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Dear readers!

In the current issue of the Analytic Bulletin "IISEPS News" you will find materials summarizing the most interesting results of the Institute’s activity in the second quarter of 2010.

The economic crisis continues to be the main concern of the majority of Belarusians. Following health problems (in the recent years invariably heading the list of national fears), people are above all afraid of poverty (almost 46%) and redundancy (almost a third of respondents), which are direct consequences of the crisis. However, the intensity of these feelings is gradually subsiding: while in March the number of respondents who believed that their financial position had worsened for the last three months, was more than three times higher than the number of those, whose position had improved, in June, this ratio was less than 1.5, though the monthly income per family member had increased only by $ 15. The number of “pessimists” apprehending the deepening of the crisis and accumulation of the associated problems has slightly decreased, conversely, the "optimists" who think that the country has already started to get out of the crisis have increased in number. The general assessment of the state of affairs in the country remains at the same "conservative optimistic" level: half of the respondents think that things go in the right direction, while a third of respondents believe that things go wrong.

The attitude of Belarusians to the authorities remains ambivalent. On the one hand, the institutes on top of the authority pyramid (the President, Army, Government) have today a positive trust rating, i.e. the number of people who trust these institutions exceeds the number of those not trusting them. On the other hand, the institutions the majority of population have to deal with in their everyday life – local executive bodies, militia, etc. – have a negative rating. It is no wonder that half of the respondents feel rather not protected or definitely do not feel protected against probable arbitrary actions of the authorities, militia, traffic police, taxation bodies, courts, and other government bodies. It is difficult to say, when and in which way the dissatisfaction with the "lower authority levels" will spread to the top levels, but judging by the attitude of Belarusians to the recent events in Kyrgyzstan, the popular uprising against corrupted power does find support among them.
The ambivalent attitude to the authorities showed as well during the April elections to the local Councils. On the one hand, 64.6% of respondents took part in the elections, among them 27% voted in advance, above 50% voted for the candidate, supporter of A. Lukashenko, while only 6.7% of them acknowledged that somebody had forced them to vote for a concrete candidate. Though these figures differ considerably from Central Election Committee data, they, in general, show quite a loyal attitude of population to that election campaign. On the other hand, more than 30% of voters said that not all of the candidates had had equitable positions during the elections, approximately the same percentage of voters pointed out that the authorities in their district had supported a distinct candidate, about a quarter of respondents said that the candidate they had voted for was not elected deputy, about 20% do not trust the official results of the elections, and 35% even do not know those results. The stated figures discredit many official statements and prove that today’s most popular slogan "The State For The People" is still remote from the truth for many Belarusians.
Economic uncertainty and political ambivalence can’t but put in question "the major achievement" of the existing order in Belarus, that is "stability". The positive confirmation for this is the fact that 62% of respondents believe that Belarus needs changes (only 25.4% are of the opposite opinion). However, the President A. Lukashenko’s opponents should not be rather beforehand in their conclusion about the approaching collapse of the regime. First, among the advocates of changes there are advocates of the present line, who see these changes as further improving of the existing policy. Second, only 46.8% actually wish such changes would take place. Third, 62.5% of respondents suppose profound changes in the domestic and foreign policy of Belarus are unlikely or totally impossible (30.4% think the changes quite possible). The main reason for this controversy in the attitude to changes lies not in the fearfulness or total apathy of the Belarusian community (a popular belief in the "democratic world"), but rather in the ambiguity of the ways of implementation of these changes and their results – life after Lukashenko. Thus, 22.4% of the respondents believe that after A. Lukashenko’s resignation life in Belarus will become better, 25.2% think it will become worse, and 34.8% suppose life will be the same. If almost three of four Belarusians still do not see in the promised "new life" actual changes to the better, so why "straining": "half a loaf is better than no bread".

The traditional geopolitical set of questions did not bring any sensations: choosing between EU and the Russian Federation the balance is almost in the same position. However, the spring events in Kyrgyzstan have given some surprises. Thus, only 23.2% of the respondents agreed with A. Lukashenko that it had been an anticonstitutional coup, while 47.2% considered it a popular uprising against corrupted power. Moreover, assessing the President’s decision to give asylum in Belarus to the ousted Kyrgyz president K. Bakiev, only 17.9% supposed it was right, 24.1% considered it wrong since K. Bakiev had been ousted as a result of a reasonable popular uprising,  another 40.6% called it wrong because whoever had been right in Kyrgyzstan, it was no business of Belarus to intermeddle in their local political conflicts. Apparently, the feelings about these events and reaction to them on part of the President and the majority of the population, mildly speaking, dissent. Meanwhile, the hopes of some oppositionists for a similar scenario of the change of power even more discord with the opinion of the Belarusian majority: only 9.1% of the respondents supposed that the change of power in Belarus would happen in the same way as it happened in Kyrgyzstan in April of the current year.
As usual, for those readers who are interested in our figures more than in assessments, we offer an opportunity to analyze the results of our surveys on their own by way of counting forward separately for each major socio-demographic group.

