.6
	1.2

	DA/NA
	31.0
	22.0
	28.4
	20.4


Such guilt redistribution is rather important in our opinion. It indeed blockades the possibility to critically interpret what is going on. Preservation of the high level of trust to the authorities is a consequence of it. It still has an irrational and mythical character. Trust is not a result of a rational assessment of some concrete actions. It is a complex of hopes and expectations which is concentrated in the first man of the state.

Superpower in the Belarusian way
For several years already sociologists of the IISEPS have been paying attention to the close dependence between the ratings of the head of the Belarusian state (electoral and trust) and the real earnings of the population. This dependence testifies to the fact that a once charismatic type of A. Lukashenko’s rule has given place to a rational one. There is nothing surprising in it. Already a hundred years ago M. Weber, a German sociologist, pointed out a possibility of such a change; and no one has managed so far to subject his works on the types of rule analysis to a serious revision.

In the opinion of M. Weber, charisma is specifically alien to economy; however nowadays the authoritarian society is expecting success exactly in the field of economy from its authoritarian leader; at that the success should be permanent, not temporary one. That is why the unlucky fellow has to continuously turn the wheels of the economic bicycle in order not to fall. Let us refer to the data of Table 14. For nine years of the new millennium the Belarusian bicycle has experienced success as well as failures. The main failure happened at the border between 2002 and 2003. The real earnings growth virtually stopped at that period, and the electoral rating immediately responded to it in an adequate manner.

	Table 14

	Real earnings of the population (in % to the previous year) and A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating*


	Parameter
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008

	Real earnings
	114
	128
	104
	104
	110
	118
	118
	113
	112

	A. Lukashenko’s rating
	36
	41
	30
	29
	39
	47
	55
	46
	41

	* The rating value is averaged according to four annual samples


	Table 15

	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
	09'07
	12'07
	03'08
	06'08
	09'08
	12'08
	03'09

	A. Lukashenko
	60.3
	44.9
	39.9
	42.5
	38.9
	42.5
	40.2
	39.2


In 2006 head of the Belarusian state managed to speed up the economic bicycle in the course of the presidential race up to the maximum which naturally led to the increase of its stability in the form of the electoral rating maximum value. Continuing to reason within the framework of the pattern revealed in Table 14, it would be natural to presume a decrease of A. Lukashenko’s ratings if not in December when the Belarusians began to sense consequences of the economic crisis, then definitely in March. It will be appropriate to remind here that in dollar terms, and exactly in dollar terms the authorities taught the people to assess progress of "the Belarusian economic model", salaries have decreased by 2% during the year (from January to January), and pensions – by 4.4%.
However the data concerning the electoral rating (Table 15) have not confirmed our, it would seem, so solidly grounded conclusion. As for the trust rating (Table 16) we were able to register a certain decrease for the last three months; but the trust rating has always been remarkable for its greater sensitivity – after all: to trust is not to elect.
	Table 16

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


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

	I do
	60.3
	55.4
	56.9
	50.9
	47.3
	48.4
	45.4

	I do not
	26.0
	28.5
	32.7
	35.5
	39.5
	34.1
	38.1

	DA/NA
	13.7
	16.1
	10.4
	13.6
	13.2
	17.5
	16.5


In addition to ratings national opinion polls let us register points which the society gives the head of state. In September of 2002 A. Lukashenko’s activity on meeting of his engagements was measured on average 2.82 points (the points were given according to a five point scale), in October of 2006 – 3.31, in June of 2008 – 2.93 and in March of 2009 – 2.91. Thus, A. Lukashenko can be placed among the stable mediocre students. Such public assessment should be regarded, without irony, as an achievement. For us rather than the value of the average estimate, the fact that since summer of 2008 it has not decreased is important.

In full compliance with the rating anomaly registered in the two previous tables, no fundamental change occurred in the ratio of the supporters and opponents of the authorities number (Table 17).

	Table 17

	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
	03'09

	I consider myself a supporter of the authorities
	47.8
	42.0
	37.3
	36.5
	32.8

	I consider myself an opponent of the authorities
	18.5
	19.9
	22.0
	19.6
	21.6

	I have not thought about it and it makes no difference to me
	26.2
	31.5
	31.8
	36.4
	38.7


	Table 18

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In what fields has president A. Lukashenko’s activity been successful as a whole?", %



	Variant of answer
	01'07
	03'08
	03'09
	+/–*

	Fight against criminality 
	56.7
	58.9
	39.5
	–19.4

	Barring of “oligarchs’” appearance
	54.7
	59.7
	40.4
	–19.3

	Collaboration with other countries of the CIS
	46.7
	60.1
	43.5
	–16.6

	Development of the Belarusian language and culture
	43.9
	54.9
	39.2
	–15.7

	Construction of an independent state 
	61.3
	64.5
	53.0
	–11.5

	Getting things put in order in the country
	64.1
	66.3
	55.7
	–10.6

	Economic development of the country
	57.6
	46.9
	36.5
	–10.4

	Strengthening of morals 
	43.7
	45.5
	40.2
	–5.3

	Protection of democracy and political freedoms 
	33.0
	35.3
	32.2
	–3.1

	Fight against corruption
	48.7
	49.6
	47.5
	–2.1

	Creation of the acceptable business climate 
	30.4
	27.9
	28.1
	0.2

	Collaboration with the countries of the West
	23.5
	29.1
	29.4
	0.3

	Improvement of the citizens’ standard of life  
	49.8
	37.8
	38.9
	1.1

	Creation of a union state with Russia
	20.7
	37.4
	39.5
	2.1

	Sum 
	634.8
	673.9
	563.6
	–110.3

	* The table is ranged according to the absolute value of the value difference of the third and the second columns


In what way do the Belarusians themselves explain quite large support of A. Lukashenko in the society? The most popular opinion is that there is simply no one else who would be better (44.2%). The opinion connecting the person of the head of state with the hopes of the Belarusians turned out to rank second. Those respondents who have chosen it suppose that "he will manage in future to make our life better" (31.9%). The opinion of those who think highly of A. Lukashenko’s personal and professional qualities ranks third (15.1%) and the opinions of those who believe in his real success and achievements rank fourth.

The fact that there is no alternative to the "only politician" should not surprise. The very principle of power centralism – and it, in particular, reigns in the political culture of the Belarusian society – does not allow presence of a rival. Such a person can appear only under the conditions of a political regime collapse, which for the last time was observed during the years of Perestroika. However, one should consider it to be the main unexpectedness that at the end of his almost fifteen years’ presidential government A. Lukashenko still looks as the president of hope in the eyes of almost one third of the society. We suppose one should look for the answer to the anomalous stability of the president’s ratings exactly here.

However, before we proceed to the search, let us refer to the data of Table 18 which let us estimate the dynamics of particular attainments of the head of state for the last two years. Attention should be paid, first of all, to the lower line. Let us remind you that in January, 2007 oil and gas "war" occurred, which had an effect on the pooled estimate of the head’s of state activity. By spring of 2008 anxiety caused by the "war" settled and estimates of his activity began to rise. In another year their sum decreased by 16.4% (–11.3 percentage points). At that the fields of activity connected with stability and social justice (fight against criminality and barring of "oligarchs’" appearance) found themselves among the fall leaders.

Dynamics of the estimates of A. Lukashenko’s activity presented in Table 18 testify to the following: the Belarusians are able to assess the activity of the head of state quite rationally, however, not as a whole, but according to the separate elements – such a peculiarity of the mass consciousness. A. Lukashenko is some symbolic superpower hovering above the sea of callous and thievish officials. He is not a man; he is a symbol that is not responsible for what is going on. He is a retributive figure, not an administrator. Under the circumstances of the imported from the West economic crisis when the possibilities of the state to increase the incomings of the population have reduced, the need for such a symbolic figure has on the contrary become stronger.

Devaluation of trust

On January, 2nd the Belarusians got a New Year "present" – the National bank devalued the Belarusian ruble (i.e. reduced its worth relative to the dollar and euro) by 20.5%. Whether that step was economically grounded and forced, what its long-term consequences are going to be – there exist various opinions among the experts on this account. And how did the population estimate what had happened?

For the majority of the population (55.2%) the devaluation was absolutely unexpected, less than a third (30.9%) answered they had not left it out, and only 12.5% according to their words were sure that devaluation was going to happen. Formally speaking, the authorities did not state that there would be no devaluation in any circumstances; besides it was impossible to warn the population about such abrupt one-time devaluation purely technically – otherwise an attack on the ruble on the eve of devaluation would have simply swept away the national currency. Nevertheless, the unexpectedness effect, and previous paternalistic rhetoric and the policy of the authorities did their work – the majority did not want to put themselves in the authorities’ place. In the opinion of almost two thirds of respondents (64.2%), "the authorities deceived people not saying anything about the impending devaluation", and only a third (34%) accepted political and economic excuse for the silence – "the authorities did not have to say anything about the devaluation so that the ruble downfall did not become worse".

At the beginning of January independent newspapers were full of reports about the rush buying up of hard currency and consumer durables. Even the president himself addressed the population with admonitions that there was no need to do so. To a certain degree they managed to hold the exchange-value of the ruble; however data of the opinion poll testify to the scale of the attack on it: almost every fourth respondent (24.7%) reported that he had made some unplanned foreign currency purchases after January, 2nd and 22.2% answered they had made unplanned purchases of consumer durables. On the whole, the National bank can be congratulated that it had managed to stand such a massive attack; however, the population hardly appreciated that firmness.

Devaluation of January, 2nd became the first non-permanent action of the kind in the whole of Belarus contemporary history. Now the Belarusians have become intimidated: if the "present" of January, 2nd turned out to be complete unexpectedness for 55% of respondents, then now almost as many of them – 55.5% – are sure that before the end of the year the country is going to encounter one more unexpectedness of the same type, and only 25.3% adhere to the opposite point of view. 

Trust of the Belarusians in further stability of the national currency proved to be seriously shaken, too, irrespective of their expectations whether devaluation is going to be abrupt or smooth (Table 19).
Although, formally speaking, devaluation does not mean reduction of wages in the national currency, many Belarusian families, more precisely – the overwhelming majority – became personally aware of the economic disturbance generated by devaluation. However, it is possible that in March when the opinion poll was being conducted, many people attributed to devaluation worsening of their financial position caused by the crisis as such (Table 20).
As far as the reasons for devaluation are concerned, the majority was inclined to the versions connected with the influence of external factors which had forced the authorities to conduct it: 43.8% of respondents agreed that devaluation had been undertaken under the pressure of the IMF, 35.8% – that it had been caused by devaluation at the neighbors’, and only each fifth respondent saw in the surprise of January, 2nd a consequence of the wrong development course of the Belarusian economy.

In the light of the data cited above the fact that devaluation has seriously shaken trust of the Belarusians in the authorities does not look surprising (Table 21).

	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What will the exchange-value of the Belarusian ruble be relative to the dollar at the end of 2009, in your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Fewer than 3000 rubles for a dollar
	13.8

	From 3000 up to 4500 rubles for a dollar
	55.7

	Over 4500 
	12.5

	DA/NA
	18.0


	Table 20

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Has the devaluation of the Belarusian ruble affected your financial position?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It has affected it considerably
	45.5

	It has affected it to a little degree
	35.4

	It has not affected it
	13.8

	DA/NA
	5.3


	Table 21

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Has your trust in the authorities changed after the devaluation of January, 2nd?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	I have begun to trust the authorities more
	1.8

	My trust has not changed
	53.6

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	42.4

	NA
	2.2


Which aspects of the devaluation shock in particular influenced the trust of the Belarusians in the authorities to the greatest extent? The answer is in Table 22. The group of those who began to trust the authorities more after devaluation is excluded from it in view of its small number.

As it can be seen, post-devaluation consumer strategies exerted almost no influence upon the change of attitude towards the authorities: those who were standing in queues to buy dollars and vacuum-cleaners as well as those who did not do it kept their trust in the authorities approximately to the equal extent. On the other hand, change of the financial position told upon the attitude perhaps most of all: the more devaluation hit people’s pocket, the deeper the disappointment in the leadership of the country was. Moral and ideological estimates turned out to be no less important: those who considered silence of the authorities before devaluation to be a deceit, and those who discovered the reason for it in the authorities’ policy began to trust them less to the greatest extent.

Expectations of a further fall in the exchange rate of the national currency have proved to be the next factor,  as far as its influence level is concer ned: the authorities have seriously lost in trust in the eyes of those who expect the fall.

It should be noted that retrospective expectations concerning devaluation of January, 2nd turned out to be connected with the change in trust to the authorities much less: those who did not believe too much in assurances that the crisis would pass Belarus by, were not much inclined to reproach the authorities when it became clear that it had not.

As for the age, the bond here was found to be almost linear: the youth declared the largest decrease in trust to the authorities, people over 60 years of age – the smallest.

However, the data about decrease in trust to the authorities do not mean that they have lost the trust completely or even that they have lost it to a considerable extent. In the last, December opinion poll, 48.4% of respondents stated that they trusted A. Lukashenko, 34.1% announced their distrust. In the March opinion poll of this year shares of those who trusted and did not trust the president constituted 45.4% and 38.1% accordingly. Changes are within the limits of a coverage error; hence it is possible that no changes occurred in reality.

	Table 22

	Connection between the change of trust in the authorities, estimates of various devaluation aspects and age*, %


	Variant of answer
	"Has your trust in the authorities changed after devaluation?"

	
	It has not
	I have begun to trust less

	Behavior of the authorities on the eve of January, 2nd:

	The authorities deceived
	43.9
	54.0

	The authorities did not have to say anything about devaluation
	72.2
	22.1

	Unplanned purchases of consumer durables:

	Yes
	51.2
	45.5

	No
	54.8
	41.3

	Unplanned purchases of foreign currency:

	Yes
	52.3
	45.3

	No
	53.9
	41.9

	Is other abrupt devaluation possible before the end of the year?

	Yes
	44.8
	52.1

	No
	62.8
	33.3

	The dollar rate prognosis for the end of the year:

	Fewer than 3000 rubles
	69.9
	24.9

	3000-4500 rubles
	50.8
	45.9

	Over 4500 rubles
	44.4
	50.8

	Was devaluation unexpected for you?

	Absolutely unexpected
	49.8
	46.3

	I did not leave devaluation out
	59.7
	36.6

	I was sure, devaluation was going to happen
	55.6
	41.3

	Has devaluation told upon your financial position?

	It has told upon it considerably
	37.8
	60.6

	It has told upon it to a little degree
	66.9
	29.8

	It has not told upon it
	67.5
	21.1

	What was the reason for devaluation?

	Pressure of the IMF
	61.2
	34.8

	Devaluation by the commercial partners
	57.2
	40.0

	The wrong policy of the Belarusian authorities
	37.7
	61.0

	Age:

	18-19
	45.2
	50.0

	20-24
	46.8
	50.4

	25-29
	48.1
	49.6

	30-39
	55.6
	42.4

	40-49
	46.9
	49.3

	50-59
	57.8
	40.6

	60 +
	59.8
	31.9

	* The table is read across


	Table 23

	Connection of trust to the president with the answers to the question "Has your trust in the 
authorities changed after the devaluation of January, 2nd?", %


	Variant of answer
	"Do you trust the president?"

	
	I do
	I do

	Trust has not changed
	55.6
	27.3

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	30.3
	54.3

	* The table is read across


It is quite interesting how the attitude to the head of state distributed depending on the answers to the question about changes in trust to the authorities following devaluation (Table 23).
The connection is present; however it is not so tight  as  one  would  expect  it  to  be. Among those whose trust in the authorities has not changed, more than a quarter does not trust the president. Perhaps, their answer to the question about changes can be interpreted as: "I did not trust them before, and devaluation has not changed anything". In their turn, among those who stated that they had begun to trust the authorities less, almost a third had kept trust in the leader of these very authorities, which is not logically in contradiction, as a matter of fact – decrease in trust does not mean its loss.

Summing up it is necessary to say that devaluation of January, 2nd became a serious blow on the image of the authorities. Although indices of trust to the head of state did not change, however, the extent, so to speak, the intensity of trust decreased. Besides, trust in the national currency and in the declarations of the authorities concerning its stability did quite clearly decrease.

Foreign countries are going to help us
It is quite natural to pass from the question "Whose fault is it?" on to the question "What shall we do next?" It is clear that answering the first question a respondent, as it were, turns to look around in his mind; however, when answering the second one he does not feel any desire to look into the mirror either. Having  realized  the  inevitability of the economic crisis, he is instinctively seeking the force able to protect him from the unexpected bad luck. Undoubtedly the power is such a force for him. At that we are not talking about its legislative and judicial branches, but only about the executive power in the person of the president and the government, as they alone in the opinion of an ordinary citizen are able to really influence the situation.
For the last year, however, the public opinion has conducted a certain revision inside the executive power (Table 24). Hopes pinned on the government have evidently grown (+12.3 percentage points), and hopes pinned on the president have on the contrary decreased (–9.3 percentage points). The mentioned phenomenon, to all appearances, does not have a single reason. The objective growth of the role of the government economic bloc for the last year has also contributed to it, which outwardly showed in a more frequent flashing of various government persons on TV screens. Apparently, resentment against the president for the January devaluation about the impossibility of which he was so convincingly talking on December, 18 in the course of his interview to the leading state mass media has told upon it, too.
	Table 24

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Whom would you pin your hopes for Belarus coming out 
of the economic crisis on?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	11'94
	03'08
	03'09

	On the president of the Republic
	48.7
	44.4
	35.3

	On attraction of the foreign capital 
	26.6
	37.4
	52.0

	On the government of the Republic
	17.4
	20.4
	32.7

	On the Belarusian businessmen
	23.3
	22.0
	24.9

	On the heads of state enterprises, collective farms 
	20.5
	16.1
	14.8

	On the Parliament*
	8.8
	2.3
	4.7

	On the political parties and movements
	8.0
	6.4
	6.0

	On the army and security services
	8.0
	2.0
	4.5

	On the judicial system of the Republic
	6.6
	2.9
	3.7

	On mass media
	5.6
	3.0
	2.0

	* In the poll of 1994 – the Supreme Soviet, in the poll of 2008 – the House of Representatives


However, while the president was losing and the government was gaining additional percentage points of the public hope, belief in the saving role of foreign investment swiftly became the leader. As a matter of fact, it has never sunk lower than the second place in the list of hopes; however, since spring of 2008 when the authorities began to actively talk about the necessity of foreign investment attracting, belief in its life-giving power has started to swell up like a stock-exchange bubble. Before us is another example of how the public opinion acts as a free-standing repeater of the authorities’ media efforts.
Let us analyze the group portrait of those who have believed in the miraculous power of the foreign capital and at the same time compare it with the portrait of those who pin their hopes on the home businessmen (Table 25). The first portrait as well as the second one does not contain any unexpected traits. Among the young people those who believe in the foreign capital and businessmen can be met two times more often than among the people over 60 years of age; however among the latter virtually every third person also believes in the foreign capital.
The level of education serves as a still stronger determining factor, at that when passing from primary education on to incomplete secondary a twofold growth is observed with respect to the foreign capital. However, it is absent as regards businessmen. Apparently it is connected with the fact that it is easier for the people with primary education to understand the role of home businessmen. The old do not attend boutiques and purchase things, as a rule, at the markets, i.e. from home businessmen.
	Table 25

	Distribution of hopes for Belarus coming out of the economic crisis to the foreign capital attraction and Belarusian businessmen depending on age, education and trust to the president, %


	Variant of answer
	To foreign capital
	To businessmen

	Age:

	18-29
	64.9
	32.4

	30-39
	61.0
	27.8

	40-49
	55.7
	28.1

	50-59
	50.3
	23.6

	60+
	32.9
	15.1

	Education:

	Primary
	20.6
	15.3

	Incomplete secondary 
	41.0
	15.5

	Secondary
	56.9
	22.0

	Vocational
	58.7
	31.1

	Higher
	62.4
	37.9

	Trust to the president:

	Trust
	42.2
	19.8

	Do not trust
	61.6
	29.9


However, if the groups with the outermost levels of education differ in their attitude to the foreign capital three times, then the groups with the outer most political views – only 1.5 times. To all appearances, the media activity of the authorities on the propaganda of the foreign capital importance for the economic development of Belarus has corrected the views of the as a whole anti-West and anti-market disposed supporters of the president.
The considerably grown for the last three months belief in the foreign capital did not prevent respondents from adding 5.6 percentage points of responsibility to the West (from 27.4% up to 33%) when answering the question: "Who in your opinion is responsible in the first place for the worsening of the economic situation in the country?" At that among those who trust the president the share of those who make the West responsible turned out to be larger than among those who do not trust him (44% and 17.9% accordingly). The given tendency, contradictory at first glance, is generated by the two intensifying informational messages broadcast via the state mass media. The first one which was begun already in spring of 2007 is connected with the foreign capital attraction policy. The second one is an attempt to present the economic hardship in Belarus solely as a consequence of the world crisis.
The ease with which many Belarusians respond to the contradictory informational messages of the authorities with respect to the West is not in the last place entailed by the vagueness of one’s own geopolitical ideas. The fundamental questions "Who are we?" and "Where are we going to?" have not been solved by the Belarusian elite during the years of independence. Answers to the question of Table 26 should be regarded as only one example confirming the given statement.
	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like to live in the country which actively protects its culture and traditions, or in the country open to the whole world and all the modern ideas?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus (03'09)
	Russia (02'08)*

	Definitely the first
	24.8
	41

	More likely the first
	31.3
	36

	More likely the second
	24.4
	14

	Definitely the second
	11.2
	4

	DA/NA
	8.3
	5

	* Data of the Levada-center


Yes, against the background of the hypertrophied Russian urge towards protecting their non-European originality at the expense of isolating from the civilized world the Belarusians look quite advanced. The matter, however, concerns what one should strive for and hence whom to use as a model for comparison. The attempts of the authorities to open Belarus for the western capital and simultaneously to close it for the western values having created from the country a peculiar analogue of a "German suburb" as at the  times of tsar Aleksey Mikhailovich will hardly lead to success.
Watch out! The authorities!
The March opinion poll lets us not only estimate the attitude of the public opinion to the figure of the head of state, which as it has already been mentioned, plays a symbolic part in many respects, but to the authorities as a whole. And these “authorities as a whole” are perceived by the society in a rather critical way. At least, the famous words by M. Lermontov about the greedy crowd standing at the throne said already in 1873 sound quite topical today, too. Let us refer to the data of Table 27. The variant of answer: “These are the people who are preoccupied only with their material well-being and career” is winning by a head. 43.5% of the Belarusians thought so in March. Other 12.7% consider people in power honest, but week, and 1.9% – honest, but inconversant. Only 17.3% believe that “It is a good team of politicians leading the country in the right direction".
	Table 27

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How would you assess the people who are in power now?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus (03'09)
	Russia (03'08)*

	These are the people who are preoccupied only with their material well-being and career 
	43.5
	31

	These are honest, but weak people who are not able to handle the power and secure the order and consistent political line
	12.7
	11

	These are honest, but inconversant people who do not know how to help the country out of the economic crisis
	11.9
	13

	It is a good team of politicians leading the country in the right direction
	17.3
	26

	DA/NA
	14.6
	20

	* Here and Tables 28-30 data of the Levada-center


If we take into account the fact that the line along which the country is moving is approved of by 40% of the grown-up population, then it turns out that the line does not depend on the team much. There is no contradiction in the fact if one remembers the presence of “the only politician” in Belarus. He, in particular, is forming the line, and his electoral rating constituted 39.2% in March.

As it can be seen the level of criticism is evidently higher by the Belarusians. The given difference is not accidental; it has been dictated by the very structure of the Belarusian society which possesses a quite large and stable democratic kernel that includes about 30% of the grown-up population. This kernel ensures the mentioned by us level of criticism against the authorities. At the same time it “restrains”  the rating of  “the only politician” without letting it rise above 60% even during the years of the mobilization election campaigns.

Let us continue our comparison. When answering the question: “Does the circle of president A. Lukashenko consist now of able and enterprising specialists or of “dull”, passive and insufficiently qualified ones?” the Belarusians gave preference to the second variant (37.5% vs. 32.7%), and the Russians – to the first one, at that with a wide gap (63% vs. 16%). The Russians also assess higher “the executive chain of command” created at the initiative of V. Putin: 42% in January, 2009 supposed that is was more useful than harmful. 30% adhered to the opposite point of view. The estimate balance of “the power vertical” built by A. Lukashenko is also positive; however the advantage of those who managed to discern more use in it is insignificant – only 4.2% (36.3% vs. 32.1%).

It is paradoxical, but giving higher points to their state officials for their personal merit, the Russians simultaneously estimate their insecurity against them considerably higher (Tables 28-29).

The reason for the paradox should be looked for in the dual nature of mutual relations between the authorities and the society in Russia. On the one hand, ordinary people always strived for hiding from the authorities, and they had quite rational reasons for such a striving as they expected nothing good from the authorities. Hence a notorious appeal not to stick one’s head out comes; otherwise you will be noticed at once and additional requisitions will be imposed upon you, and that is in the best case. However, on the other hand, under the circumstances of a super-centralized state the citizens deprived of the subjectness of their own could solve all their personal questions only through state officials. The examples are not far to seek. It is enough to address oneself to the recent Soviet past when the life of a person from the maternity hospital to the cemetery was regulated exclusively by the state.

	Table 28

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrariness on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Motor Vehicle Inspectorate (State Traffic Safety Inspectorate), the tax inspectorate, courts and other state bodies?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus (03'09)
	Russia (06'08)

	Definitely, yes
	11.3
	4

	More likely, yes
	26.2
	18

	More likely, no
	37.9
	44

	Definitely, no
	19.0
	29

	DA/NA
	5.6
	6


	Table 29

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you agree or disagree that the top state officials have the absolute power in Belarus now, i.e. they do what they want?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus (03'09)
	Russia (02'08)

	I fully agree
	22.8
	45

	I more likely agree
	35.2
	38

	I more likely disagree
	24.9
	8

	I completely disagree
	8.6
	2

	DA/NA
	8.5
	8


Forming of a “homo Soviet”, or cunning slave (the term of L. Gudkov), became the result of such duality. Naturally, the phenomenon of a cunning slave is not solely Russian; it applies to all the former Soviet republics, even if to a various extent. The March opinion poll has registered exactly this difference.

The given conclusion is confirmed by the data of Table 30. The Belarusians are inclined to believe in the unity of the authorities and the people two times more often than their Russian confreres. The Russians, on the other hand, more frequently suppose that at the lack of coincidence in the interests of the authorities and the people during the peace-time, they become united in their hour of need. Such a version is neither new nor unexpected. All of us were told about it already at school during the classes of literature while studying the novel by L. Tolstoy “War and Peace”. Wars against Napoleonic France and fascist Germany turned into patriotic ones in particular due to the fact that they for a certain time broke partitions between the authorities and the society. That is why they remained in the collective memory not as tragedies, but as a “nation-wide feat”.
	Table 30

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you recall the whole of Belarus history, then what can you say regarding the relations of the authorities and the people in our country?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus (03'09)
	Russia (02'08)

	More often the authorities and the people are united in their goals and aspirations
	23.3
	11

	The authorities and the people have different interests, but in times of troubles their goals and aspirations become united
	33.1
	42

	Even during the hardest times the authorities live a separate from the people life
	26.5
	28

	The authorities and the people always resist each other
	8.7
	8

	DA/NA
	8.4
	11


Completing the analysis of the Belarusians’ attitude to the authorities, let us refer to the data of Table 31. Once again they remind us of the dual nature of such relations. The authorities handle everything, and they are responsible for everything. However, it does not follow from here that the authorities can be made to answer for what has been done. Symbolic power in the face of a symbolic president possesses symbolic responsibility. The government is a kind of an exception in this respect, but only a kind of. It can be made responsible, however not by the society, but personally by the president. All authoritarian presidents in the former Soviet republics occupy themselves with it from time to time. And only the third president of Russia, D. Medvedev, is deprived of such an opportunity, to all appearances.

The West found itself in the third position in the list of the responsible. It ranked so high already in December. At that time, in particular, the official propaganda appointed it responsible for the burst out crisis. The society agreed to such an appointment; however it did not deny itself the pleasure of thumbing its nose at the authorities behind their back. Hence the 7.1 percentage point growth of the president’s responsibility followed with the simultaneous 2.3 percentage point decrease of the responsibility of the government.
	Table 31

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Who, in your opinion, is responsible for the worsening of the economic situation in the country in the first place?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	06'96
	08'01
	12'07
	09'08
	12'08
	03'09

	The government
	20.6
	22.8
	55.0
	58.1
	52.0
	49.7

	The president
	17.2
	25.6
	46.4
	47.9
	42.5
	49.6

	The West
	2.9
	2.3
	3.9
	5.8
	27.4
	33.0

	Local authorities
	7.1
	15.8
	12.1
	16.1
	24.0
	21.7

	Heads of state enterprises, collective farms 
	5.7
	5.6
	12.6
	16.0
	14.5
	12.5

	Russia
	0.5
	0.5
	11.0
	14.0
	9.9
	12.3

	Business owners
	5.6
	2.7
	–
	10.5
	7.3
	9.4

	Mafia
	14.0
	6.7
	–
	–
	7.9
	7.8

	Mass media (newspapers, radio, television)
	2.2
	1.0
	–
	-
	1.6
	1.5

	Other
	24.2
	–
	1.1
	1.0
	1.9
	2.3


The government responsibility growth turned out to be within the limits of statistical accuracy, thus if one wants to it can be left unnoticed, as well as the 2.1 percentage point increase of the businessmen responsibility. The latter fact is important if we take into consideration that the rise in prices connected with January devaluation the authorities tried to shift on the shoulders of businessmen. Judging by the data of Table 31 they did not manage to do it.

I vote, but I take no interest in it
According to the March opinion poll a little bit more than a quarter of the grown-up population in Belarus is not interested in politics (Table 32). According to this indicator the country can be safely included into the unanimous family of the European states. What does the interest of the Belarusians in politics consist in? First of all, they vote at the elections. There is almost a half of such people – 48.9%. Secondly, they attentively follow the information about political events – 31%, and thirdly they discuss political events with friends – 28%. Thereupon types of political activity which can be exposed to an analysis come to an end, as supporters of other types of political activity are too scanty.

Unfortunately, the not numerous types constitute the essence of political activity. Political parties activists in Belarus face, in particular, this disproportion in the course of conducting mass campaigns, which can be called mass only if one possesses rich imagination. A typical grown-up resident of the country (the term “citizen” would not be completely appropriate in the given context) reduces his political activity to voting, viewing of news programs and talking about politics. He is also ready to declare his readiness to take part in protest actions. The share of such declarants seldom sinks below the mark of 15%; however one should treat such declarations without revolutionary fanaticism in order not to accuse the sociologists of the low level of expertise later.

It also follows from Table 32 that the struggle for the votes of the electorate under the conditions of an authoritarian regime cannot lead to a victory on its own account. An electoral victory, if it is going to be won, requires protection, however TV viewers and lovers of talking about politics are not capable of real actions. Political actions are performed not by the atomized electors, but rather by citizens united in bodies. According to Table 32, there are no more than 1% of such people in Belarus today.
	Table 32

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are interested in politics, then in what way is your interest shown?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	03'09

	I vote at the elections
	48.9

	I attentively follow the information about political events
	31.0

	I discuss political events with my friends
	28.0

	I take part in political actions, demonstrations, meetings, pickets, strikes
	2.4

	I take part in organizing and conducting election campaigns
	2.1

	I sign letters, appeals
	1.5

	I attend actions of some political party (movement)
	1.1

	I am a member of a political party (movement)
	1.0

	I am not interested in politics at all
	26.5


The data of Table 33 let us scrutinize the voters, TV viewers and lovers of talking on political topics more attentively. To do the same thing with the politically active citizens is not possible, unfortunately, because of their small number.
	Table 33

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are interested in politics, then in what way is your interest shown?" depending on age, education and trust to the president, %



	Variant of answer
	Vote
	Follow
	Discuss
	Not interested

	Age:

	18-29 
	33.3
	30.6
	32.1
	35.7

	30-39 
	48.5
	36.9
	30.8
	20.0

	40-49 
	46.4
	37.4
	30.8
	23.5

	50-59 
	53.4
	35.1
	31.9
	26.7

	60 +
	61.5
	20.5
	18.5
	25.9

	Education:

	Primary
	54.1
	9.4
	7.6
	38.2

	Incomplete secondary
	44.8
	23.5
	19.5
	36.3

	Secondary
	48.1
	28.8
	29.4
	28.1

	Vocational
	48.2
	35.7
	33.2
	22.2

	Higher
	51.5
	51.5
	38.3
	12.3

	Trust to the president:

	Trust
	61.7
	20.5
	20.1
	24.6

	Do not trust
	36.1
	34.9
	36.9
	26.4


Attention should be paid, in the first place, to the fact that an almost twofold increase in the electoral activity when passing from the youngest age group to the eldest one is accompanied by a symmetrical decrease in the desire to watch the politics and discuss political events with friends. The data of the fourth column evidently contradict the mentioned pattern. In our opinion, the reason for contradiction should be looked for in psychology. It is easier for a respondent hoary with age to confess that he does not discuss political events with his friends than to inform the interviewer about the lack of interest in politics. The young do not suffer from such a complex and boldly speak straight from the shoulder.

 The level of education influences electoral activity not so appreciably; at that it is necessary to remember that in Belarus owners of elementary education “diplomas” are mainly elderly women. They always actively fulfill their electoral duty and are not interested in needless details. It is enough for them if the candidate is a representative of the authorities (the state), as they receive the main share of means allowing them outright to survive exactly from the hands of the authorities. Trying to entice them with liberal-democratic spice cakes is a waste of time already due to the fact that they do not follow political events and do not tittle-tattle about politics in their senior circle (Table 32). It is clear that people with higher education are not only inclined to watch news TV programs on a regular basis and to read social and political publications, but also to actively discuss what they have watched and read. 

Trust to the president also turns out to be a considerable factor determining interest towards politics. It concerns electoral activity, in the first place. From the data of Table 33 it follows, in particular, that low appearance and high percentage of opposition candidates at the parliamentary elections are incompatible things. Besides, the main reserve of the opposition as far as electoral support is concerned should be looked for not among the so cold “swamp”, to say nothing about among the supporters of the authorities. Everything is much simpler and more complicated at the same time. Two thirds of the  ideological  supporters  of  the opposition are

not able today to overcome the Earth gravity in order to rise from the sofa on the day of elections and to go to the polling station. This is where the immediate reserve finds itself. This is where the edge of agitation campaigns should be directed at.

At the end of January a Public advisory council attached to the Administration of the president was formed. Representatives of some nongovernmental organizations of the country formed part of it.  At the first half of March (the time of the opinion poll conducting) 25.8% of respondents heard about its existence. It is quite high percentage if we take into account that only 31% of the grown-up population attentively follows the information about political events (Table 32). In spite of the fact that only a quarter of respondents heard about creation of the council, 70% have expressed their opinion regarding the reasons for its creation. Such a paradox once again confirms the well-known sociological truth according to which the majority of respondents form their opinion regarding the questions being asked in the process of answering them. 

So, what opinions were formed by the respondents while answering the question: “What are the reasons for creating the Public advisory council, in your opinion?” The answers proved to be quite compact: in order to get another credit from the International Monetary Fund – 28.7%, under the conditions of the crisis a social dialogue to work out effective anti-crisis decisions is necessary – 21.9% and in order to reduce social tension in the country – 21.9%.

What have we got in the long run? On the one hand, there is readiness to fulfill one’s civic duty (to vote), at that without attempting to form one’s own opinion about a candidate. On the other hand, there is readiness to form one’s own opinion about the events about which a respondent has virtually no information at his disposal. Such constant readiness of the Soviet pioneers’ style allows the authorities to effectively manipulate the electorate not able in its main bulk to rise up to the level of citizens.

Paternalism and liberalization – two in one
Vitality of the formula “If it is not him, then who will?” is determined not by the personality strength (charisma) of the head of the Belarusian state, but by his monopolistic right to dispose of the resources concentrated in the hands of the state. The resources are considerable, if it is remembered that in 2008 the consolidated state budget exceeded 50% of the GDP. Besides, being guided by the formula “power, property and money are not privatized in the country” the state has an opportunity to handle the resources of the economic agents, too, without reckoning with their legal status too much.
Under such conditions population deprived of the right either to power, or money and property has no choice but to count on the paternal care on the part of the state. Hence, paternal behavior of the majority of the Belarusians is rational. It contributes to “adaptation of a person to the situation, when state power and state bureaucracy are all-powerful and uncontrolled, take everything upon themselves, strive for doing everything instead of the person, determine what is good and what is bad for him instead of him, consider themselves higher than he is, ignore and suppress him” (A. Gofman, sociologist).

Hope and even more so demand that under such circumstances somebody would bustle is senseless. Let us repeat it once again: behavior of a person wrapped in cotton wool of a super-centralized state is rational, and a person plunged into such reality justly supposes that almost nothing depends personally on him. His first response to a crisis is an appeal to the state from which he expects maintaining of the existing order in “fair distribution” of the resources concentrated by the state. Registering of the mentioned response strengthening has become perhaps the most important peculiarity of the March opinion poll.
The data of Table 34 visually confirm what has been said above. Please, pay attention that the principle “first of all think about your fatherland and then about yourself”, drummed by the Soviet propaganda into peoples’ heads, has not been consolidated in the public consciousness. The Belarusians in the ration of 1 to 6.6 prefer care from the state to a sacrifice for its sake. Violation of this anti-patriotic principle by the Russians is still more evident: 1 to 16.4. Under the conditions of “rich Putin’s years” lavishly seasoned with the oil revenue nothing else could be expected.
	Table 34

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What relations principle between the state and its citizens would you personally prefer?", % (more than one answer was allowed in Belarus)


	Variant of answer
	Belarus (03'09)
	Russia (06'08)*

	The state should take more care of people
	67.3
	82

	People should display initiative and take care of themselves
	21.8
	12

	People should make some sacrifices for the sake of the welfare of the state 
	10.2
	5

	DA
	4.0
	1

	* Data of the Levada-center


	Table 35

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Will or will not the majority of people in Belarus be able to live without constant care and guardianship on the part of the state?",%


	Variant of answer
	03'09

	The majority will be able to live without guardianship of the state
	18.3

	The majority will not be able to live without guardianship of the state
	74.2

	DA/NA
	7.5


When passing from the estimate of personal paternalistic requirements on to the estimate of the ability of the majority to live without constant care and guardianship of the state, heel to paternalism intensifies (Table 35). Everything is logical here. A human being is inclined to ascribe to himself positive qualities (an ability to take care of oneself is undoubtedly such a quality) to a greater extent than to the society as a whole. A reverse conclusion concerning negative qualities is also true. For example, the share of alcoholics among respondents in any country is always considerably smaller than the share of alcoholics in the society according to the estimate of respondents themselves. 