Regular readers of our Bulletin should remember the headline "State vs. Independent Research", under which five years ago we published the repression documents against IISEPS. Today, we have to renew this subject: "Open Forum" will disclose to the readers the evidence of the new wave of persecution of prof. O. Manaev, the founder of the Institute. One can’t but notice, that these "waves" surprisingly coincide with the major political campaigns, and first of all, the presidential election.

On the "Bookshelf" our readers will find a presentation of the collected volume "100 Faces of Unemployment" recently published by the civil campaign "Speak the Truth!" In his review A. Sokolov, Ph.D., points out that "this is one hundred truthful stories of real people who have for one reason or another lost their job and are now trying to find work but in vain. It stands to reason that the book’s authors had no problem finding personages, as there are not symbolic 100 of them, but many and many thousands".
IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

We continue to publish materials on the results of the nationwide public opinion poll conducted by independent sociologists in March 2010.

In June of 2010 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.516 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-2010

Belarus: no changes on the "Youth front"?
1. Socio-demographic situation

Over the past decade – from 1999 to 2009 – the number of people in Belarus fell by 5.5%, from 10 to 9.48 million (and taking into account the migration gain of about 1.000 per month!)
 And continues to decline, especially by increasing mortality and declining fertility. As noted by demographers for the past two decades, life expectancy for men declined by 4.2 years and women – by 2.2 years and amounted to 63.2 and 75 years accordingly. The difference in life expectancy between men and women accounted for nearly 12 years, which is twice higher than in developed countries. Since 2004, the country has fallen into a "demographic hole" – when the number of children aged 0-15 years was less than the number of persons aged 60 years and older. According to demographers, depopulation of the population will increase, because after 2010 the most active childbearing age take a very few cohorts born in the 90's: "Now there is a decrease in the contribution of fertility generation 80's, when the country carried a baby-booming, that is why it is decreasing
. "In accordance with the classification of the UN, the population is considered to be old, if the proportion of persons over 65 years is 7%, while in Belarus it is twice more. In 2009, the number of residents, usually referred to young people (16-30 years old, although the Law defines the age range "from fourteen to thirty-one years) was approximately equal to the number of those who have reached retirement age (men aged 60 and older, women 55 years and older): about 22-23%
. This suggests that in the next decade, fewer and fewer young people will have to feed the growing number of elderly citizens, which certainly complicates the life prospects of young people. Moreover, as the program coordinator of the UN Population Fund in Belarus (UNFPA) T. Gaplichnik, "we must admit that unless there are millions of migrants, for whom society is not ready, the Belarusians in the coming decades will be no more"
.

2. Material-economic situation 

Financial position limits the prospects of the Belarusian youth more than demographics. For example, according to the coordinator of the UNICEF project in Belarus, "The causes of family troubles in the Republic of Belarus" S. Burova, only 3% of newlyweds have their homes"
. Almost a half (about 100.000) of officially registered unemployed are young people, that one and a half times outnumbers its share in the structure of the workforce. According to the same public opinion polls almost a third of young people faced the situation of the unemployed, which is more than three times bigger than among the population older than 50 years. In the face of increased competition, the labor force in the labor market, employers prefer to hire skilled workers with high skills. In this regard, graduates are not demanded in the labor market and are a source of increasing the number of the unemployed. Not surprisingly, the question "How do you rate your chances of getting a good job?" (It was necessary to note the number on a scale from 0% to 100%), almost two-thirds of young people – 63.9% - rated their chances of below 50%.