Recognizing the fact that the absolute majority of the Belarusians will not be able to live without guardianship of the state, more than a half of respondents (55% in March) have been nevertheless considering during all the last years that the government and the president should give people complete freedom and only watch that they do not break the laws. Only every third person (34.3%) recognized in March the necessity to strictly control political and economic life in the country. Such ambivalence of the public opinion should not surprise as it is disposed to the tendency to make pronouncements for effect.

Who, in the opinion of the Belarusians, can to the greatest extent secure today protection of socio-economic rights and freedoms of the citizens? The indisputable leader among the protectors is the president (36.7%). The independent judicial system ranks second (16.5%) and the government – only the third with the almost threefold gap (13.6%). The parliament (5.35), political parties (3.5%), trade unions (2.6%) and mass media (2.1%), just as it was to be expected, find themselves in the lower part of the protectors list.

Considerable preponderance of protective possibilities of the president relative to the government does not join with their approximate equality revealed by answering the question: “Whom would you pin your hopes for Belarus coming out of the economic crisis on?” (with the president – 35.3%, with the government – 32.7%). The devil, as it is known, prefers to hide in details. The way the question is asked acts as such a detail in the given case. In the first question the matter concerns socio-economic rights and freedoms of citizens, and in the second one – coming out from the economic crisis. The president, as it is known, is perceived by many Belarusians as a Father. Such perception is built in many respects not on the functional and impersonal, but rather on the emotional and personal base, as is customary in a large and united family. Hence comes his top-heavy “rating” when the matter concerns protection of citizens. The government, on the other hand, as some impersonal institution, which is difficult to perceive with one’s heart, is not able to compete with the Father in the field of emotional and personal perception.
However, the Parliament appears as a quite weak protector in the answers to the first as well as to the second question (5.3% and 4.7% accordingly). Yet, if one singles out the main legislative institution of the country from the common institutional field and shows interest in the opinion of the Belarusians concerning the influence of the Parliament on their life then unexpectedly it will turn out that almost a third of respondents (32.2%) admits such influence, do not admit – 49.6% and find it difficult to answer – 18.1%. Naturally, respondents trusting the president predominate among those who  admit  influence  of  the  Parliament (38.3%); however there are also quite a lot of such people among those who do not trust him (27.6%).

The mentioned non-fitments once again remind us that one should approach interpretation of respondents’ answers extremely carefully. For instance, constantly registered high ratings of trust towards such institutions as the army and Orthodox Church do not mean yet that people pin their hopes for solving particular problems on them. The same equally applies to the state and non-governmental mass media. In March 34.1% of respondents trusted the former ones, 30.5% – the latter.

At the end of 2008 A. Lukashenko began to talk about the forthcoming liberalization of the economy. According to the version made public on December, 18 realization by him of the situation prevalent in Belarus when “regulating every day from a private office we will not be able to hold the situation and will finally get to the point when the development might go no one knows where” became the reason for liberalization. This reason should be viewed as an external one. The majority of the Belarusians did not agree with it in March (Table 36): 42.6% of respondents perceived liberalization as a response to the world financial crisis, at that something resembling consensus unexpectedly appeared between those who trust and do not trust A. Lukashenko. However, pressure of the West as a reason for liberalization is recognized by those who trust A. Lukashenko not so willingly as by their political opponents.
	Table 36

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The authorities have announced forthcoming liberalization of the economy. What do you think it is connected with?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Including:

	
	
	Trust 
A. Lukashenko
	Trust 
A. Lukashenko

	With the world financial and economic crisis
	42.6
	44.2
	39.7

	With the pressure of the West on the Belarusian leadership
	28.6
	25.1
	33.4

	It is a natural development stage of the Belarusian economy
	11.3
	12.5
	31.1

	DA/NA
	17.5
	14.9
	14.4


Liberalization and a need for paternalism are the things that cannot be blended “two in one”. An attempt to mix them may lead to formation of a detonating mixture. Its destructive capacity will be determined in many respects by the components ratio and the intensity of their mixing.

"Let us contrive a despot…"

What is the secret of authoritarian rulers’ popularity, why do their ratings remain unshakable even in the present crisis situation? The simplest explanation is people’s fear. According to this explanation, all opinion polls conducted in the country which has not passed the severe exam in democracy are not worth of anything – people are afraid to honestly answer the quite dangerous question about their attitude to the supreme power. However, data of the opinion polls do not quite co-ordinate with such an explanation. In accordance with the polls, 20-30% of respondents openly declare their negative attitude to the head of state. If such an answer requires genuine heroism, then in the country where every fourth or fifth person is a self-sacrificing hero, changes should have happened long ago.

Some idea about the socio-psychological mechanisms ensuring stability of authoritarian rulers’ popularity is provided by the data of the IISEPS opinion polls in Belarus, and of the All-Russia Public Opinion Research Center (VCIOM) in Russia (Table 37).
	Table 37

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What can rather high support of A. Lukashenko (V. Putin) in the Belarusian (Russian) society be explained by?", %


	Variant of answer
	Belarus 03’09
	Russia 12’03
	Russia 03’05

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	44.2
	20.9
	33.1

	By the hope that he will manage in future to make our life better
	31.9
	31.6
	27.8

	By his personal and professional qualities
	15.1
	22.0
	20.6

	By his real success and achievements
	13.1
	20.9
	12.9


With respect to A. Lukashenko the impressive preponderance of the motive more appropriate in the estimation of one’s sweetheart, rather than a head of state, catches our eye. On the other hand, his Russian colleague during the period of time a little bit more than a year has also added a lot particularly in that position. Considerable strengthening of the authoritarianism extent of the Russian power fell exactly on that time interval. The quite peculiar second presidential elections of V. Putin also occurred at that period. 

What do such large shares of a rather strange answer mean, when popularity is explained by the lack of alternative? Why is it higher by A. Lukashenko than it used to be by V. Putin? Why did the corresponding share in the estimates of the Russian president grow exactly from December, 2003 to March, 2005? The data of Table 38 give us an answer to these questions.
	Table 38

	Distribution of answers to the question about the reasons for V. Putin’s popularity depending on political preferences*, %



	Variant of answer
	"If tomorrow elections into the State Duma of Russia took place, 
whom would you vote for?"

	
	For "United 
Russia"
	For the CPRF
	For "Apple"
	Against all 

of them

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	22.8
	37.0
	42.0
	42.4

	By the hope that he will manage in future to make our life better
	34.8
	25.2
	24.0
	21.7

	By his personal and professional qualities
	22.2
	20.0
	14.0
	17.2

	By his real success and achievements
	17.4
	11.9
	6.0
	7.9

	* Data of the VCIOM for March, 2005


It is surprising, but the more a group of the electorate is disposed in the oppositional way, the higher the share of those in it is who name the lack of alternative as a reason for the president’s popularity. The closer the group is to the head of state according to their political positions, the higher the share of those in it is for whom the president is a symbol of hope for the future, and by no means a symbol of any real fulfilled intentions. In other words, exactly the people who want the alternative, look for it and, perhaps, even know it are inclined to the largest extent to mark the lack of alternative as a reason for the popularity of the  country’s leader. Is it a purely Russian peculiarity, and is the situation different in Belarus?

As it follows from Table 39 the tendency in Belarus resembles the Russian one very much, at that the tendency revealed in Table 38 is expressed in Table 39 still more evidently. In Belarus opponents of the authorities virtually deny success as well as personal qualities deserving respect to the head of state. At that they themselves see no qualities mentioned above in A. Lukashenko and also think that assessments of other people are also determined not by them. The dominating motive in the explanations of the Belarusian and Russian presidents’ supporters is hope. The main explanation of the authorities’ popularity by their opponents is the lack of alternative.

	Table 39

	Distribution of answers to the question about the reasons for A. Lukashenko’s popularity depending on political preferences, %


	Variant of answer
	Are you a supporter of the authorities?
	Do you trust the president?
	"If presidential elections took place tomorrow, whom would you vote for?"

	
	Supporter
	Opponent
	I do
	I do not
	For A. Lukashenko
	For another candidate

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	18.5
	64.1
	22.7
	65.6
	19.6
	56.8

	By the hope that he will manage in future to make our life better
	50.7
	14.7
	48.3
	15.5
	50.2
	19.7

	By his personal and professional qualities
	28.4
	4.9
	26.4
	4.3
	29.4
	8.5

	By his real success and achievements
	27.4
	3.7
	25.1
	2.1
	26.3
	7.7


At first glance it is nonsense: when people who do not trust A. Lukashenko and who are ready to vote for his particular opponents say that "there is simply no one else who would be better" what exactly do they mean? If they do not trust him therefore he is bad himself, if the more so they are ready to vote for other politicians then apparently in their opinion these politicians are better than the present president.

This contradiction is partly settled if we concede that choosing the lack of alternative as a dominating explanation of the first person’s popularity, opponents of the authorities do not mean themselves – in their eyes the authorities are not popular – they mean others, those of their fellow countrymen who support the authorities.

Nevertheless some vagueness remains: in reality explanation of the authorities’ popularity for their supporters (and in particular for them the authorities are popular) is in hope. Why are the opponents so mistaken as far as motives of their fellow countrymen supporting the authorities are concerned?

Perhaps, the right explanation returns us to the beginning and makes us assume that opponents of the authorities referring to the lack of alternative as to the dominating motive are talking in fact about themselves, too. That is the whole point of authoritarianism – in creating the illusion of the lack of alternative with the help of informational, administrative, political and police technologies, the illusion shared not only by its supporters, but also by its enemies.

This dialectics is excellently described in the song by B. Okudzhava the first line of which is made the heading – "Let us contrive a despot, so that he alone would reign in our souls". Indeed, any power, not only authoritarian one, has at its heart nothing but people’s opinions; it is really contrived in this sense. However, if a despot is thought out, then the attitude turns over, and as it is said in the last lines of B. Okudzhava’s poem: “Let him bully us and shake his finger at us from the darkness until it finally turns out that we are created by him”.

The disunity

IISEPS researches of many years rather convincingly testify to a quite tangible disunity existing in the Belarusian society. Data of the March opinion poll presented in Table 40 visually confirm this idea. As it can be seen alternative of opinions divides the Belarusian society if not in half, then quite close to it. The mentioned fact expressively disproves official statements about the monolithic character of the society, its unity around the president.

In connection with it let us consider the most important sociological characteristics of the main groups of the population differing in their social status (occupation) in order to define their attitude to the contradictions existing in the society which lead to a social disunity. To single out these groups let us use self-identification of respondents based on the data of the March opinion poll, which allows us to define four main groups: those employed in the public sector, in the private sector, students and pensioners.
	Table 40

	Distribution of respondents’ answers to some topical questions of the present, %


	Variant of answer*
	03'09

	How do you assess the political climate in Belarus as a whole?

	Safe / quiet
	51.0

	Tense / critical, volatile
	43.0

	Which opinion do you agree with?

	Belarus needs stability
	46.3

	Belarus needs changes
	46.2

	Do you trust the president?

	I do
	45.4

	I do not
	38.1

	Is the state of affairs, in your opinion, developing in our country in the right or in the wrong direction as a whole?

	In the right direction
	40.0

	In the wrong direction
	34.9

	Is the activity of the “Top-down command structure“ created by president A. Lukashenko more useful or more harmful for the country, in your opinion?

	More useful
	36.3

	More harmful
	32.1

	Does the circle of president A. Lukashenko consist now of able and enterprising specialists or of “dull“, passive and insufficiently qualified ones?

	Of “dull”, passive and insufficiently qualified ones
	37.5

	Of able and enterprising ones
	32.7

	Some of our citizens are going to celebrate the anniversary of the Belarusian people’s republic declaration on March, 25. What is your attitude to this event?

	No, this event does not deserve attention, and one should not celebrate it
	42.1

	Yes, it is a great event for the Belarusians which should be celebrated
	33.4

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

	Against
	36.3

	For
	34.9

	If a referendum on Belarus joining Russia were being conducted today, how would you vote?

	Against joining
	43.2

	For joining
	33.1

	* Other options are left out in view of the inessential percentage value


A socio-demographic “portrait“ of the mentioned groups is presented in Table 41. As it can be seen, distribution of public sector employees, as well as of students according to gender approximately corresponds to the whole sampling, whereas men predominate among private sector employees and women – among pensioner, which corresponds to the demographic situation in the country. Characteristics of the groups under consideration according to their age and education also agree with demography.

As for the family average per capita income of respondents it is quite evident that the income level is considerably higher in the private sector than in the public one, which once again confirms its higher public effectiveness. Attention can also be paid to a rather low income level of students and pensioners.

As for the geographical distribution of the mentioned groups of the population, it can be seen that private sector employees and students live mainly in cities, and the majority of pensioners–in towns and villages. At that, most of all private sector employees live in the Minsk region and fewest of all – in the West of the country relative to the number of the grown-up population. On the contrary, there turned out to be fewest students in the Center of the country and most of all – in the West. As for the public sector employees and pensioners, their distribution according to the regions only slightly differs from the distribution of the whole population. It can also be mentioned, that distribution of the groups in the East is close to the average in the country.

What are the differences in socio-economic and political views in these groups? It can be clearly seen from the data of Tables 42 and 43. Thus, it can be mentioned that all respondents estimate the dynamics of their financial position for the last three months in a quite pessimistic way; at that in the most pessimistic manner – employees of the public as well as of the private sectors. Most likely, it is connected with the fact that they were the first to feel “the breath“ of the economic crisis.

	Table 41

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the population groups according to their social status, %


	Variant of answer
	Public sector employees (39.2)
	Private sector employees (20.2)
	Students (6.0)
	Pensioners (28.9)

	Gender:

	Male (45.3)
	46.8
	60.8
	42.9
	33.4

	Female (54.7)
	53.2
	39.2
	57.1
	66.6

	Age:

	Up to 50 years of age (60.6)
	77.1
	91.6
	100.0
	2.3

	50 years of age and older (39.4)
	22.8
	8.4
	–
	97.7

	Education:

	Primary/incomplete secondary/secondary (61.1)
	48.4
	44.5
	76.2
	86.3

	Vocational/higher
	51.6
	55.5
	23.8
	13.6

	Average income (including salaries, pensions, allowances and other extra earnings) which fell on each family member last month:

	Up to the minimal consumer budget ($ 142) (57.1)
	54.1
	34.3
	76.7
	67.7

	Over the minimal consumer budget (42.0)
	45.6
	64.2
	20.7
	31.5

	Type of settlement:

	Cities – over 50 thousand residents (53.9)
	54.1
	71.2
	61.8
	39.9

	Towns (fewer than 50 thousand residents) and villages (46.1)
	45.9
	28.8
	38.2
	60.1

	Region of residence:

	Center – Minsk region (32.1)
	32.0
	39.5
	25.1
	29.2

	East – Vitebsk, Mogilev and Gomel regions (41.5)
	42.6
	38.9
	40.6
	43.6

	West – Brest and Grodno regions (26.4)
	25.4
	21.6
	34.3
	27.2

	* Here and Tables 42-46 the interview results of the whole population are given in brackets


	Table 42

	Attitude of the population to the economic problems depending on their social status, %


	Variant of answer
	Public sector employees (39.2)
	Private sector employees (20.2)
	Students (6.0)
	Pensioners (28.9)

	How has your personal financial position changed for the last three months?

	It has improved (1.9)
	1.8
	2.4
	1.0
	2.1

	It has not changed (31.0)
	26.3
	25.5
	37.3
	38.9

	It has become worse (63.8)
	68.4
	67.7
	58.0
	56.5

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

	Completely / more likely satisfied (35.1)
	33.1
	21.4
	16.5
	54.5

	More likely / completely unsatisfied (60.5)
	63.4
	73.0
	71.9
	41.6

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

	It is going to improve (13.7)
	10.3
	8.1
	17.4
	21.7

	It is not going to change (30.5)
	28.9
	28.0
	23.7
	34.9

	It is going to become worse (45.9)
	51.0
	53.5
	46.4
	33.0


Private sector employees and students are satisfied with the present living conditions in Belarus least of all. Pensioners are the most satisfied ones. Only in this group there are more of those who are satisfied with the living conditions than of those who are unsatisfied. In the rest of the groups the situation is reverse. The nearest socio-economic prospects of the country are regarded in all the groups quite pessimistically, especially in the group of private sector employees.
On the whole it can be mentioned that socio-demographic differences of the groups and divergence of opinions as far as questions of Table 42 are concerned are not, to our mind, so considerable to cause the disunity existing in the society.

Now let us scrutinize the political “portrait” of each group (Table 43). Only pensioners in their majority as a whole estimate the direction of the country’s development as right. In the group of public sector employees opinions concerning it have divided almost in half. However, among private sector employees and students the considerable majority regards it as wrong.

	Table 43

	Attitude of the population to some political problems depending on the social status, %


	Variant of answer
	Public sector employees (39.2)
	Private sector employees (20.2)
	Students (6.0)
	Pensioners (28.9)

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

	In the right direction (40.0)
	36.3
	23.4
	23.8
	62.5

	In the wrong direction (34.9)
	35.9
	52.9
	43.2
	16.5

	Which opinion do you agree with? 

	Belarus needs stability (46.3)
	42.6
	28.5
	30.6
	70.4

	Belarus needs changes (46.2)
	51.6
	61.4
	64.0
	21.0

	Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrariness on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Motor Vehicle Inspectorate, the tax inspectorate, courts and other state bodies?

	Definitely/ more likely, yes (37.5)
	33.3
	24.5
	26.3
	56.4

	More likely / definitely, no (56.9)
	62.8
	68.7
	69.8
	36.1

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

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities (32.8)
	28.5
	15.1
	13.3
	58.2

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities (21.6)
	20.6
	32.6
	28.5
	9.6

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes, I do (45.4)
	43.1
	23.3
	30.9
	70.7

	No, I do not (38.1)
	38.2
	56.9
	47.1
	19.1

	If a referendum on Belarus joining up Russia were being conducted today, how would you vote?

	For joining up (43.2)
	49.3
	45.9
	56.9
	31.0

	Against joining up (33.1)
	29.8
	30.2
	24.6
	41.1

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

	Joining up Russia (42.4)
	38.0
	29.0
	27.5
	63.0

	Entering the European Union (35.1)
	39.1
	48.6
	59.3
	12.9

	* Left out are the options with small percentage and those which are not alternative


If the question about what the country needs more – stability or changes – divided all the grown-ups in half, then as it can be seen the overwhelming majority of pensioners supported stability as well as a  considerable number of public  sector employees (the majority among them, however, declared for changes). On the other hand, students and private sector employees in their majority would like changes. It is interesting that the majority which feels protected against possible arbitrariness on the part of the authorities found itself only in the group of pensioners. In the rest of the groups two out of every three people have the opposite point of view. Although a considerable part of respondents avoided answering the question about their attitude to the present authorities, nevertheless it can be clearly seen that the majority of pensioners and public sector employees consider themselves their supporters. Among private sector employees and students there are two times fewer of such people then of those who consider themselves opponents of the present authorities.

Distribution of answers about trust to the president looks similar. As it can be seen the majority of pensioners as well as of public sector employees trust him. In the groups of private sector employees and students, on the other hand, the majority does not trust him.

The views of the representatives of the groups under consideration regarding the international relations problems also differ a lot. In particular, at the hypothetical referendum on Belarus joining Russia only in the group of pensioners the evident majority would prefer to support it. In the rest of the groups the majority would be against it, especially among students. If the question is asked as an alternative one – either Russia or the European Union – then pensioners in the ratio of five to one would support integration with Russia, public sector employees would divide in half, and private sector employees and students in their majority would prefer entering the European Union.