The analysis shows that the real prospects for strengthening the material and economic situation of youth in the country depend less on government support programs (such as vocational training of unemployed youth, the allocation of loans for housing construction, etc.), but on the creation of normal conditions for the development of market economy. According to the poll, more than half a million young people have had the experience of private enterprise, and another million people would buy such an experience! Today more than 15% of young people, on the same data, work in the private sector (for comparison: among those who are over 50, such people were less than 1%!). And not only the youth, who has experience in private business, but most of the Belarusian youth, unlike the older generation, shares the values of the market economy (see below). Meanwhile, income from business activities (including sales of agricultural products, etc.) is only 21.8% of the total income of the population, almost equal to the various transfers received from the State (scholarships, grants, pensions, etc.) – about 20%
.

The fact that the financial situation limits the prospects of the Belarusian youth even more than demographics is seen not only according to socio-economic statistics, but also in public opinion polls, i.e. self-esteem of young people themselves (Table 1).

As we can see from this table, youth incomes at the age of 25 on average half times lower than in the adult (30 to 60 years) population. The change of the material conditions of young people in recent months in the whole "fits" into the overall dynamics (except, perhaps, the youngest age group, many of whom are young students whose scholarships from time to time increased, especially in the run-up to presidential elections) (Table 2).

Therefore, at their future, at least, material and economic, many young people look very pessimistic than the older generation (Table 3).

	Table 1

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Please, state the average size of income (including wages, pensions, allowances and other extra earnings), which accounted for one member of your family in the last month?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Up to 260.000 rubles (up to PS=$ 90)
	11.8
	24.6
	19.9
	12.5
	14.6
	11.6
	9.8
	5.3

	From 260.000 to 400.000 rubles (from PS to BS = $ 138)
	41.1
	44.3
	45.4
	38.2
	31.8
	30.3
	34.2
	58.5

	From 400.000 to 800.000 rubles (from BS to 2 BS = $ 276)
	39.5
	23.0
	28.4
	37.5
	44.0
	47.3
	47.7
	33.7

	Over 800 thousand rubles

(over 2 BS)
	6.9
	3.3
	5.7
	11.8
	8.9
	10.9
	7.3
	1.5


	Table 2

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How has your financial situation changed over the past three months?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Changed for the better
	9.3
	13.1
	6.4
	6.6
	7.0
	8.5
	6.8
	14.2

	No changes
	59.8
	67.2
	57.4
	58.8
	57.6
	58.4
	58.9
	63.2

	Changed for the worse
	29.8
	18.0
	35.5
	33.8
	34.8
	31.1
	32.3
	22.3


	Table 3

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How in your opinion will the socio-economic situation in 
Belarus change in the coming years?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Will change for the better
	29.3
	27.9
	18.3
	17.8
	17.2
	25.8
	30.9
	48.5

	No changes
	46.0
	44.3
	53.5
	54.1
	47.2
	48.8
	47.1
	37.1

	Will change for the worse
	18.8
	18.0
	21.8
	23.7
	28.4
	17.6
	17.3
	10.6


Perhaps it is limited logistical and economic perspective (and not age) that make the youth modestly evaluate and implement their life plans (Table 4).
	Table 4

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Every person has their own plans for life. If we take the total number of plans for 100%, then evaluate your plans?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Up to 25%
	18.0
	49.2
	36.9
	23.0
	19.2
	13.6
	11.5
	10.4

	26-50%
	42.0
	31.1
	42.6
	49.6
	49.7
	45.9
	43.8
	31.1

	51-75%
	28.9
	19.7
	15.6
	25.2
	24.8
	29.9
	35.9
	35.4

	76-100%
	10.8
	0
	5.0
	2.2
	6.0
	10.2
	7.8
	23.0


	Table 5

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In the future would you like to live (or work) in Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes 
	78.3
	53.3
	54.2
	65.9
	68.6
	83.6
	88.5
	93.2

	No 
	21.7
	46.7
	45.8
	34.1
	31.4
	16.4
	11.5
	6.8


If in the whole 60% of Belarusians estimate today the realization of their life plans fewer than 50%, while nearly one in five - less than 25%, among young people under the age of 25 years the first figure exceeds 80%, while the second – 43%. It is not surprising that many young people see their future outside the home country (Table 5).

As seen from this table, the number of young people under the age of 25 years who would not like to live (or work) in Belarus, more than double of the number of people with the same mood at the age from 30 to 60 years.

Obviously, however, such basic features as the assessment of the implementation of life plans and linkage with their country cannot be explained only by material and economic situation. They should include a wider range of values and activities.