Thus, characteristics of political views of various population groups show a quite considerable difference among the people possessing not the same social status. The present state of affairs in the country to the greatest extent satisfies pensioners, i.e. people whose income level directly depends on the state and is defined personally by the leadership of the country. Any undertakings directed at this level increasing are accompanied by a massive propaganda campaign, praising the authorities and personally the president, which undoubtedly increases their rating.

The situation existing in the country satisfies private sector employees and also students to the least extent. Incomings of the former are determined, in particular, by successfulness of the struggle against the state, against its cupidity, bureaucracy and corruption. As for the latter, their incomings are hardly limited to the scanty scholarships and to a larger extent depend on their parents’ help. Thus, their negative attitude to the state institutions in general, as well as to the leadership of the country is quite clear.

As far as public sector employees are concerned, due to the fact that their incomings are also in many respects defined directly by the leadership of the country, the majority of them are inclined to approve of the authorities and the order existing in the country. However, the insufficient level of material provision and vagueness of prospects of the country’s economic development under the direction of the present ruling establishment arouse opposite tendencies among them. It has especially become apparent nowadays when the first waves of the economic crisis covered the country. It is interesting to note that more than four years ago in September of 2005 when a similar analysis was being conducted the group of public sector employees almost completely interlocked with pensioners regarding most of the political positions. During this time its majority has accomplished a considerable drift from pensioners to their opponents – private sector employees and students, still taking an intermediate stand with regard to many positions.

On the whole the conducted analysis lets us conclude that presence of considerable and significant divergences in the opinions of the groups of the Belarusian population differing in their social status, at that we are talking about divergences of the alternative character, cannot but give rise to a deep disunity in the society. And this disunity is caused mainly by the attitude of the population to the fundamental political problems of the present.

The poor and the rich
As researches of the IISEPS have repeatedly confirmed, the level of well-being determines a quite visible difference in the attitude of people to these or those socially important problems. Let us consider the present-day state of this difference using the population’s assessment of their per capita income level. For that purpose let us divide all the grown-up population into two groups. The first group – we shall call them "the poor" – includes those people whose monthly income per family member does not exceed the level of simple reproduction defined by the size of the minimum consumer budget ($ 142). Today this group constitutes 57.1% of the population. The second group – let us call them "the rich" for our purpose – embraces those, whose per capita income exceeds the minimum consumer budget. Their density makes up 42%.
	Table 44

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the population depending on the income level, %


	Variant of answer
	The poor (57.1)
	The rich (42.0)

	Gender:

	Male (45.3)
	39.5
	52.5

	Female (54.7)
	60.5
	47.5

	Age:

	Up to 50 years old (60.6)
	56.6
	65.7

	50 years old and older (39.4)
	43.4
	34.3

	Education:

	Primary / incomplete secondary / secondary (61.1)
	65.3
	55.5

	Vocational / higher (38.9)
	34.7
	44.5

	Social status:

	Private sector employee (20.2)
	12.2
	31.0

	Public sector employee (39.2)
	37.1
	42.7

	Student (6.0)
	8.0
	2.9

	Pensioner (28.9)
	34.3
	21.7

	Type of settlement:

	Cities – over 50 thousand residents (53.9)
	47.0
	62.6

	Towns (fewer than 50 thousand residents) and villages (46.1)
	53.1
	37.5

	Dwelling region:

	Center – Minsk region (32.1)
	31.1
	34.0

	West – Brest and Grodno regions (26.4)
	30.0
	21.7

	East– Vitebsk, Mogilev and Gomel regions (41.5)
	38.9
	44.3


As the data of Table 44 show, already the socio-demographic characteristics of the two groups possess considerable distinctions. Thus, there are more men among "the rich", and among "the poor", on the contrary, there are more women. "The rich" on average are noticeably younger than "the poor". Their level of education is also higher. Among "the rich" there are more private sector employees and fewer pensioners than among "the poor". There are visibly more of "the rich" in larger settlements than in small ones in which "the poor" predominate.

	Table 45

	Attitude of the population to the economic problems depending on the income level, %


	Variant of answer
	The poor (57.1)
	The rich (42.0)

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

	Completely / rather satisfied (35.1)
	36.9
	32.5

	Rather / completely unsatisfied (60.5)
	60.8
	60.1

	How has your financial position changed for the last three months?

	It has improved (1.9)
	1.2
	2.8

	It has not changed (31.0)
	31.3
	30.4

	It has become worse(63.8)
	65.2
	61.7

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

	It is going to improve (13.7)
	14.7
	12.1

	It is not going to change (30.5)
	33.4
	26.7

	It is going to become worse (45.9)
	43.7
	48.8


	Table 46

	Attitude of the population to some political problems depending on the income level, %


	Variant of answer
	The poor (57.1)
	The rich (42.0)

	Is the state of affairs in our country developing as a whole in the right or in the wrong direction, in your opinion?

	In the right direction (40.0)
	42.9
	36.3

	In the wrong direction (34.9)
	31.2
	39.4

	What relations principle between the state and its citizens would you personally prefer?

	The state should take more care of the people (67.3)
	70.0
	63.4

	People should show initiative and take care of themselves (21.8)
	20.0
	24.5

	In what direction is political life in Belarus developing now?

	Formation of authoritarianism, dictatorship (29.4)
	27.0
	32.4

	Development of democracy (24.7)
	27.8
	20.7

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

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities (32.8)
	35.4
	29.8

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities (21.6)
	20.7
	22.2

	If tomorrow presidential elections took place in Belarus, whom would you vote for?

	A. Lukashenko (39.2)
	43.1
	34.2

	Do you trust the president?

	I do (45.4)
	48.9
	40.9

	I do not (38.1)
	37.1
	38.9

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

	Integration with Russia (42.4)
	41.8
	43.2

	Entering the European Union (35.1)
	35.8
	34.3


The geographic distribution of the population according to the income level is quite interesting. If before it was traditionally considered that the country was divided approximately along the Minsk meridian into the "poor" East and "rich" West, then today this division is in need of reconsideration. The data of Table 44 also show that if on average in the country three "rich" people fall at every four "poor" ones, then in the East (Vitebsk, Mogilev and Gomel regions) and in the center (Minsk region) on the contrary the number of "the rich" notably exceeds the number of "the poor" (by 14% and 9% accordingly).

In the West there are considerably more of "the poor" than "the rich" – by 38%. It is quite possible that such a situation is a consequence of the purposeful state policy which can be conveniently called "material mopping-up" of the West population disposed in the previous years in a pro-Belarusian and anti-Lukashenko way.

As the data of Table 45 show, surprisingly no large distinctions can be observed in the attitude to the economic problems of existence among "the poor" and "the rich". Thus, there are only slightly more of those who are not to a various extent satisfied with today’s living conditions in the country among "the rich" than among "the poor". Among the former ones there are also a little bit fewer of those who indicated that their financial position had become worse for the last quarter. At the same time as far as the nearest socio-economic outlook is concerned, their attitude is just a little more pessimistic than the one of "the poor".
However, these distinctions become more visible as far as policy is concerned (Table 46). Distribution of answers to virtually all the indicator questions possesses a mirror-like character by these groups of respondents. Thus, when assessing the country’s development direction among "the poor" there are more, although slightly (by 6.6 percentage points), of those who consider the present policy right. Among "the rich", on the contrary, there are more of those who have the opposite point of view (by 8.2 percentage points). Among "the poor" there are more than among "the rich" (by the same 6.6 percentage points) of those who are sure that the state should take more care of the people and fewer (by 4.5 percentage points) of those who believe that people should show initiative and take care of themselves.
Among "the rich" almost every third respondent (32.4%) supposes that our country is moving in the direction of authoritarianism and dictatorship formation. Among "the poor" only 27% of respondents think the same. At the same time, if among "the rich" only every fifth respondent considers that democracy is developing in the country, than among "the poor" 27.8% think so (7.1 percentage points more). Among "the poor" 35.4% attribute themselves to the supporters of the present-day authorities, among "the rich" – only 29.8%. Only one third of "the rich" is ready to vote for the present president at the new elections, and among "the poor" there are almost a half of such people. "The poor" and "the rich" also differ in the level of trust towards the president: if among the former almost a half of respondents trust him, then among the latter – 40.9%, which is 8 percentage points fewer.
On the other hand, as far as political future of our country is concerned, "the poor" and "the rich" are almost unanimous – the majority would prefer integration with Russia (41.8% and 43.2% accordingly). 6-8 percentage points fewer respondents (35.8% and 34.7%) supported entering the European Union.
On the whole it is possible to conclude that "the rich" approve of the results of the Belarusian authorities’ long-term activity to a lesser extent than "the poor". That is why, although the leadership of the country understands the mentioned above fact, in spite of the economic crisis they do not aim at withdrawing the artificial impediments restraining development of the private business.
The warm wind from the West

Careful signals about the desirability of relations normalization with the West which Minsk began to give at the beginning of 2007, have acquired at the present time the character of a geopolitical revolution. No, Belarus has not at all become “the outpost of the West” in the East. The level of relations between Minsk and Europe has not even reached yet the relations level of Baku, Astana or Moscow with Brussels, to say nothing about Kyiv or Tbilisi. However, cognition comes through comparison – retreat of the parties from the previous state of the "cold war” is obvious. If one talks about the political sphere, then it has not cost Minsk much so far: in 2008 all prisoners of conscience, including the former presidential contender A. Kozulin, were released; two newspapers “Narodnaya Volya” and “Nasha Niva” were returned into the legal circulation (distribution through the state network of subscription and retail was allowed); political movement headed by another presidential contender A. Milinkevich was registered. That is all, in fact. At the same time, in spite of some procedure improvements, the parliamentary elections in Belarus in September of 2008 were held by the best traditions – none opposition candidate got into the parliament. Nevertheless, the European Council in October, 2008 suspended for half a year visa sanctions imposed in 2006 upon the president of the country and several dozens of eminent representatives of the Belarusian authorities. At that time Belarus was also invited to participate in the Eastern partnership – an initiative of the EU on collaboration with the post-Soviet countries – although on conditions of considerable democratization.
At the end of 2008 and the beginning of 2009 Belarus, which for many years practically had not had any contacts with the West at any high level, virtually became a place of political pilgrimage for the European emissaries, and the visit to Minsk of the EU foreign policy coordinator J. Solana became its peak.
In the middle of March foreign Ministers of the EU decided to extend the suspension of visa sanctions regarding the Belarusian leaders for 9 more months, and on March, 20th at the EU summit Belarus was officially invited into the Eastern partnership already without any conditions.

In what way did the sharp bend of Minsk foreign policy tell on the mass consciousness? The data of Table 47 partly answer this question.
Striking as it might seem, but it looks as if the public consciousness did not actually notice the geopolitical bend of the official Minsk. If before quite low indices of pro-European attitudes could have been explained by the massive anti-Western state propaganda and by the fear to express an opinion which did not coincide with the official one, then now the tone of the official mass media at least with respect to Europe has become moderate and sometimes even favorable, and at the same time the level and frequency of the official Minsk and Europe representatives’ meetings do not testify to the continuation of confrontation. However, we do not observe a sharp increase in pro-European attitudes. It stands to reason, that the attitude of the Belarusians to the membership in the EU is only one although a rather powerful indicator of the Belarusians’ attitude to Europe. As a rule, though, all these indicators demonstrate coordinated dynamics.
	Table 47

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


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

	Yes
	60.9
	56.4
	38.0
	36.6
	37.1
	35.4
	30.1
	34.9

	No
	10.9
	11.9
	44.0
	36.2
	35.0
	35.4
	40.6
	36.3


The European shift becomes a little bit more apparent in the answers to the question about the choice between the two geopolitical “magnets” of Belarus – Russia and Europe (Table 48).

	Table 48

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


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

	Integrating with Russia
	47.6
	47.7
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	45.3
	46.0
	42.4

	Entering the European Union
	36.1
	37.6
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	33.4
	30.1
	35.1


As it can be seen the number of pro-Europeans has slightly grown for the last three months (by 5 percentage points), and the share of the eastern vector adherents has decreased approximately to the same degree. The data of Table 49 also confirm that the interest to the integration with Russia has somewhat decreased.
	Table 49

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


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

	For integration
	47.0
	51.3
	53.8
	57.5
	42.9
	46.4
	43.6
	38.7
	35.7
	33.1

	Against integration
	34.1
	26.4
	26.3
	23.8
	25.0
	33.5
	31.6
	42.2
	38.8
	43.2


The European Union through its high representatives (Czech Minister of Foreign Affairs K. Schwarzenberg, European Commissioner B. Ferrero-Waldner, head of the EU foreign policy J. Solana) announced that the real condition of Europe collaboration with Belarus is non-recognition of Georgian autonomies – Abkhazia and South Ossetia. The Belarusian authorities demonstrate wonders of inventiveness in procrastinating of this question in order not to close the way to Europe for themselves, on the one hand, and not to infuriate Moscow too much, on the other hand. Meanwhile the relative majority of the Belarusians is for the recognition of the Georgian autonomies independence (Table 50).
However, in September, 2008 63% of respondents declared for recognition of Abkhazia and South Ossetia independence, and other 16.7% – for their simple joining Russia. Since then the number of supporters of such actions has decreased a lot, but still remains quite large.
Do these data as well as the data of Table 48 mean that in the Belarusian mass consciousness they as before speak with the words of Mao Zedong: “the wind from the East weighs upon the wind from the West”? Not everything is so simple.

It should be mentioned that the Belarusians do not feel any Euro-phobias. For instance, more than a half of respondents (51.6%) mark that the population in the EU countries lives better than in Belarus. 16.4% of respondents hold to the opposite opinion (Table 51). Almost every second respondent treats positively the fact that some Belarusians work in the European countries permanently or temporarily (negatively – 13.8%); and answering the question where threat for Belarus comes from one third of the respondents does not see such a threat at all, and the same number of respondents see such a threat on the part of the West as well as on the part of the home authorities (16%).

	Table 50

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think Belarus should recognize independence of Abkhazia and South Ossetia following Russia?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, their independence should be recognized
	44.6

	No, their independence should not be recognized
	7.7

	It makes no difference to me
	37.1

	DA/NA
	10.6


	Table 51

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Where does the population live better, in your opinion – in Belarus or in the EU countries?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'05
	06'06
	03'08
	03'09

	In the EU countries
	51.0
	42.7
	52.0
	51.6

	In Belarus
	26.9
	31.3
	20.8
	16.4

	Life is the same in Belarus and in the EU countries
	–*
	14.2
	15.7
	18.8

	* The variant of answer was not offered


	Table 52

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Not long ago negotiations between A. Lukashenko and former NATO Secretary General, present EU High Representative Javier Solana took place in Minsk for the first time. Some people support these negotiations believing that they develop collaboration of Belarus with the European Union, others oppose them thinking that they worsen our relations with Russia. And what is your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	I support these negotiations
	47.4

	I do not support these negotiations
	12.4

	It makes no difference to me
	39.2

	NA
	1.0


Answers to the question concerning the mentioned above subject – visit to Minsk of the head of European diplomacy J. Solana are quite revealing (Table 52).

It is interesting to compare these data with Table 48. The relative majority is notionally for the eastern vector. However, the ratio of the opinions changes when the choice is offered in a practical context.
At the same time the majority of the Belarusians feel their distance from Europe. At that the cultural distance is felt much more than the political one. To the question “Do you perceive yourself as a European, do you feel your belonging to the culture and history of the European society?” 37% answered in the affirmative and 53% – in the negative. It is interesting to note that the same question was asked exactly three years ago when the presidential campaign was in full swing and was accompanied by tough confrontation of the official Minsk with the West. However, the shares of those who answered in the affirmative and in the negative have not changed during this time. In other words, such civilized identification is an invariant, which does not change much following the current political situation.
The data of Table 53 illustrate the ambivalent attitude to the West, too. As it can be seen the feeling of the West hostility is peculiar to the Belarusians to a rather small extent. However, the feeling of difference against the West is perhaps the most widespread.
On the other hand, all the indicators enumerated above are by implication connected with the estimations of the present sharp bend in the policy of Minsk. And what is the attitude to the foreign policy “volte-face” itself?
Before we pass on to an analysis of answers to the corresponding question, we should mention that rapprochement of the official Minsk with Europe not being accompanied by a significant change of the political climate in the country has provoked a rather critical attitude of the largest part of the opposition: in the opinion of these critics, Europe has betrayed its principles and Belarusian democracy with the help of such a policy (Table 54).

	Table 53

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the following opinions about "the West" correspond to your personal idea about it? "The West is…" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is a different civilization, an alien world with its laws, with different people and relations between them  
	37.2

	These are the most well-to-do and successful countries where people live well and quietly
	29.6

	These are the countries of democracy, lawful states which are an example of modern development
	28.7

	This is no more than a geographical indication of countries which are located to the west of Belarus
	17.0

	This is a rational and cold world with formal and selfish relations between people 
	14.0

	These are the highest achievements of culture, science, philosophy, art, etc. 
	13.7

	These are the states and political forces which will always be hostile to our country
	10.2


	Table 54

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Since autumn of 2008 a certain improvement of relations between the Belarusian authorities and the European Union has been observed: high-level meetings have become more frequent, visa sanctions of the EU against the top officials have been suspended, Belarus was offered to join the collaboration program with the EU – Eastern partnership. Different opinions are being expressed concerning the change. Which of them do you agree with to the greatest extent?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	The European Union has acted rightly, it should respect the choice of the Belarusian people and collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support 
	37.9

	The European Union has acted rightly, because whatever the authorities of Belarus are–the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	17.6

	The European Union has betrayed its principles meeting the Belarusian authorities halfway
	11.8

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	10.9

	DA
	24.6


Purely arithmetically the new policy of Minsk, or more precisely the new policy of Europe, is supported by the majority – 53.6% have chosen either the first or the second variants of answer. At that the same positive estimation turns out to be conditioned on two fundamentally different motives: in spite of the fact that respondents could choose several answers, only 1.9% of the general number of the polled chose the first as well as the second variant of answers simultaneously.
This “unity in a split” becomes especially visible if one regards the answers to the question of Table 54 in the context of political and geopolitical preferences of respondents. For the sake of simplification the data are given only regarding the groups with particular positions (Table 55).
The data of Table 55 demonstrate that the majority of the Belarusians approving of the new policy of Europe is formed across the traditional political and even geopolitical partitions. More than a half of the present authorities’ supporters approve of the Europe’s bend following the standard formula of the Belarusian official paradigm – the world and Europe in particular should recognize us the way we are. The fact that “recognition” may prove to be a mechanism leading Belarus out of the Russian sphere of influence turns out a less important circumstance not only for the supporters of the authorities, but even for the adherents of integration with Russia. Among them the share of those who reject the new policy of the EU exactly owing to its supposed anti-Russian character is highest possible; however, in a sense, loyalty to the authorities turns out to be a stronger factor in this group, too.
Distribution of motives by the opponents of the authorities and supporters of Euro-integration is evener. The main motive according to which they favor the new policy of Brussels is a desire for Belarus to find itself as far as possible from Russia. Nevertheless, the motive of recognition of the present authorities on the part of Europe proves to be important for many of its opponents – so to speak, though the authorities are bad, they are still ours. It is not surprising that the share of those who suppose that Europe has betrayed its principles by way of pacifying A. Lukashenko is highest possible exactly in the group of the authorities’ opponents. On the other hand, the desire to find themselves farther from Russia and closer to Europe even with the unloved president is a stronger factor among them.
The data of Table 55 let us give an additional explanation to the paradoxical fact that the evident normalization of relations between Minsk and Brussels did not arouse any visible growth in the number of Euro-integration supporters (see Table 47). Perception of the new policy of Europe as a betrayal could even have alienated the Belarusians disposed in a pro-European way from their traditional choice. At the same time it is unlikely that a large share of the authorities’ adherents could have managed to pass from the approval of the new EU policy to the deep pro-European aspirations for a short period of time. Thus the absence of growth in the number of “Euro-Belarusians” might be caused by the influence of the opposite tendencies, by the reorganization in the group of supporters of this geopolitical choice.
	Table 55

	Connection of the EU policy concerning normalization of relations with Belarus with geopolitical and political preferences, %



	Variant of answer
	Trust to the president
	Attitude to the authorities
	Attitude to Belarus entering the EU
	Choice between the RF and the EU

	
	Trust (45.4)*
	Do not trust (38.1)
	Supporters of the authorities (32.8)
	Opponents of the authorities (21.6)
	For 
(34.9)
	Against (36.3)
	With the RF

(42.4)
	With the EU

(35.1)

	The European Union should collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support
	53.1
	21.2
	53.9
	19.6
	29.5
	47.9
	46.9
	30.7

	The European Union has acted rightly as the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	9.0
	29.0
	8.2
	32.1
	30.6
	9.7
	10.1
	31.1

	The European Union has betrayed its principles
	9.0
	16.5
	10.5
	17.8
	11.7
	12.0
	9.8
	16.4

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	13.2
	8.2
	13.1
	9.2
	7.6
	14.8
	15.6
	7.2

	* Figures in brackets are the share of those who have chosen the correspondent answer among all the respondents


The EU Eastern partnership program provides for the strengthening of Europe’s influence in the countries to which this program is offered, including in Belarus. It is a vexed question whether this means belittling and weakening of the influence of Russia, if one does not consider international policy to be a game with a zero sum. The above given data show that the Belarusian society, as a whole, does not consider it to be so. In spite of the remaining high level of sympathy for Russia, the new policy of Europe enjoys in Belarus support of the majority, although it is formed on the basis of rather different motivations.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in March, 2009, %

1. "Was the devaluation of January, 2nd unexpected for you?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age, years old 

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

	It was completely unexpected
	55.2
	59.7
	58.0
	43.9
	44.7
	44.1
	57.6
	71.6

	I did not rule out that it might happen
	30.9
	32.3
	33.3
	40.2
	35.9
	37.9
	29.3
	19.3

	I was sure that it would happen
	12.5
	8.0
	8.7
	15.2
	19.3
	16.9
	13.1
	4.9

	NA
	1.4
	0
	0
	0.7
	0.1
	1.1
	0
	4.2


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It was completely unexpected
	74.7
	70.0
	57.8
	44.9
	37.9

	I did not rule out that it might happen
	15.3
	21.0
	32.1
	39.1
	35.2

	I was sure that it would happen
	2.9
	7.0
	9.9
	15.4
	26.5

	NA
	7.1
	2.0
	0.2
	0.6
	0.4


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It was completely unexpected
	40.7
	49.5
	59.6
	70.3
	64.0

	I did not rule out that it might happen
	37.1
	35.5
	33.7
	19.9
	30.2

	I was sure that it would happen
	21.2
	14.8
	6.7
	5.9
	5.8

	NA
	1.0
	0.2
	0
	3.9
	0


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
	Grodno and its region

	It was completely unexpected
	55.2
	63.5
	48.6
	57.5
	61.8
	58.2
	43.3

	I did not rule out that it might happen
	29.0
	24.9
	30.3
	28.2
	25.5
	34.2
	44.6

	I was sure that it would happen
	15.1
	11.2
	20.6
	12.7
	9.9
	3.8
	12.0

	NA
	0.7
	0.4
	0.5
	1.6
	2.8
	3.8
	0.1


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of setlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It was completely unexpected
	55.2
	55.3
	52.6
	55.2
	55.9

	I did not rule out that it might happen
	29.0
	30.8
	32.3
	33.6
	30.0

	I was sure that it would happen
	15.1
	12.6
	13.5
	11.2
	11.2

	NA
	0.7
	1.7
	1.6
	0
	1.9


2. "What do you think of the authorities’ statement made the day before, that there would be no devaluation?"
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 +

	The authorities deceived people not saying anything about the impending devaluation
	64.2
	66.1
	75.5
	71.2
	71.9
	64.0
	62.3
	53.1

	The authorities did not have to say anything about the devaluation so that the ruble downfall did not become worse
	34.0
	30.6
	23.0
	28.0
	27.5
	33.9
	36.1
	43.7

	NA
	1.8
	3.3
	1.5
	0.8
	0.6
	2.1
	1.6
	3.2


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	The authorities deceived people not saying anything about the impending devaluation
	61.2
	55.5
	67.4
	68.7
	59.0

	The authorities did not have to say anything about the devaluation so that the ruble downfall did not become worse
	34.7
	42.0
	31.0
	30.2
	39.2

	NA
	4.1
	2.5
	1.6
	1.1
	1.8


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	The authorities deceived people not saying anything about the impending devaluation
	69.0
	66.8
	72.2
	54.3
	69.8

	The authorities did not have to say anything about the devaluation so that the ruble downfall did not become worse
	29.7
	31.8
	26.7
	42.5
	27.9

	NA
	1.3
	1.4
	1.1
	3.2
	2.3


Table 2.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	The authorities deceived people not saying anything about the impending devaluation
	69.4
	65.7
	64.2
	51.9
	78.3
	63.6
	54.5

	The authorities did not have to say anything about the devaluation so that the ruble downfall did not become worse
	30.6
	33.9
	33.9
	43.1
	17.0
	35.3
	44.6

	NA
	0
	0.4
	1.9
	5.0
	4.7
	1.1
	0.9


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The authorities deceived people not saying anything about the impending devaluation
	69.4
	59.3
	69.4
	58.8
	63.2

	The authorities did not have to say anything about the devaluation so that the ruble downfall did not become worse
	30.6
	37.2
	28.4
	40.8
	34.2

	NA
	0
	3.5
	2.2
	0.2
	2.6


3. "Has the devaluation of the Belarusian ruble affected your financial position?"
Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It has affected it considerably
	45.5
	33.9
	48.2
	54.1
	51.9
	54.0
	46.9
	32.0

	It has affected it to a little degree
	35.4
	46.8
	36.7
	31.6
	38.0
	33.6
	40.1
	31.5

	It has not affected it
	13.8
	14.5
	7.9
	8.3
	7.5
	10.0
	6.3
	28.6

	DA/NA
	5.3
	4.8
	7.2
	7.0
	2.6
	3.4
	6.7
	7.9


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It has affected it considerably
	27.6
	37.0
	49.5
	53.2
	44.7

	It has affected it to a little degree
	24.7
	34.5
	34.7
	36.8
	43.8

	It has not affected it
	40.6
	19.5
	10.8
	6.4
	8.0

	DA/NA
	7.1
	9.0
	5.0
	3.6
	3.5


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It has affected it considerably
	51.3
	50.5
	39.6
	33.9
	56.5

	It has affected it to a little degree
	36.6
	37.5
	42.9
	31.4
	29.4

	It has not affected it
	8.5
	7.9
	11.0
	27.0
	9.4

	DA/NA
	3.6
	4.1
	6.5
	7.7
	4.7


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
	Grodno and its region

	It has affected it considerably
	47.2
	37.1
	51.6
	29.8
	65.4
	47.6
	38.6

	It has affected it to a little degree
	33.1
	40.5
	38.2
	38.1
	20.9
	41.1
	36.9

	It has not affected it
	14.2
	13.4
	7.8
	27.1
	6.2
	9.2
	20.2

	DA/NA
	5.5
	9.0
	2.4
	5.0
	7.5
	2.1
	4.3


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It has affected it considerably
	47.2
	56.5
	44.7
	51.1
	36.3

	It has affected it to a little degree
	33.1
	33.6
	36.6
	36.9
	36.3

	It has not affected it
	14.2
	5.9
	13.6
	7.7
	21.2

	DA/NA
	5.5
	4.0
	5.1
	4.3
	6.2


4. "Is in your opinion other sharp devaluation of the Belarusian ruble possible before the end of 2009?"
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 +

	Yes
	55.5
	69.4
	64.5
	68.9
	63.9
	64.1
	56.5
	33.3

	No
	25.3
	14.5
	19.6
	15.0
	22.2
	21.7
	24.6
	37.3

	DA/NA
	19.2
	16.1
	15.9
	16.1
	23.9
	14.2
	28.9
	29.4


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	37.1
	38.3
	55.0
	65.6
	70.8

	No
	30.0
	30.8
	26.8
	22.2
	17.7

	DA/NA
	32.9
	30.9
	18.2
	12.2
	11.5


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	69.3
	61.0
	62.2
	35.5
	62.8

	No
	15.4
	23.4
	21.1
	35.9
	23.3

	DA/NA
	15.4
	15.5
	16.7
	28.6
	14.1


Table 4.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	55.7
	48.5
	67.4
	55.8
	64.6
	33.2
	60.3

	No
	21.4
	33.5
	27.1
	23.8
	28.0
	43.5
	22.6

	DA/NA
	22.9
	18.0
	15.5
	10.4
	7.4
	23.3
	17.1


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	55.7
	61.3
	58.1
	63.1
	46.9

	No
	21.4
	15.0
	23.2
	16.7
	38.7

	DA/NA
	22.9
	23.7
	18.7
	20.2
	14.4


5. "Has your trust in the authorities changed after the devaluation of January, 2nd?"
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 +

	I have begun to trust the authorities more
	1.8
	1.6
	0.7
	0.8
	0.7
	1.4
	0.5
	4.9

	My trust has not changed
	53.6
	45.2
	46.8
	48.1
	55.6
	46.9
	57.8
	59.8

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	42.4
	50.0
	50.4
	49.6
	42.4
	49.3
	40.6
	31.9

	NA
	2.2
	3.2
	2.1
	1.5
	1.7
	2.4
	1.1
	3.4


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I have begun to trust the authorities more
	3.6
	4.5
	1.3
	0.8
	1.3

	My trust has not changed
	58.0
	60.7
	50.9
	48.9
	57.9

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	34.4
	31.8
	46.6
	48.1
	38.1

	NA
	4.0
	3.0
	1.3
	2.2
	2.7


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I have begun to trust the authorities more
	0.7
	1.2
	1.1
	4.1
	0

	My trust has not changed
	50.0
	54.0
	43.3
	58.7
	49.4

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	46.4
	44.2
	52.2
	34.0
	48.2

	NA
	2.9
	0.6
	3.4
	3.2
	2.4


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
	Grodno and its region

	I have begun to trust the authorities more
	0
	3.9
	0
	8.3
	0
	0
	2.1

	My trust has not changed
	71.8
	54.1
	56.7
	53.0
	35.1
	45.7
	53.4

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	27.8
	41.6
	41.9
	32.6
	63.5
	53.8
	38.9

	NA
	0.4
	0.4
	1.4
	6.1
	1.4
	0.5
	5.6


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I have begun to trust the authorities more
	0
	0.8
	2.6
	3.0
	2.4

	My trust has not changed
	71.8
	42.5
	52.6
	51.9
	51.2

	I have begun to trust the authorities less
	27.8
	54.7
	43.5
	42.1
	43.0

	NA
	0.4
	2.0
	1.3
	3.0
	3.4


6. "To what extent are you satisfied with the present-day conditions of life in Belarus?"
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 +

	I am completely satisfied
	4.0
	1.6
	1.4
	0.8
	4.4
	1.7
	3.6
	7.7

	I am more likely satisfied than not
	31.3
	18.0
	18.7
	19.7
	25.1
	24.2
	34.9
	48.1

	I am more likely unsatisfied 
	43.6
	57.4
	49.6
	44.7
	48.8
	52.9
	36.5
	32.1

	I am completely unsatisfied
	16.9
	14.8
	23.7
	26.5
	19.0
	18.0
	18.2
	8.6

	DA/NA
	4.2
	8.2
	6.6
	8.3
	2.7
	3.2
	6.8
	3.5


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I am completely satisfied
	4.1
	11.9
	2.2
	3.3
	1.8

	I am more likely satisfied than not
	51.8
	42.3
	27.7
	22.9
	26.9

	I am more likely unsatisfied 
	25.3
	32.3
	46.5
	51.7
	47.6

	I am completely unsatisfied
	14.7
	10.4
	16.9
	19.3
	19.8

	DA/NA
	4.1
	3.0
	6.7
	2.8
	3.9


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I am completely satisfied
	1.6
	3.9
	1.1
	7.1
	0

	I am more likely satisfied than not
	19.9
	21.9
	14.8
	47.5
	17.6

	I am more likely unsatisfied 
	48.5
	45.0
	56.8
	33.1
	54.1

	I am completely unsatisfied
	24.4
	18.0
	15.9
	8.3
	25.9

	DA/NA
	5.6
	11.2
	11.4
	4.0
	2.4


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
	Grodno and its region

	I am completely satisfied
	4.3
	2.6
	3.2
	3.3
	4.2
	1.6
	8.2

	I am more likely satisfied than not
	25.7
	15.9
	34.9
	38.1
	18.4
	41.1
	46.8

	I am more likely unsatisfied 
	39.5
	56.2
	48.6
	40.9
	47.2
	36.2
	34.8

	I am completely unsatisfied
	28.9
	22.3
	11.5
	14.4
	21.2
	10.3
	6.9

	DA/NA
	1.6
	3.0
	1.8
	3.3
	9.0
	10.8
	3.3


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I am completely satisfied
	4.3
	3.6
	2.6
	3.0
	5.4

	I am more likely satisfied than not
	25.7
	29.8
	28.7
	29.3
	37.1

	I am more likely unsatisfied 
	39.5
	46.8
	46.8
	47.4
	40.1

	I am completely unsatisfied
	28.9
	8.3
	19.4
	13.4
	15.0

	DA/NA
	1.6
	11.5
	2.3
	6.9
	2.4


7. "The authorities have announced forthcoming liberalization of the economy. What do you think it is connected with?"

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 +

	With the world financial and economic crisis
	42.6
	46.8
	51.8
	39.1
	41.8
	41.7
	45.0
	40.0

	With the pressure of the West on the Belarusian leadership
	28.6
	21.0
	20.1
	35.3
	30.6
	30.6
	30.4
	26.4

	It is a natural development stage of the Belarusian economy
	11.3
	12.9
	9.4
	10.5
	10.2
	14.6
	14.7
	9.1

	DA/NA
	17.5
	19.3
	18.7
	15.1
	17.4
	13.1
	9.9
	24.5


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	With the world financial and economic crisis
	31.2
	44.5
	43.6
	45.7
	41.9

	With the pressure of the West on the Belarusian leadership
	18.2
	23.0
	29.5
	33.2
	31.7

	It is a natural development stage of the Belarusian economy
	12.4
	10.0
	10.5
	11.9
	12.8

	DA/NA
	38.2
	22.5
	16.4
	9.2
	13.6


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	With the world financial and economic crisis
	40.1
	44.1
	55.6
	41.0
	35.3

	With the pressure of the West on the Belarusian leadership
	34.5
	28.8
	17.8
	25.9
	30.6

	It is a natural development stage of the Belarusian economy
	9.4
	13.6
	7.8
	10.1
	11.8

	DA/NA
	16.0
	13.5
	18.8
	23.0
	22.2


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
	Grodno and its region

	With the world financial and economic crisis
	49.2
	42.5
	42.0
	41.4
	30.3
	42.1
	48.5

	With the pressure of the West on the Belarusian leadership
	26.6
	39.5
	43.8
	32.0
	17.1
	27.9
	14.2

	It is a natural development stage of the Belarusian economy
	7.1
	12.0
	6.8
	16.0
	10.9
	15.8
	12.9

	DA/NA
	17.1
	6.0
	7.4
	10.6
	41.7
	14.2
	24.4


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	With the world financial and economic crisis
	49.2
	32.4
	35.4
	48.7
	46.3

	With the pressure of the West on the Belarusian leadership
	26.6
	27.7
	32.5
	27.2
	28.2

	It is a natural development stage of the Belarusian economy
	7.1
	11.1
	17.4
	9.1
	11.2

	DA/NA
	17.1
	28.8
	14.7
	15.1
	14.3


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

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 +

	It is going to improve
	13.7
	19.2
	13.7
	7.6
	11.2
	6.6
	11.6
	22.7

	It is not going to change
	30.5
	29.0
	31.7
	22.0
	25.4
	28.5
	31.6
	37.4

	It is going to become worse
	45.8
	40.3
	45.3
	60.6
	54.2
	56.6
	42.6
	30.0

	DA/NA
	10.0
	11.5
	9.3
	9.8
	9.0
	8.2
	14.2
	9.9


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is going to improve
	24.6
	22.0
	13.1
	6.7
	10.6

	It is not going to change
	36.3
	36.5
	31.1
	28.1
	22.6

	It is going to become worse
	27.5
	27.0
	45.3
	59.2
	57.1

	DA/NA
	11.7
	14.5
	10.5
	6.0
	9.7


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	It is going to improve
	8.1
	10.3
	17.8
	21.7
	11.8

	It is not going to change
	28.0
	28.8
	23.3
	34.8
	35.3

	It is going to become worse
	53.4
	51.1
	46.7
	33.0
	49.4

	DA/NA
	10.5
	9.8
	12.2
	10.5
	3.5


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
	Grodno and its region

	It is going to improve
	13.1
	6.0
	11.5
	22.8
	12.3
	14.7
	16.8

	It is not going to change
	40.1
	36.1
	26.3
	39.4
	16.6
	12.5
	38.4

	It is going to become worse
	34.9
	54.9
	59.9
	26.1
	50.7
	63.0
	33.6

	DA/NA
	11.9
	3.0
	2.3
	11.7
	20.4
	9.8
	11.2


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is going to improve
	13.1
	11.5
	14.2
	9.1
	17.2

	It is not going to change
	40.1
	19.8
	33.5
	25.0
	31.8

	It is going to become worse
	34.9
	50.0
	44.8
	58.6
	44.1

	DA/NA
	11.9
	18.7
	7.5
	7.3
	6.9


9. "If you believe that the economic crisis has begun in Belarus, then what opinion concerning it, do you agree with?"