3. Youth associations

In Belarus today operate 13 international youth public organizations and 1 International Youth Union of public associations, 62 republican youth organizations and 2 republican youth union of public associations. The governing body of most international and national organizations is located in Minsk. At the periphery international and republican youth associations are rare. Republican youth public associations to a great extent also are aimed at fulfilling the educational function (14 organizations) and the implementation of social protection of certain categories of youth (8 organizations). Among the national organizations the 8 are the unions, based on membership of a particular profession (performed or received), 9 communities of interest, mainly in the field of arts, culture and sport, 5 organizations specializing in philanthropic activities.
	Table 6

	Spatial distribution of youth organizations in Belarus*



	Regional status
	Gomel 
region
	Vitebsk 
region
	Brest 
region
	Minsk region (except Minsk)
	Mogilev 
region
	Grodno 
region

	Regional
	3
	–
	1
	–
	1
	–

	The regional branch of the Republican GS
	3
	2
	–
	–
	4
	4

	District
	1
	–
	1
	2
	–
	1

	City
	11
	10
	3
	6
	4
	7

	City republican branch of GS
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	2

	Inter-District
	–
	–
	–
	1
	–
	1

	Multi-city
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	1

	Other
	2
	7
	4
	1
	3
	–

	Total
	20
	19
	9
	10
	12
	15

	* http://www.ngo.by/monitoring/analytics/fields-of-activity/fea30579235d8d44.html


In various regions of Belarus there operate approximately 150 local youth associations, as well as 10 regional offices and 4 offices of urban republican public associations. In Minsk or within its administrative units there operate 65 youth associations. The table 6 provides information on local youth public associations and regional offices of Republican youth public associations in the regional context.

In Minsk there are a quarter of organizations that are child’s ones with basic education and educators, they are about the same as well as covering other youth groups, organizations, sports orientation. Among the target groups of youth organizations of Minsk there have also been distinguished a number of disability organizations and with the target group of students.

Thus, the analysis of the youth third sector in Belarus has shown its very modest scale: in general, youth organizations represent about 10% of the total number of registered associations of the country. Secondly, it is obvious that the majority of registered organizations are aimed at solving social problems of youth.

Socio-political problems of young people also did not go unheeded, but solved in a different way. There are three major youth organizations in the country – the Belarusian Republican Youth Union (BRYU), the Belarusian Republican Pioneer Organization (BRPO) and the Belarusian Committee of Youth Organizations (BCYU), whose main task, as emphasized at the meeting with their leaders in October 2006 Head of State – "to reflect the interests of the new generation and become the medium, which helps young people to form and defend a constructive citizenship, to participate actively in political and public life, in other words – to ensure the stability of the present order of things (italics by author).

According to the First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Belarusian National Youth Union L. Kovalev (at the same meeting with the president), the current strength of the alliance is nearly 355 thousand people (490 thousand in 2009
), and its main task, he formulated more precisely than the president – "patriotic education of young people". For example, the Belarusian Republican Youth Union is engaged in the revival of the country's Building Groups Movement: in 2006 thus were employed during the summer more than 40 thousand young people, and since 2007, such construction teams work in a per post basis from agricultural towns. According to the chairman of the Central Council of BRPO A. Babitsky, in the ranks of the Pioneer organization there are more than 482 thousand children, Pioneer squads set up and operate in all schools across the country, but their main purpose is to "help children to become a worthy citizen of their country". According to the chairman of the National Union of Public Organizations "BCYU" A. Yushkevich, it consists of 39 youth and children's organizations, and its primary task is to "improve the relationship of youth organizations with the government". Thus, organizations engaged in "patriotic education of young people and improving their relationship with the government", according to official figures, there "covered" nearly a million young Belarusians (i.e., third or even half of all young people)
.

However, according to numerous testimonies, this "coverage" actually turns out to be almost the same fiction, as well as a multimillion-dollar Komsomol of the Soviet era of "stagnation" (late 1970s – early 1980s). Most young people are members of these organizations in name only, and are related to their work with skepticism, because membership itself is often a "voluntary-compulsory" (as a rule, young people join these organizations at schools and universities). However, the membership in these organizations itself gives an advantage (or even privileges such as discounts on some services), specifies a certain scope of conduct (for example, not to participate in the protests) and advocates a "token of loyalty" the current political regime. At the same time, leaders and activists of these organizations use these permissions (membership in various committees, councils, etc.) for making a career and, eventually, become part of the ruling elite.