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 +

	Serious shocks are expecting our country’s economy 
	17.5
	53.2
	61.9
	59.8
	59.3
	60.6
	48.7
	34.2

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect the fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to stabilize soon
	34.6
	19.4
	18.7
	21.2
	21.7
	22.5
	29.3
	35.7

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	16.5
	1.6
	0.7
	1.5
	0.3
	0.7
	1.0
	0.7

	DA/NA
	31.4
	29.8
	18.7
	17.5
	18.7
	16.2
	21.0
	29.4


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Serious shocks are expecting our country’s economy 
	38.2
	30.5
	51.0
	63.7
	63.3

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect the fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to stabilize soon
	31.8
	36.0
	27.7
	21.1
	17.7

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	1.8
	0
	0.5
	0.6
	0.9

	DA/NA
	28.2
	23.5
	20.8
	14.6
	18.1


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Serious shocks are expecting our country’s economy 
	63.5
	54.0
	66.7
	35.4
	58.8

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect the fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to stabilize soon
	16.9
	27.8
	12.2
	34.7
	20.0

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	1.3
	0.5
	1.1
	0.7
	0

	DA/NA
	18.6
	17.7
	20.0
	29.2
	21.2


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
	Grodno and its region

	Serious shocks are expecting our country’s economy 
	56.9
	48.7
	61.9
	33.7
	56.4
	70.1
	34.8

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect the fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to stabilize soon
	29.2
	37.9
	26.6
	14.9
	11.8
	21.7
	36.1

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	0
	1.1
	3.4

	DA/NA
	13.9
	13.4
	11.5
	50.8
	31.8
	7.1
	25.7


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Serious shocks are expecting our country’s economy 
	56.9
	55.6
	47.4
	56.7
	47.0

	It is a temporary phenomenon which does not affect the fundamentals of our economy and the situation is going to stabilize soon
	29.2
	18.7
	23.9
	26.6
	30.0

	I have not heard anything about the crisis
	0
	1.2
	0
	0.9
	1.3

	DA/NA
	13.9
	24.5
	27.7
	15.8
	21.7


10. "If you believe that the economic crisis has begun in Belarus, then to what extent can it be considered the consequence of the country’s leadership economic policy of the last 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 +

	Virtually in full measure 
	17.5
	14.8
	23.0
	24.4
	21.3
	22.2
	13.7
	9.6

	To a considerable extent
	34.6
	42.6
	41.7
	36.6
	35.5
	37.8
	36.3
	26.6

	To a slight extent
	16.5
	13.1
	10.8
	14.5
	14.9
	15.6
	21.1
	19.0

	It is impossible to say that it is the reason for the economic crisis 
	9.4
	4.9
	7.9
	2.3
	3.0
	1.7
	4.2
	5.9

	DA/NA
	22.0
	24.6
	16.6
	15.2
	25.3
	22.5
	24.7
	19.9


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Virtually in full measure 
	8.2
	12.0
	17.3
	23.6
	20.4

	To a considerable extent
	30.6
	27.5
	36.0
	35.6
	38.9

	To a slight extent
	20.0
	15.5
	15.3
	18.3
	14.2

	It is impossible to say that it is the reason for the economic crisis 
	8.8
	11.5
	10.6
	6.7
	9.7

	DA/NA
	32.4
	33.5
	20.8
	15.8
	16.8


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Virtually in full measure 
	31.9
	14.2
	17.6
	10.5
	25.9

	To a considerable extent
	33.2
	41.3
	52.7
	25.3
	21.2

	To a slight extent
	11.4
	17.0
	9.9
	20.1
	18.8

	It is impossible to say that it is the reason for the economic crisis 
	5.9
	9.8
	2.2
	12.3
	11.8

	DA/NA
	17.6
	17.7
	17.6
	31.8
	22.3


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
	Grodno and its region

	Virtually in full measure 
	32.0
	23.3
	18.1
	5.5
	14.2
	9.2
	14.6

	To a considerable extent
	38.3
	45.3
	30.1
	26.5
	36.0
	47.6
	18.9

	To a slight extent
	10.7
	13.8
	23.6
	11.0
	9.0
	24.3
	23.6

	It is impossible to say that it is the reason for the economic crisis 
	8.3
	3.9
	16.2
	6.1
	5.2
	13.0
	13.3

	DA/NA
	10.7
	13.7
	12.0
	50.9
	35.6
	5.9
	29.6


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Virtually in full measure 
	32.0
	13.0
	20.1
	10.8
	13.7

	To a considerable extent
	38.3
	35.2
	28.8
	43.5
	32.0

	To a slight extent
	10.7
	15.4
	13.6
	21.1
	19.7

	It is impossible to say that it is the reason for the economic crisis 
	8.3
	10.2
	7.8
	6.5
	12.0

	DA/NA
	10.7
	26.0
	29.7
	18.1
	22.6


11. "Are fundamental changes possible in home and foreign policy of Belarus within the next five years, in your opinion?"

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 +

	Quite possible 
	39.9
	58.7
	41.0
	51.5
	38.8
	37.8
	44.3
	33.1

	Unlikely
	37.9
	25.4
	41.0
	32.6
	40.8
	43.8
	35.4
	35.6

	Impossible
	12.9
	11.1
	8.6
	10.6
	12.9
	11.1
	12.5
	16.5

	DA/NA
	9.3
	4.8
	9.4
	5.3
	7.5
	7.3
	7.8
	14.8


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Quite possible 
	37.8
	42.0
	56.0
	35.5
	38.4

	Unlikely
	43.6
	39.6
	33.0
	33.6
	32.6

	Impossible
	9.1
	11.8
	7.7
	16.0
	23.3

	DA/NA
	9.5
	6.6
	3.3
	14.9
	5.7


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Quite possible 
	37.8
	42.0
	56.0
	35.5
	38.4

	Unlikely
	43.6
	39.6
	33.0
	33.6
	32.6

	Impossible
	9.1
	11.8
	7.7
	16.0
	23.3

	DA/NA
	9.5
	6.6
	3.3
	14.9
	5.7


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
	Grodno and its region

	Quite possible 
	34.0
	32.6
	47.0
	38.1
	50.0
	37.5
	41.4

	Unlikely
	44.7
	45.1
	33.6
	39.2
	21.9
	39.7
	39.7

	Impossible
	10.3
	11.6
	19.4
	18.8
	8.1
	14.7
	9.5

	DA/NA
	11.0
	10.7
	0
	3.9
	20.0
	8.1
	9.4


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Quite possible 
	34.0
	58.7
	31.9
	44.0
	36.3

	Unlikely
	44.7
	24.2
	46.5
	38.8
	35.7

	Impossible
	10.3
	2.8
	17.4
	7.2
	19.6

	DA/NA
	11.0
	14.3
	4.2
	10.0
	8.4


12. "If you think that such changes are possible, who in your opinion is going to trigger them?"

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 +

	Belarusian authorities
	32.1
	35.5
	30.9
	35.6
	25.8
	36.0
	37.7
	30.1

	The Belarusian people
	20.3
	21.0
	23.0
	16.7
	18.0
	22.5
	21.5
	20.2

	The West
	22.1
	24.2
	26.8
	29.3
	27.8
	22.5
	20.4
	14.3

	The Belarusian opposition
	10.5
	11.5
	12.9
	9.8
	11.9
	10.7
	9.4
	8.9

	Russia
	9.8
	9.7
	11.5
	16.7
	11.9
	11.1
	8.4
	5.2

	DA/NA
	14.7
	9.7
	11.5
	15.2
	15.9
	12.5
	15.7
	16.5


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Belarusian authorities
	29.4
	38.8
	34.4
	29.9
	26.0

	The Belarusian people
	23.5
	11.9
	23.8
	19.2
	18.1

	The West
	13.6
	15.0
	19.0
	29.4
	30.8

	The Belarusian opposition
	7.1
	7.0
	9.4
	12.8
	15.4

	Russia
	4.1
	9.0
	9.7
	11.4
	12.8

	DA/NA
	14.1
	15.5
	15.7
	13.6
	14.2


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Вариант ответа
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Belarusian authorities
	28.8
	34.9
	31.1
	31.1
	30.2

	The Belarusian people
	22.9
	19.7
	27.8
	19.2
	11.8

	The West
	29.4
	23.4
	26.7
	14.9
	19.8

	The Belarusian opposition
	13.7
	9.3
	13.3
	8.9
	12.9

	Russia
	12.4
	10.6
	11.1
	5.5
	15.1

	DA/NA
	16.3
	13.2
	8.9
	16.9
	14.1


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

	Belarusian authorities
	41.1
	33.0
	22.5
	33.7
	21.8
	26.6
	42.5

	The Belarusian people
	33.2
	34.8
	5.1
	21.5
	16.1
	14.1
	13.7

	The West
	22.9
	18.0
	41.3
	14.9
	15.1
	30.4
	13.3

	The Belarusian opposition
	11.1
	4.7
	22.0
	9.9
	8.0
	14.6
	4.7

	Russia
	13.9
	4.3
	18.8
	5.5
	1.4
	20.1
	4.7

	DA/NA
	16.6
	13.7
	5.1
	12.7
	32.2
	4.9
	15.9


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarusian authorities
	41.1
	30.8
	32.9
	24.9
	31.0

	The Belarusian people
	33.2
	16.6
	13.9
	16.4
	21.3

	The West
	22.9
	27.8
	16.5
	35.2
	15.9

	The Belarusian opposition
	11.1
	13.0
	11.0
	16.8
	5.4

	Russia
	13.9
	16.6
	3.9
	14.6
	5.4

	DA/NA
	16.6
	25.0
	12.6
	10.8
	11.4


13. "Would you like such changes to happen?"
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 +

	Yes
	46.6
	53.2
	62.3.
	54.9
	56.9
	52.6
	48.2
	25.2

	No
	19.4
	16.1
	9.4
	13.5
	16.9
	13.8
	19.4
	31.2

	It makes no difference to me
	18.5
	16.1
	14.5
	17.3
	14.6
	14.9
	15.2
	27.5

	DA/NA
	15.5
	14.5
	13.8
	14.3
	11.6
	18.7
	17.2
	12.1


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	19.4
	30.5
	51.4
	55.1
	56.2

	No
	39.4
	19.5
	14.8
	16.9
	19.5

	It makes no difference to me
	27.1
	28.0
	17.1
	15.5
	11.9

	DA/NA
	14.1
	22.0
	16.7
	12.5
	12.4


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	56.2
	52.4
	63.7
	26.0
	58.8

	No
	9.5
	18.4
	9.9
	30.1
	16.5

	It makes no difference to me
	21.6
	12.1
	11.0
	26.9
	17.6

	DA/NA
	12.7
	17.1
	15.4
	29.0
	17.1


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
	43.5
	60.1
	35.9
	55.8
	42.7
	42.2
	46.1

	No
	13.8
	8.2
	29.0
	20.4
	18.0
	27.6
	22.0

	It makes no difference to me
	22.9
	24.0
	22.2
	13.8
	10.3
	12.4
	20.7

	DA/NA
	19.8
	7.7
	12.9
	10.0
	28.9
	17.8
	11.2


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	43.5
	41.5
	57.8
	52.6
	40.0

	No
	13.8
	12.3
	16.1
	15.9
	30.3

	It makes no difference to me
	22.9
	23.3
	12.6
	13.4
	20.0

	DA/NA
	19.8
	22.9
	12.5
	18.1
	9.7


14. "What, in your opinion, can quite high support of A. Lukashenko in the Belarusian society be accounted by?"

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 +

	By the hope that he will manage to make the life better in future
	31.9
	22.6
	25.4
	21.2
	23.7
	26.7
	37.2
	46.6

	By his personal and professional qualities
	15.1
	6.5
	8.0
	8.3
	10.8
	13.5
	13.2
	25.9

	By his real progress and achievements
	13.1
	8.1
	5.1
	5.3
	11.2
	6.6
	14.1
	24.7

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	44.2
	52.5
	54.0
	50.8
	52.9
	52.2
	44.5
	25.2

	DA
	11.4
	16.1
	15.1
	18.9
	12.9
	11.8
	8.9
	6.7


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	By the hope that he will manage to make the life better in future
	50.0
	41.3
	28.6
	28.9
	22.5

	By his personal and professional qualities
	20.0
	29.9
	11.4
	12.5
	11.9

	By his real progress and achievements
	24.1
	21.5
	12.1
	8.0
	8.4

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	25.3
	32.0
	49.4
	48.2
	49.8

	DA
	4.7
	8.0
	12.1
	13.6
	14.5


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	By the hope that he will manage to make the life better in future
	22.5
	28.8
	23.3
	46.0
	23.5

	By his personal and professional qualities
	7.8
	13.6
	3.3
	24.7
	14.0

	By his real progress and achievements
	6.9
	10.6
	5.6
	22.9
	10.5

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	57.2
	47.0
	60.0
	25.8
	56.5

	DA
	13.7
	13.5
	14.4
	6.2
	12.9


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

	By the hope that he will manage to make the life better in future
	37.9
	28.3
	32.7
	47.0
	23.7
	22.8
	30.5

	By his personal and professional qualities
	21.3
	14.2
	19.8
	21.0
	7.1
	10.3
	10.7

	By his real progress and achievements
	15.0
	10.3
	12.4
	24.3
	8.1
	11.4
	11.6

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	47.4
	62.1
	38.1
	35.4
	44.1
	49.5
	31.3

	DA
	11.9
	7.3
	7.3
	5.5
	19.4
	9.2
	18.5


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	By the hope that he will manage to make the life better in future
	37.9
	24.9
	33.2
	24.0
	35.3

	By his personal and professional qualities
	21.3
	13.8
	12.9
	13.8
	14.2

	By his real progress and achievements
	15.0
	10.7
	15.8
	8.6
	14.0

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	47.4
	43.3
	44.5
	48.9
	40.2

	DA
	11.9
	17.1
	11.6
	12.9
	7.1


15. "How do you assess the political climate in Belarus as a whole?"

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 +

	Safe
	7.2
	3.2
	5.1
	2.2
	4.1
	4.8
	8.9
	13.1

	Quiet
	43.8
	43.5
	38.4
	33.6
	40.2
	40.1
	40.3
	56.2

	Tense
	37.6
	43.8
	42.1
	41.8
	44.8
	42.0
	39.2
	25.5

	Critical, volatile
	5.5
	4.8
	9.4
	8.2
	5.1
	7.3
	4.2
	2.7

	DA/NA
	5.9
	4.7
	5.0
	4.2
	5.8
	5.8
	7.4
	5.5


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Safe
	12.9
	18.0
	5.2
	3.6
	4.0

	Quiet
	46.8
	58.0
	46.1
	35.6
	36.3

	Tense
	26.3
	16.0
	36.0
	50.0
	49.1

	Critical, volatile
	7.0
	1.0
	5.6
	6.4
	5.8

	DA/NA
	7.0
	7.0
	7.1
	4.4
	4.8


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Safe
	2.9
	5.7
	3.3
	13.5
	3.5

	Quiet
	36.5
	44.4
	33.3
	51.9
	35.3

	Tense
	49.8
	39.5
	45.6
	24.9
	37.6

	Critical, volatile
	4.9
	5.1
	11.1
	3.0
	16.5

	DA/NA
	5.9
	5.3
	6.7
	6.7
	7.1


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

	Safe
	5.1
	6.0
	5.0
	7.2
	7.5
	2.7
	16.3

	Quiet
	56.9
	48.3
	30.7
	47.5
	24.1
	52.4
	45.5

	Tense
	31.2
	37.5
	59.6
	29.3
	46.2
	36.2
	22.7

	Critical, volatile
	1.6
	4.3
	4.1
	9.9
	6.1
	3.8
	9.0

	DA/NA
	5.2
	3.8
	0.5
	6.1
	16.1
	4.9
	6.4


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Safe
	5.1
	9.9
	7.1
	3.0
	9.3

	Quiet
	56.8
	38.8
	44.8
	36.9
	42.5

	Tense
	31.2
	38.3
	37.7
	43.8
	37.5

	Critical, volatile
	1.6
	4.0
	6.1
	9.9
	5.2

	DA/NA
	5.2
	9.0
	4.3
	6.4
	5.5


16. "Which opinion do you agree with?"
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 +

	Belarus needs changes
	46.2
	53.2
	63.3
	64.7
	52.9
	57.4
	44.5
	21.0

	Belarus needs stability
	46.3
	38.7
	28.1
	24.8
	39.3
	37.7
	47.6
	70.9

	DA/NA
	7.5
	8.1
	8.6
	10.5
	7.8
	4.9
	7.0
	8.1


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Belarus needs changes
	15.3
	25.9
	51.4
	55.8
	59.5

	Belarus needs stability
	80.6
	64.1
	39.8
	38.3
	33.0

	DA/NA
	4.1
	10.0
	8.8
	5.9
	7.5


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Belarus needs changes
	61.4
	51.7
	63.7
	21.1
	63.5

	Belarus needs stability
	28.4
	42.6
	30.8
	70.5
	28.2

	DA/NA
	10.2
	5.7
	5.5
	8.4
	8.3


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

	Belarus needs changes
	56.0
	63.5
	47.9
	38.7
	38.1
	44.0
	30.9

	Belarus needs stability
	34.9
	26.6
	48.8
	59.1
	50.0
	50.5
	59.2

	DA/NA
	9.1
	9.9
	3.3
	2.2
	11.9
	5.5
	9.9


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarus needs changes
	56.0
	47.0
	48.4
	58.6
	32.7

	Belarus needs stability
	34.9
	44.7
	44.8
	30.2
	62.3

	DA/NA
	9.1
	8.3
	6.8
	11.2
	5.0


17. "Is the activity of the "Top-down command structure" created by president A. Lukashenko more useful or more harmful for the country, in your opinion?"
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 +

	More useful
	36.3
	29.5
	19.4
	20.5
	27.1
	25.6
	41.9
	60.2

	More harmful
	32.1
	37.7
	40.3
	47.0
	36.9
	36.0
	32.5
	17.0

	DA/NA
	31.6
	32.8
	40.3
	32.5
	36.0
	38.4
	25.6
	22.8


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	More useful
	51.2
	57.0
	34.1
	26.6
	27.8

	More harmful
	24.7
	21.0
	32.8
	35.7
	39.6

	DA/NA
	24.1
	22.0
	33.1
	37.7
	32.6


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	More useful
	18.3
	32.2
	24.4
	58.2
	29.4

	More harmful
	48.4
	32.5
	36.7
	18.0
	37.7

	DA/NA
	33.3
	35.5
	38.9
	23.8
	32.9


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

	More useful
	31.6
	37.8
	21.6
	33.1
	35.5
	34.1
	22.6

	More harmful
	39.5
	23.6
	33.0
	27.6
	48.3
	18.4
	34.6

	DA/NA
	28.9
	23.6
	45.4
	39.3
	16.2
	47.5
	32.8


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	More useful
	31.6
	28.9
	32.6
	34.5
	46.2

	More harmful
	39.5
	26.1
	38.1
	27.2
	29.7

	DA/NA
	28.9
	45.0
	29.3
	38.3
	24.1


18. "Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrariness on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Motor Vehicle Inspectorate, the tax inspectorate, courts and other state bodies?"
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 +

	Definitely, yes
	11.3
	6.5
	6.5
	7.5
	4.4
	6.2
	10.0
	24.4

	More likely, yes
	26.2
	21.0
	20.9
	18.0
	27.1
	20.1
	29.5
	33.8

	More likely, no
	37.9
	45.2
	41.0
	39.8
	38.6
	46.0
	40.0
	27.9

	Definitely, no
	19.0
	21.0
	27.3
	27.8
	25.1
	23.2
	15.3
	7.4

	DA/NA
	5.6
	6.3
	4.3
	6.9
	4.8
	5.3
	5.2
	6.5


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Definitely, yes
	22.5
	22.5
	8.1
	6.9
	4.9

	More likely, yes
	33.7
	24.0
	28.2
	22.4
	23.9

	More likely, no
	32.0
	27.0
	36.8
	45.4
	42.9

	Definitely, no
	5.3
	14.0
	21.3
	21.1
	24.8

	DA/NA
	6.5
	9.5
	5.6
	4.2
	3.5


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Definitely, yes
	4.9
	7.1
	9.0
	22.7
	7.0

	More likely, yes
	19.6
	26.3
	16.9
	33.7
	20.9

	More likely, no
	33.7
	45.9
	48.3
	28.7
	34.9

	Definitely, no
	35.0
	16.9
	22.5
	7.3
	32.6

	DA/NA
	6.7
	3.8
	3.3
	7.6
	3.6


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

	Definitely, yes
	17.4
	12.4
	5.0
	25.4
	6.1
	2.7
	9.9

	More likely, yes
	24.9
	27.0
	32.9
	25.4
	20.8
	24.0
	28.0

	More likely, no
	25.3
	34.8
	51.1
	30.4
	37.7
	46.4
	41.8

	Definitely, no
	27.7
	23.2
	9.1
	14.9
	18.9
	22.4
	15.5

	DA/NA
	4.7
	2.6
	1.9
	3.9
	16.5
	4.5
	4.8


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Definitely, yes
	17.4
	3.6
	9.0
	6.5
	15.9

	More likely, yes
	24.9
	18.7
	18.4
	27.2
	35.8

	More likely, no
	25.3
	46.4
	40.3
	46.6
	34.5

	Definitely, no
	27.7
	19.4
	27.4
	15.1
	10.3

	DA/NA
	4.7
	11.9
	4.9
	4.6
	3.5


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

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	32.8
	16.4
	12.1
	12.8
	23.5
	26.0
	34.0
	60.5

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	21.6
	29.5
	26.4
	29.3
	26.9
	26.0
	23.6
	7.9

	I did not think about it and it makes no difference to me 
	38.7
	49.2
	50.7
	49.6
	40.5
	40.5
	37.2
	27.6

	DA/NA
	6.9
	4.9
	10.8
	8.3
	9.1
	7.1
	5.2
	4.0


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	55.6
	58.5
	28.5
	20.7
	23.0

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	15.8
	12.5
	20.2
	24.0
	33.2

	I did not think about it and it makes no difference to me 
	28.6
	25.0
	43.0
	46.1
	36.3

	DA/NA
	0
	4.0
	8.3
	9.2
	7.4


Table 19.3. 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
	15.0
	28.5
	13.3
	58.2
	17.4

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	32.7
	20.5
	28.9
	9.6
	43.0

	I did not think about it and it makes no difference to me 
	46.4
	40.9
	50.0
	28.5
	34.9

	DA/NA
	5.9
	10.1
	7.8
	3.7
	4.7


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 consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	30.4
	28.0
	36.4
	41.8
	19.4
	42.4
	35.0

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	22.1
	29.3
	13.4
	18.7
	29.9
	19.6
	16.7

	I did not think about it and it makes no difference to me 
	42.7
	37.9
	47.5
	34.6
	37.0
	32.1
	37.2

	DA/NA
	4.8
	4.8
	2.8
	4.9
	13.7
	6.0
	11.1


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I consider myself a supporter of the present authorities
	30.4
	27.3
	30.0
	28.9
	41.1

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	22.1
	17.4
	27.7
	19.8
	20.4

	I did not think about it and it makes no difference to me 
	42.7
	11.5
	8.7
	8.6
	2.6

	DA/NA
	4.8
	11.9
	33.6
	42.8
	35.9


20. "Do you perceive yourself as a European, do you feel your belonging to the culture and history of the European society?"
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 +

	Yes
	37.1
	59.7
	54.0
	47.0
	44.1
	36.5
	31.1
	23.0

	No
	52.8
	33.9
	33.8
	36.4
	46.8
	53.1
	59.5
	68.6

	DA/NA
	10.1
	6.4
	12.2
	16.6
	9.1
	10.4
	9.4
	8.4


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	25.1
	28.4
	39.7
	36.8
	48.0

	No
	71.9
	59.6
	49.8
	52.6
	39.2

	DA/NA
	3.0
	12.0
	10.5
	10.6
	12.8


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	47.4
	37.0
	63.3
	24.7
	36.5

	No
	42.2
	51.7
	26.7
	66.8
	54.1

	DA/NA
	10.4
	11.3
	10.0
	8.5
	9.4


Table 20.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	54.7
	25.0
	36.2
	35.9
	17.1
	46.7
	42.5

	No
	38.2
	65.9
	58.3
	57.5
	64.0
	42.4
	44.6

	DA/NA
	7.1
	9.1
	5.5
	6.6
	18.9
	10.9
	12.9


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	54.7
	41.7
	34.8
	32.2
	29.0

	No
	38.2
	44.0
	55.2
	51.5
	64.3

	DA/NA
	7.1
	14.3
	10.0
	16.3
	6.4


21. "Since autumn of 2008 a certain improvement of relations between the Belarusian authorities and the European Union has been observed: high-level meetings have become more frequent, visa sanctions of the EU against the top officials have been suspended, Belarus was offered to join the collaboration program with the EU – Eastern partnership. Different opinions are being expressed concerning the change. Which of them do you agree with to the greatest extent?"

Table 21.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	The European Union has betrayed its principles meeting the Belarusian authorities halfway
	11.8
	12.9
	13.7
	14.3
	16.3
	9.3
	8.4
	10.4

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	10.9
	4.8
	8.6
	6.8
	10.8
	9.0
	14.1
	14.1

	The European Union has acted rightly, it should respect the choice of the Belarusian people and collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support 
	37.9
	32.3
	22.3
	30.8
	32.2
	40.5
	43.5
	46.4

	The European Union has acted rightly, because whatever the authorities of Belarus are–the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	17.6
	19.4
	25.9
	18.9
	17.6
	20.1
	19.5
	11.4

	DA
	24.6
	35.5
	33.1
	30.3
	24.7
	23.2
	19.4
	21.7


Table 21.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	The European Union has betrayed its principles meeting the Belarusian authorities halfway
	2.9
	12.4
	13.4
	13.9
	10.6

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	22.9
	7.5
	10.1
	10.5
	8.0

	The European Union has acted rightly, it should respect the choice of the Belarusian people and collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support 
	36.5
	53.5
	33.6
	35.7
	39.2

	The European Union has acted rightly, because whatever the authorities of Belarus are – the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	12.4
	11.5
	18.4
	19.4
	22.6

	DA
	25.6
	21.4
	27.4
	22.4
	22.5


Table 21.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	The European Union has betrayed its principles meeting the Belarusian authorities halfway
	14.7


	11.6
	8.9
	9.6
	17.6

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	9.5
	10.0
	6.7
	12.1
	14.1

	The European Union has acted rightly, it should respect the choice of the Belarusian people and collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support 
	25.5
	40.2
	27.8
	47.3
	28.2

	The European Union has acted rightly, because whatever the authorities of Belarus are – the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	22.1
	19.9
	23.3
	11.2
	12.8

	DA
	30.1
	20.7
	36.7
	23.1
	27.9


Table 21.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	The European Union has betrayed its principles meeting the Belarusian authorities halfway
	12.6
	22.3
	18.3
	8.8
	4.3
	10.9
	4.3

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	9.1
	8.6
	13.8
	17.1
	8.1
	9.7
	11.6

	The European Union has acted rightly, it should respect the choice of the Belarusian people and collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support 
	26.5
	30.6
	50.2
	40.9
	21.8
	58.4
	41.8

	The European Union has acted rightly, because whatever the authorities of Belarus are – the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	24.5
	24.0
	6.0
	35.4
	8.5
	13.0
	12.9

	DA
	28.2
	15.9
	13.8
	12.7
	55.9
	12.4
	30.0


Table 21.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The European Union has betrayed its principles meeting the Belarusian authorities halfway
	12.6
	4.8
	17.8
	9.0
	12.5

	The European Union has acted wrongly, as it is trying to tear Belarus away from Russia
	9.1
	7.9
	11.6
	15.1
	11.2

	The European Union has acted rightly, it should respect the choice of the Belarusian people and collaborate with the authorities which enjoy people’s support 
	26.5
	45.1
	35.2
	40.3
	40.6

	The European Union has acted rightly, because whatever the authorities of Belarus are – the most important thing is to diminish dependence of Belarus on Russia
	24.5
	9.5
	17.4
	8.6
	23.1

	DA
	28.2
	36.5
	21.0
	28.4
	16.6


22. "If a referendum on Belarus entering the European Union were being conducted now, what choice would you make?"

Table 22.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	For
	34.9
	58.1
	52.5
	50.0
	42.4
	40.8
	25.7
	15.1

	Against
	36.3
	21.0
	25.2
	21.6
	31.2
	28.0
	44.0
	53.1

	I would not take part in voting
	17.8
	14.5
	12.9
	15.7
	14.9
	17.6
	18.3
	22.5

	DA/NA
	11.0
	6.4
	9.4
	12.7
	11.5
	13.6
	12.0
	9.3


Table 22.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For
	16.5
	21.5
	37.4
	42.5
	42.3

	Against
	53.5
	45.5
	32.3
	31.2
	33.0

	I would not take part in voting
	22.9
	18.5
	17.7
	18.2
	12.8

	DA/NA
	7.1
	14.5
	12.6
	8.1
	11.9


Table 22.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For
	51.0
	36.6
	63.7
	16.0
	32.0

	Against
	25.2
	33.9
	23.1
	50.6
	33.7

	I would not take part in voting
	14.7
	15.6
	8.8
	23.3
	24.4

	DA/NA
	9.1
	13.9
	4.4
	10.1
	9.9


Table 22.4. 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
	37.9
	37.8
	26.6
	33.7
	38.2
	32.6
	36.3

	Against
	41.1
	29.2
	52.3
	38.1
	27.4
	44.0
	23.9

	I would not take part in voting
	14.6
	29.6
	18.3
	15.5
	9.4
	10.9
	23.9

	DA/NA
	6.4
	3.4
	2.8
	12.7
	25.0
	12.5
	15.9


Table 22.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For
	37.9
	41.7
	36.5
	27.9
	32.1

	Against
	41.1
	24.6
	36.5
	46.4
	34.9

	I would not take part in voting
	14.6
	11.9
	15.2
	15.0
	25.9

	DA/NA
	6.4
	21.8
	11.8
	10.7
	7.1


23. "Should Belarus, following Russia, recognize independence of Abkhazia and South Ossetia, in your opinion?"
Table 23.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, their independence should be recognized
	44.6
	38.7
	39.6
	42.4
	44.9
	47.8
	49.7
	43.0

	No, their independence should not be recognized
	7.7
	12.9
	4.3
	9.1
	7.1
	10.0
	6.8
	6.7

	It makes no difference to me
	37.1
	32.3
	41.7
	37.9
	35.8
	30.4
	35.1
	42.7

	DA/NA
	10.6
	16.1
	14.4
	10.6
	12.2
	11.8
	8.4
	7.6


Table 23.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, their independence should be recognized
	30.6
	46.5
	46.1
	45.9
	47.4

	No, their independence should not be recognized
	5.3
	8.0
	6.7
	8.6
	10.5

	It makes no difference to me
	58.8
	35.5
	35.7
	35.1
	28.5

	DA/NA
	5.3
	10.0
	11.5
	10.4
	13.6


Table 23.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes, their independence should be recognized
	45.4
	46.1
	37.8
	43.9
	41.9

	No, their independence should not be recognized
	11.4
	6.6
	7.8
	5.5
	11.6

	It makes no difference to me
	36.6
	34.5
	37.8
	42.1
	31.4

	DA/NA
	6.6
	12.8
	16.6
	8.5
	15.1


Table 23.4. 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, their independence should be recognized
	30.8
	42.9
	52.5
	45.6
	41.7
	57.1
	46.1

	No, their independence should not be recognized
	7.1
	7.3
	9.2
	15.9
	7.1
	2.7
	4.7

	It makes no difference to me
	51.4
	41.6
	33.6
	28.6
	31.8
	34.8
	33.6

	DA/NA
	10.7
	8.2
	4.7
	9.9
	19.4
	5.4
	15.6


Table 23.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, their independence should be recognized
	30.8
	54.2
	42.4
	41.8
	49.8

	No, their independence should not be recognized
	7.1
	6.7
	10.3
	7.3
	6.9

	It makes no difference to me
	51.4
	28.9
	35.7
	34.1
	36.2

	DA/NA
	10.7
	10.2
	11.6
	16.8
	7.1


24. "Recently Russia and Belarus have concluded an agreement on creating a common system of anti-aircraft defense of the Union state of Russia and Belarus. Some people approve of this agreement thinking that it will strengthen the defense capacity of Belarus and will help to get credits from Russia, others oppose it, considering it to be "trade of Belarus independence". And what is your opinion?"
Table 24.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I support this agreement
	48.6
	45.9
	41.7
	47.0
	47.5
	48.6
	48.9
	52.8

	I do not support this agreement
	20.5
	16.4
	20.1
	22.7
	21.0
	22.6
	22.6
	17.5

	It makes no difference to me
	30.2
	37.7
	37.4
	29.5
	30.5
	27.4
	28.4
	29.1

	NA
	0.7
	0
	0.8
	0.8
	1.0
	1.4
	0.1
	0.6


Table 24.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I support this agreement
	43.5
	57.2
	47.7
	47.0
	49.6

	I do not support this agreement
	29.4
	10.4
	16.4
	22.7
	29.4

	It makes no difference to me
	25.3
	31.8
	35.4
	29.3
	21.0

	NA
	1.8
	0.6
	0.5
	1.0
	0


Table 24.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I support this agreement
	40.1
	51.0
	48.4
	52.4
	43.5

	I do not support this agreement
	23.1
	22.9
	15.4
	16.7
	18.8

	It makes no difference to me
	36.5
	25.1
	36.2
	30.0
	37.7

	NA
	0.3
	1.0
	0
	0.9
	0


Table 24.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I support this agreement
	28.1
	29.6
	61.9
	55.6
	37.6
	73.9
	62.2

	I do not support this agreement
	34.0
	24.5
	4.1
	27.2
	30.0
	7.6
	13.7

	It makes no difference to me
	37.9
	45.9
	33.9
	15.6
	30.5
	17.9
	23.2

	NA
	0
	0
	0.1
	1.6
	1.9
	0.5
	0.9


Table 24.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I support this agreement
	28.1
	64.8
	50.3
	47.8
	50.2

	I do not support this agreement
	34.0
	5.1
	19.0
	16.4
	24.6

	It makes no difference to me
	37.9
	28.1
	30.6
	34.9
	24.4

	NA
	0
	2.0
	0.1
	0.9
	0.8


25. "Not long ago negotiations between A. Lukashenko and former NATO Secretary General, present EU High Representative Javier Solana took place in Minsk for the first time. Some people support these negotiations believing that they develop collaboration of Belarus with the European Union, others oppose them thinking that they worsen our relations with Russia. And what is your opinion?"
Table 25.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I support these negotiations
	47.4
	41.9
	43.9
	50.0
	50.8
	56.9
	46.6
	39.8

	I do not support these negotiations
	12.4
	11.3
	9.4
	8.3
	10.5
	10.3
	12.6
	17.8

	It makes no difference to me
	39.2
	46.8
	46.0
	40.2
	37.3
	31.0
	40.8
	41.4

	NA
	1.0
	0
	0.7
	1.5
	1.4
	1.8
	0
	1.0


Table 25.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I support these negotiations
	22.9
	43.0
	47.8
	51.8
	61.7

	I do not support these negotiations
	32.4
	11.0
	9.0
	10.8
	9.7

	It makes no difference to me
	42.9
	45.0
	42.3
	36.0
	28.6

	NA
	1.8
	1.0
	0.9
	1.4
	0


Table 25.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I support these negotiations
	50.7
	52.9
	44.4
	39.0
	43.5

	I do not support these negotiations
	8.5
	12.6
	5.6
	16.4
	11.8

	It makes no difference to me
	40.5
	33.2
	50.0
	43.2
	44.7

	NA
	0.3
	1.3
	0
	1.4
	0


Table 25.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I support these negotiations
	37.2
	42.7
	52.1
	56.4
	42.4
	61.4
	45.7

	I do not support these negotiations
	11.8
	8.6
	7.4
	23.2
	19.0
	11.4
	7.8

	It makes no difference to me
	51.0
	48.7
	40.1
	18.8
	37.1
	26.1
	44.4

	NA
	0
	0
	0.4
	1.6
	1.5
	1.1
	2.1


Table 25.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I support these negotiations
	37.2
	52.4
	54.2
	48.1
	45.6

	I do not support these negotiations
	11.8
	6.0
	12.6
	10.7
	17.0

	It makes no difference to me
	51.0
	38.9
	33.2
	40.3
	36.1

	NA
	0
	2.7
	0
	0.9
	1.3


OPEN FORUM 

DO THE AUTHORITIES NEED A DIALOGUE?

Prof. Stanislav Bogdankevich, Ph. D., ex-Chairman of board of the National bank of Belarus, deputy of the XIII Supreme Soviet of the Republic of Belarus, Honorable Chairman of the United Civil Party 

In spite of the extremely limited opportunities for the social and political activity, in spite of the lack of any significant resources and restriction of freedom for self-expression and information spreading Belarusian democratic opposition occupies a prominent place in the life of the country today. The credit of it should be given not only to the leaders and the activists of our democratic forces, but to the ruling authoritarian regime, too. A. Lukashenko invariably emphasizes in his numerous monologues for the mass media and in his speeches during his meetings with the population in different regions of the country importance and significance of the democratic opposition in the political and economic life of the country. Apparently, for the sake of decreasing the growing in his opinion, influence of the opposition, the most active political parties and their leaders, as well as of the independent expert community on the people the authorities frequently use far from the reality insinuations, press with vulgar expressions like “dirty ideas”, “the fifth column”, “enemies of the people”, “lousy opposition”. Naturally such lexical failures do not happen because everything is fine. A deep crisis is swelling within the country caused by the miscalculations in the economic policy which can lead to the social instability. Self-isolation from civilized Europe remains in the foreign relations, as well as unwillingness of European politicians to collaborate with the illegitimate Belarusian officials, with the regime that rudely violates the rights and freedoms of its citizens which undoubtedly causes economic damage to the country, too.

In view of the economic crisis intensification and the desire to somehow improve its negative image in front of the civilized world, to enter the so called “Eastern partnership” organized by the European Union for six countries of Eastern Europe the authorities began to establish deliberative bodies – public councils – inviting individual representatives of the independent expert community, political parties and other public associations. At that the authorities reserved to themselves personal selection of such representatives into the councils. In particular, at the end of January, 2009 a Public advisory council attached to the president of the Republic of Belarus was founded as it was claimed in its regulations for discussing of “the most important questions of the social and political life of the country and for elaborating the necessary suggestions concerning them”.  Discussion of a really important for the country question “Elaborating of new approaches in realizing the strategy of the country’s economic development, including at the time of the world financial crisis” was planned for March. On my proposal a workgroup was created for preparation of the question consisting of S. Bogdankevich (reporter), L. Zaiko, and V. Karyagin, P. Martsev, A. Potupa and V. Shimov. Thesis of the report was rendered to the Council in proper time. Besides, proposals of O. Trusov “Seven steps forward”, Y. Zisser “Reforms should not be entrusted to their adversaries”, P. Martsev “A conception of Life (instead of “anti-crisis measures” for survival)” went into the Council.

However, in spite of the still aggravating state of affairs in the economy, the planned for March meeting of the Council did not take place, discussion of the prepared anti-crisis platform was postponed. Perhaps, the reason for it was the absence by the government of their own anti-crisis program and the decision taken at the last moment to reject discussing of alternative programs especially since they required recognition of the introduced errors while conducting the economic policy and changing of the economic line.

Moreover, the president announced to the people about some “dirty ideas” which allegedly were pushed through the Council even before the corresponding materials had been prepared by us. Later he was already talking about the whole opposition, representatives of which he had invited into the Council before, that “it is not at all opposition; it is the fifth column, the enemies of the Belarusian people”. Thus the dialogue of the authorities with the civil society “begins” against such a background. 

As for the estimation of the situation existing in the economy and for the proposals regarding the directions of coming out of the crisis, our program contains no “dirty ideas”. Of course, our estimations and proposals are far from being complimentary. However, they do not deal with political questions; they are based solely upon the data of the national statistics and other factual materials.