Young people, seeking not to "ensure the stability of the present order of things, but changing it (at least its most convinced and active part), and combined into different structures or movements and initiatives. But, unlike the above-mentioned organizations, they receive no government support and often face various forms of pressure or even direct repression. The most prominent and active opposition youth organizations and initiatives (most of them, despite numerous attempts, has not been officially registered) include the following: "Young Front", "Youth of Belarusian Popular Front", "European Belarus", "Young Belarus", "Jeans for Freedom!", "Law Alliance", "Free Youth", "Young Democrats", "Initiative", "Bunt", "Move of "Future", "Young Society". If not all, some of these organizations, their leaders and activists are well known and respected, but as the saying goes, "in certain circles" – in the opposition media and the West, but not in itself the Belarusian youth. As the shows the content analysis of publications of 15 leading non-governmental mass media, conducted by leaders of "Young Front" in 2009, the undisputed leader of public attention (which, of course, shows real leadership) is exactly this organization. In contrast to the above, these organizations tend to really unite the youth, dividing the value of national independence and the European geopolitical choice, political democracy, market economy and rule of law, and actively promote these values in the Belarusian society. However, if members, even if nominal, pro-state organizations are hundreds of thousands of young people in these organizations included, though, and actively engaged, at best, hundreds (if not tens)
.
4. State youth policy 

According to Alexander Lukashenko, who has already mentioned at the meeting with the leaders of the largest youth organizations of the country (October 2006), "none of the scope of the Belarusian society has received such tremendous support from the state, as the activities of youth organizations". Proof of this is the new Law "On foundations of state youth policy", which entered into force in 2009 and replaced the Law "On general principles of State Youth Policy" (adopted in 1992, amended in 1997), as well as programs and funds to support children's and youth organizations. Although the Act defines a youth public association as a "public association of young people (at least two-thirds of the members), expressing their specific interests and goals of the state youth policy – "to create conditions for free and effective participation of the youth in political, social, economic and cultural development of the society", in fact, as can be seen, not all the "specific interests "of youth are recognized and supported (see the Annex).

For example, the National Program "Youth of Belarus" for 2006-2010, approved by presidential decree in 2006 and replaced a similar program from 1996, includes dozens of events, from the "creation-based Academy of Management under the President of the National Youth Information and ideological Center at the Central Committee of "Belarusian Republican Youth Union” and the publication of information materials on patriotic education and formation of political culture, combating political extremism among young people to create a socio-cultural youth program on TV Channel "LAD" and the organization of the “National Beauty Contest"
, which in some way is to stabilize existing order of things. Moreover, funding for all these programs and activities, typically carried out from the state budget, while at the same meeting, the Head of State stressed that "youth organization must be financially self-sustaining" (it was assumed that this problem will be solved by 2010, but funding continues today). This means that there is a direct violation of the Act, which states that "no youth public association is not entitled to claim a monopoly of expression of the interests and needs of all young people" and that "the state creates a system of legal and economic guarantees, which provide all the youth public associations with equal opportunities to participate in public life in the Republic of Belarus".

However, the appeal to the law in cases of disregard for any "special interests" of youth, in fact is hardly possible, because in another article it clearly states that "civil and patriotic education of young people aimed at the assimilation of young citizens ... the ideology of the Belarusian state, the formation of preparedness civic duty".  What do thousands of young people have to, including members of the opposition youth organizations who do not agree with the current "ideology of the Belarusian State"? The same Act states that "the development and adoption of national and regional programs in the state youth policy takes into account the views of youth organizations and young people." However, according to the poll, which once held by IISEPS among a hundred activists of 23 youth associations of the country, only 1.9% of the respondents participated in the discussion of much of the legislation on young people, and another 14.8% "participated in the discussion of some of these documents"
.
5. Values and youth activism 

5.1. Attitude to the economic crisis 

The economic crisis, which, according to the president, "just steeled us", was the number one problem for the majority of Belarusians. Thus, 81.3% of those surveyed in December 2009 held that "the Belarusian economy is in crisis, to 52.4% in 2009 proved more difficult in 2008 (easier to just 7.6%), and 41.8% for the crisis "affects seriously on a daily family life" ("virtually no effect" only 10.8%). Analysis shows that the Belarusian youth - especially one that enters into an independent life – is at least as many people think, and even more vulnerable in a crisis situation (Table 7).
	Table 7

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Which of the points of view in relation to Belarus is closer to you?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	We expect the deepening crisis and the increase in related problems
	25.6
	18.3
	31.2
	34.8
	35.1
	24.5
	24.6
	15.7