The authors of the report proceed from the following: origins of the crisis in the Belarusian economy are inside the country. First of all, it is the inefficient administrative and commanding model of development with the emphasis on “the output numbers” which has led to the drop in competitive capacity of industry, to the large drawing away of resources from the turn-round in the form of the outstanding produce in the warehouses and accounts receivable. In Belarus which became independent no purposeful policy on creating national economy providing for the national needs in the first place was being conducted. As a result, dependence on import exceeds 70% of the GDP which is unacceptable. Small and medium business which is the locomotive of economy in the world developed unsatisfactorily. Its share still constitutes less than 9% of the GDP. Russian preferences of many milliards in the form of reduced prices for energy carriers were used extremely irrationally, basically on consumption and not on technological and technical renewal, not on reshaping of ineffective workplaces and creating of new ones. The economy was robbed of vitality by means of requisitioning 50% of the GDP from it into the state budget. For the sake of maintaining rapid rates of the gross increase the policy of credit expansion leading to the “overheating” of the economy, inflation growth and overstocking was being realized. 

As a result Belarus fell behind its western neighbors who had chosen democracy and market – Lithuania and Poland – 2.5-3 times according to the final qualitative measures, primarily as far as wages and pensions are concerned. The scale of balance of trade deficit for commodity exceeded $ 6.6 bln., and with the Russian Federation – $ 13.3 bln. The growth of consumer prices made up 12.1% in 2007, and 13.3% in 2008. Remains of the unsold produce in the warehouses constituted 6.5 trillion rubles, and the “frozen” means in receivables – 40 trillion rubles. Devaluation of the national currency by more than 27% was accomplished. Due to the sale problems and low competitive ability factories are being brought to a stop, and unemployment (in the latent form for the time present) is growing.
Under these conditions the government either recognizing the presence of the crisis, or declaring its absence, still has not worked out an integral anti-crisis program and is procrastinating the anti-crisis budget. Priorities have not been defined. Except declaring liberalization, little was done as far as eliminating of its bureaucratization was concerned. Further, more than twofold growth of balance of trade deficit in comparison with the corresponding period of the previous year has been allowed, inflation growth – up to 15%. The dole amount has not been increased and constitutes less than 50 thousand rubles today. No work on reshaping the ineffective workplaces is being carried out. Wasteful assignments for the economy directed at the GDP growth have not been canceled. The authorities groundlessly figure that with the help of foreign loans used mainly for consumption, payment of the trade deficit and maintenance of the exchange rate, the country will endure the restless crisis time and everything will resume its normal course.
In our opinion, the authorities should openly address the nation with the admission of the made errors and an announcement of a New Economic Course. The following programs should be taken for realization in the top-priority order: (1) stabilization of prices and balance of payment, (2) demonopolization and competition development, (3) development of the national market.

Heads of enterprises and businessmen should be exempted from the shackles of monopolism: from assignments, directions, accounts, bans. Any restrictions impeding development of the stock market and the insurance business should be abolished. The state should establish an unshakable rule: no economic decision can be taken without a public discussion and a search for consent with the business circles.
The state should step by step go away from business. However, I suppose that in this case, too, it is necessary to avoid administrating, especially in the part concerning functioning of large-scale state companies and enterprises. The most important thing is that all enterprises including the state ones should be finally put in the equal activity conditions with the private ones without which genuine competition is not possible. If such enterprises prosper, let them remain in the state pattern of ownership. If they require investments, additional sources of modernization and effectiveness increase, they should be privatized and their stock should be sold. Common rules of strict financial and material responsibility right up to bankruptcy should apply to all enterprises including the state ones. 

It is necessary to venture a bold, revolutionary step–to excuse small and medium enterprises and self-employed entrepreneurs from taxation as well as from audit conducting for the first three years of work. It would be not a pretentious, but a real step on the way of business development and the middle class formation. Nothing terrible will happen to the budget. Today the state loses more on the “grey” economy. Its share in the GDP equals approximately 15% and the share of the whole legitimate small business – less than 9%.
Bold steps are also necessary in the sphere of taxation and accounting. Just think about it – a half a million army of accountants, inspectors and tax officials work in this area. Some of them create “papers”, others check them and control. Everyone has something to keep him busy! And this happens in the century of information technologies, computers and the Internet. 

It is quite difficult to considerably decrease state expenses under the conditions of the crisis. However, it is necessary to radically revise sources of their defrayal and the expenses structure. The government has an opportunity to attract from the outside about $10 bln in the form of loans and direct investment (the IMF – $ 2.5 bln, the RF – $ 2.5 bln, Venezuela – $ 0.5 bln, the EBRD – $ 0.3 bln, WB – $ 1 bln, China – almost $ 3 bln. In addition there are the Arab countries and Iran. In addition there are resources accumulated by the banks – no less than $ 4 bln. In addition there are direct investments – over $ 3 bln.). There exist all the possibilities to considerably decrease the amount of means which are being withdrawn from the real economy leaving them for modernization, innovations and development.
The structure of the on-budget expenditures should be fundamentally revised. Firstly, it is necessary to reduce no less than by 30%, and it would be even better to reduce it twofold, the amount of means for maintenance of bureaucracy – bodies of government at all levels. Secondly, it is necessary to carry out temporary closing-down of the cost-is-no-object and in the first place unproductive projects – agro-towns, sports and cultural constructions. It is necessary to cut down subsidies for maintenance of ineffective factories and to envisage creation of the Anti-crisis response fund instead. It is also necessary to define the scope of the increased subsidies for the local Councils, additional capitalization of the state banks, possible financing of the regional employment programs, support of the unemployed, reshaping and creating of new workplaces.
The dole should be established on the level not lower than the cost of living. The budget support for repayment of credits received for accommodation construction and for payment by installments should be provided for the unemployed. Payment of interest for Mortgage credits over 5 per cent per annum should be provided for those who are in need for accommodation at the expense of the budgets means.
Budget programs on constructing low-cost halls of residence in regional towns and in Minsk should be passed for the sake of easing the internal migration.
Immediately, even before the new legislation is elaborated it is necessary to provide social justice in provision of pensions eliminating the crying lack of balance between the pensions of the top state officials, deputies of the Chamber and other categories.
It is necessary to limit the practice of using foreign loans on consumption. Credits should be used on high-performance projects creating new workplaces or modernization of the old ones.
Spending of the budget means and foreign loans should be under the open public control – by means of creating special Internet-sites on their most important directions.
A land reform should be conducted. It is necessary to provide passing of a legislative base with respect to involving the land into the full-fledged commercial turn-round.

It is necessary to support realization of “The national business platform – 2009” elaborated by the union of entrepreneurs.
It is necessary to conduct estimating of the government’s and other bodies’ of the “vertical” work on the basis of the standards established in advance and on the basis of the priorities fulfillment. At non-fulfillment resignation should follow.
Belarus will come out of the economic crisis by means of transferring the economy to the market model of development. The new economic policy will be based on the state demonopolization providing for the gradual going away of the state from the economy, and for the absolute equality of all patterns of ownership. It will also be based on the development and increase of the human and social capital of the country’s citizens; on the free competition, on the all possible development of the national market under the conditions of the economic integration. It will be based on liberalization, modernization, introduction of the latest technologies and innovations.
So what “dirty ideas” the opposition was going to “push through” the Council? Why does the normal desire of people to improve the situation in the economy of the country provoke hysterical tirades of the president? Why is everybody, who does not keep silent or say yes, declared “enemies of the people”? Most likely it is due to the fact that the present leadership of the country is not able to propose anything particular for coming out of the situation in which the country has got through their fault, and they want to keep their personal power very much. 

BOOKSHELF 

A. Lysiuk. “Socio-cultural determination of political leadership: content, means, evolution“ – Chernovtsy, “BUKREC”, 2008 – 384 pp.
It is well known that over a period of many years political leadership has been strongly influencing development of the society. Its role is considerable at the present time, too, owing to the intensive processes of virtualization and personification of the political space.

A broad range of objective and subjective circumstances influences the ascent and activity of political leaders.  Importance of the given monograph consists in the following: the researcher focuses his attention on the most important factor – the culturological one, expressed in religion, myths, ideology, morality, political culture, national epos and so on which, on the one hand, give rise to the images of a political leader desirable for a certain society and a state. On the other hand, these factors, being a constituent part of a leader’s and his followers’ motives deeply affect their political behavior.
Our approval has also been won by the fact that A. Lysiuk scrutinizes socio-cultural determinants of political leadership as an integral system, the component parts of which are ranked and interdependent. The system of leadership determinants offered in the work under consideration possesses high heuristic potential and is presented by the following constituents:

· the aggregate of a leader’s and his followers’ unconscious needs as a basic source of their  energy, target setting and activity;

· the aggregate of rationally realized social needs presented in the immediate field of a leader’s and his followers’ activity;

· a complex of sense generating motives (world-view, moral, ideological and others), which are a value dominant of a leader’s and his followers’ activity, conscious as a rule;

· an assortment of a leader’s and his followers’ political and cultural grasps, directly determining their political activity;

· an ideal (stable) “image of power and a ruler”, its functional characteristics prevailing in the public consciousness of a particular society; in the aggregate of a leader’s and his followers’ ideas determining the sense pivot of their reciprocal action and on account of which there is commonness of positions and interpretations between them.

Singularity and importance of the given work for political science also consists in the fact that the author not only singles out culturological sources of political leadership, but also carries out their historical and comparative analysis beginning with Ancient Greece and finishing with modern Belarus. Strictly speaking, presence of “the Belarusian material” presents special interest exactly for a Belarusian reader.
A considerable part of the monographic work is devoted to studying of a rather topical in the epochs of modernism and post-modernism communicative component of political leadership. At that, verbal practice and symbolic policy of state leaders find themselves in the center of the analysis. The author managed to define qualitative peculiarities of the mentioned types of activity and their historical evolution, which possesses indisputable novelty. Singling out and subsequent studying of political leaders’ symbolic images characteristic of certain historical and cultural systems including the Republic of Belarus presents special interest. An analysis of the post-Soviet political leaders’ activity stylistics with reference to the modern political practice possesses unquestionable applied significance.
The monograph by A. Lysiuk rests not only upon traditional methodological approaches, but successfully uses the latest achievements of the comparative political science analysis, particularly the methodology of corporatism and methodological principles of “managerial mentality” which positively tells upon the quality of the scientific research presented in the monograph.
The work under consideration has theoretical character. However, problems elaborated in it as well as the achieved scientific results have the obvious applied character and can be actively used by political elites and associations of experts in the contemporary political process of Belarus and other countries. Besides, the book is certainly going to be useful for students, post-graduates, persons working for doctor's degree and professors of higher education institutions – for everybody who is interested in politics.
Prof. Andrey Gorbatsky, Ph. D.,

Bialystok University (Poland)
“Rating of Belarusian cities and towns 2008: conditions of human capital development“ / V. Valetka [and others]. – Minsk: “Medysont“, 2009. – 52 pp.
The first in history rating of Belarusian cities and towns made according to such a generalizing criterion as conditions of the human capital development is presented in the scientific monograph. 134 Belarusian towns and cities were included into the comprised rating. Gradation of Belarusian towns and cities in compliance with a number of socio-economic indices allowed revealing of some principle and relatively new tendencies in socio-economic development of Belarusian regions, towns and cities.
First of all, metropolitan agglomerate similar to the ones which exist near the capitals of many developed states is being formed near Minsk – the capital of the country. However, the authors of the research did not indicate the so called “belt of the poor” near Minsk which is usually composed of urban-type settlements that are located already a significant distance away from the capital city, do not find themselves in the suburbanization zone and do not use the advantages of it. In my opinion, such “belt of the poor” already exists near Minsk and it has not been indicated due to the fact that there are either no towns in that zone, or they exist, but owing to their small size they have not got into the proposed rating.
Secondly, as it was to be expected, the rating has showed that in region centers conditions for development and realization of the human capital are much better than in many small and medium towns of Belarus. One may agree with the authors of the research who explain this regularity already confirmed by scientific facts with the following: the present administrative system of power in the Republic of Belarus built on the principle of a “vertical” differs very little from the administrative system which existed in the Soviet times. That is why region centers, as before, while distributing financial means use their higher authoritative status reallocating the existing financial resources as a rule for their own benefit and not for the good of the towns which are subordinate to them.
Thirdly, towns with the population over 50 thousand people have relatively favorable by the Belarusian standards conditions for development and realization of the human capital. The authors of the research explain it with the fact that these towns still successfully use that industrial potential and the infrastructure which were created there already in the Soviet time. As a whole, it is possible to agree with this conclusion.
If we summarize the conclusions of the proposed rating, then it can be seen that in Belarus the best conditions for development and realization of the human capital exist in the city of Minsk, the capital, in six region centers, in urban-type settlements which get in their suburbanized zones of attraction (i.e. they find themselves at a short distance – approximately no more than 30 km – from the capital and region centers), and also in 18 towns with the number of population over 50 thousand people which have relatively large enterprises. These are the cities and towns in which it is better and easier for a person to live and to realize him- or herself in modern Belarus. It is not difficult to notice that almost all of them are large towns or cities. This, in the opinion of the authors, is explained by such a peculiarity that in Belarus the share of the state budget in the GDP and the share of public sector employees are ones of the largest in the world. In the places where state enterprises exist and work people still live, in the places where there are no such enterprises or they have dilapidated and find themselves on the decline, there is no regular economic life either. The private sector of the economy, as the composed rating confirms, does not still exert any considerable influence upon the conditions of life and prosperity of people.

It is possible to argue for a long time regarding the methodology used at composing the introduced rating, as well as regarding its improvement; however let us mention the most important thing: from the scientific point of view it is completely grounded. Besides, it is specially elaborated for the conditions and with respect to the peculiarities of Belarus on the basis of already existing foreign methods which are recognized in the world economic science. It is also necessary to mention that usage of rating methods in economic researches is much more widely represented in the world than in Belarus, and the authors are almost pioneers in this case. That is why various mistakes are possible (perhaps, a part of them will become apparent even later when some time passes), however, they are reparable and do not cast doubt on the necessity and reasonableness of such research methods usage.
I would like to pay attention to another matter. In my opinion, the authors of the research trust in theory, which may simply not work in the Belarusian conditions, too much. For instance, they pay a lot of attention to the thesis about “congestion of the population” which, in their opinion, gives many advantages for the socio-economic development of a certain town in general, and for realization of the human capital of the people who live in this town in particular. It is difficult to argue with this thesis. However, it is important to see the other side of this phenomenon. The authors of the research do not take into account to the full extent historical peculiarities of Belarus where this “congestion of the population” was not formed in a natural manner under the influence of various market factors and conditions as it used to be in the countries with the market economy, but under the defective policy of recognizing during the Soviet time the system of the population settlement which had been forming in a natural way in the course of many centuries as not answering to the needs of industrialization and hence ineffective and which was further being broken during the whole Soviet time. That is why in Belarus, as opposed to capitalist countries, enterprises were not located in accordance with the existing system of settlement, but the system of people settlement was formed according to the placement scheme of the manufacture. It means that many towns were artificially “grown” up to a large size with a great number of enterprises being imposed there; and, literally speaking, “a lid was put on” the rest, and their development was limited as only the enterprises “allowed” for such urban-type settlements were implanted there.
Thus, if one looks at the situation from the point of view of only one theory and does not take into account historical peculiarities of Belarus, it might seem that many of our urban-type settlements are not promising as far as their economic development and realization of human capital there is concerned. However, it is not at all like this. If normal conditions for self-government are created for such urban-type settlements, even without large state support, many of them will be able to revive and become the place of attraction and the center of recovery of the whole surrounding area. But for this purpose it is necessary to renew the conditions of creating there new modern enterprises as soon as possible, and it does not matter which capital will be used for that – foreign or inner. It would be more reasonable for the modern authorities to announce the territory of these urban-type settlements free economic zones as compensation for the economic oppression and discrimination during the Soviet time, and not create FEZ near all the region centers where the economic development is relatively active anyway, to which the rating presented in this book also testifies. For the last 20 years, however, the economic oppression of these urban-type settlements has been continuing, and if the situation does not change, then very soon “black holes” can be formed in their places and there will be no regular economic life and activity there.
The composed rating of the Belarusian towns and cities lets us once again pay our attention to the inaccuracy (lameness) of the scheme of resources distribution inside the state, which is operating in the country and which does not allow developing of separate urban-type settlements quite large in size as the financial resources almost do not reach them even when enterprises of these settlements pay taxes to the state budget without fail. Sometimes local authorities of such urban-type settlements (for instance, chairman of the village council) are not able to solve the smallest questions (e.g., repairs of the water tower or repairs of the porch in the local library building), or have almost no local budget of their own and have to “wring” everything from the region centers. Besides, region centers often due to the various farfetched reasons do not allow opening of new modern enterprises in these urban-type settlements as they might create competition for the already existing similar enterprises in the region center and want these urban-type settlements and villages around them to keep their agrarian specialization and act only as raw materials zones (i.e. supply the enterprises located in the region centers with raw materials). Thus, there is no possibility for the active enterprising people to realize their human capital in such urban settlements, economic life comes to a standstill in this area, and people in their majority have to leave their families behind and go into other towns in search of work.
One may agree with the general conclusion of the research authors that effective regional policy has to be based on, first of all, a system of socio-economic development monitoring of regions and towns. In my opinion, such a system would let us see the so called “abandoned places” which undoubtedly exist in Belarus and which can even be met in the very center of Belarus. For example, the region Pleshanitsy, Zembin, Kamena, Kraisk which is located in the north of Lagoisk and in the south of Barysau district where the economic development has almost completely stopped and where on the highway (Pleshanitsy–Zembin–Kamena–Barysau) one can move with the speed no more than 15 km per hour on some of its sections as its condition does not allow anything else. Quite a lot of such abandoned places would be revealed in Belarus. These are the areas that exist on their own and financial means from the neighboring large towns do not reach them, and they do not have their own means as the status of these settlements does not let them have any means of their own. The presented rating as well as composing of new similar ratings makes it possible to proceed to the creating of such a monitoring system of socio-economic development of regions and towns and to reveal such abandoned places.

One may advise the authors of the book not to stop at what has been reached and to compose new ratings of the Belarusian towns, at that improving the methodology of their composing. Thus at composing the next rating it would be reasonable to include in it not only urban-type settlements which are region centers (in the rating under consideration there are 22 of them), but all the rest of the settlements which possess the status of urban-type settlements. Regardless of the fact that they are called settlements taking into account the Belarusian specific character and local mentality, their population according to the Belarusian statistics belongs to the urban one. Taking into consideration development history of many of them and foreign experience the majority of them indeed corresponds to small towns. Even according to the population number many of them yield little to the neighboring region centers. However, the most important thing is that many of these urban-type settlements used to be region centers before (and can again become such centers in future), but they were deprived of that status (mostly in 1960s as a result of another administrative and territorial reform).
Such an extended rating (with a glance to the number of the included towns) would give an opportunity besides revealing problems and disproportions of the Belarusian regions development, to expose also the problems of economic interrelations of the former and present region centers, e.g. such pairs as Lagoisk–Pleshanitsy, Stolin–Davyd Garadok, etc. There are reasons to suppose (according to the results of other researches and personal observations) that modern region centers “clog up” development in the former ones, and for the last 50 years economic development has almost stopped in the former region centers. A rating which would include the former region centers would allow checking the mentioned hypothesis and obtaining new interesting knowledge which could be used as a base and reasoning for the future administrative and territorial reform, or simply as improvement of the existing administrative and territorial division of Belarus.
One could also give an expert and impartial assessment of some government enactments of 1960s which were directed at the expansion of individual regions of Soviet Belarus and deprivation of some urban-type settlements of the region center status, as enough time has passed since the moment of their approval in order to look at their relevance and effectiveness (in economy time is the best means of validity check). It is also important in order not to allow today new ineffective expansions which often become formal steps for “concealing” the existing problems and not for eliminating their real reasons, and not to allow depriving of another urban-type settlement of favorable conditions for the human capital development and turning the surrounding area into an “abandoned place”.
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