	The crisis has "reached bottom" and would not be worse
	38.3
	38.3
	40.4
	40.0
	40.4
	41.8
	38.2
	32.4

	Belarus has already begun to emerge from the crisis
	26.6
	31.7
	19.1
	18.5
	18.2
	25.2
	27.7
	38.2

	DA/NA
	9.5
	11.7
	9.3
	6.7
	6.3
	8.5
	9.5
	13.7


The feeling of instability of its economic situation, in its turn, raises doubts about the effectiveness of economic policy of the country's leadership and its ability to overcome the crisis (Tables 8-9).
	Table 8

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In what way is the economic crisis the result of the economic policy leadership of the country in recent years?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Almost fully
	15.8
	18.0
	19.0
	20.6
	20.1
	16.7
	16.8
	8.3

	Much
	23.3
	27.9
	34.5
	41.9
	38.6
	35.8
	33.5
	20.5

	In a small extent
	28.5
	26.2
	23.9
	17.6
	24.1
	30.4
	30.4
	35.4

	Not that this was the cause of economic crisis
	15.8
	14.8
	13.4
	14.7
	13.2
	11.6
	15.2
	22.5

	DA/NA
	7.6
	13.1
	9.2
	5.2
	4.0
	5.4
	4.2
	13.4


	Table 9

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What do you think the Belarusian government has a designed program to overcome the crisis?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes, there is a sound economic program
	27.2
	31.1
	18.4
	17.0
	21.1
	19.7
	27.5
	43.5

	There is no program, there is only a general idea of what to do
	29.9
	26.2
	34.8
	30.4
	30.7
	34.9
	32.1
	23.0

	The Government has no program, decisions are made by immediate circumstances
	32.1
	29.5
	36.9
	42.2
	39.9
	35.6
	32.1
	18.7

	DA/NA
	10.8
	13.1
	9.7
	9.6
	8.3
	9.9
	8.3
	14.7


The key question, however, is whether these "economic doubts" are transformed in the relevant political attitudes.

5.2. Attitudes towards government and opposition

The analysis of the basic, underlying political values of young people shows that it is certainly a more advanced group than the older generation of Belarusians (Tables10-11).
	Table 10

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Some people believe that the best way to rule is a "strong hand", others prefer democracy. And what do you prefer?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Democracy
	53.9
	71.0
	66.9
	69.1
	62.0
	55.8
	50.0
	35.2

	"Strong hand"
	32.1
	12.9
	20.4
	18.4
	25.1
	32.3
	32.8
	48.9

	DA/NA
	14.0
	16.1
	12.7
	12.5
	12.9
	11.9
	17.2
	15.9


	Table 11

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In your opinion, the president and the Government should now:" %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Give people freedom and follow only the fact that they do not violate the laws
	62.6
	83.9
	66.7
	78.7
	67.5
	67.0
	62.5
	45.2

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	28.1
	8.1
	24.8
	16.2
	26.2
	25.9
	28.6
	39.4

	DA/NA
	9.3
	0
	8.5
	5.1
	6.3
	7.1
	8.9
	15.4


However, the analysis of the dynamics of political self-identification shows that the opposition sets of young people are not so obvious, as commonly thought. In recent years, they soon weakened than increased, and today are concentrated mainly in the "older" group. Despite the crisis and the economic question, the number of those who consider themselves opposed to the current government, does not increase. Rather, there is growing a number of disaffected (Tables 12-13).
	Table 12

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Some people consider themselves supporters of the current government, and other adversaries, and to which group would you relate yourselves?", % (06'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	I consider myself a supporter of the current government
	39.1
	22.6
	23.4
	20.1
	28.4
	28.3
	39.2
	69.4

	I consider myself an opponent of the current government
	22.1
	19.4
	21.2
	35.8
	31.8
	25.9
	22.2
	8.0

	I have not thought about it and I do not care
	32.9
	53.2
	40.9
	38.8
	32.8
	39.3
	34.9
	19.8

	DA/NA
	5.9
	4.8
	14.5
	5.3
	7.0
	6.5
	3.7
	2.8


	Table 13

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Some people consider themselves supporters of the current government, and other adversaries, and to which group would you relate yourselves?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	I consider myself a supporter of the current government
	36.4
	18.0
	20.6
	21.3
	24.1
	31.4
	37.8
	62.5

	I consider myself an opponent of the current government
	16.2
	11.5
	24.8
	25.0
	21.5
	16.4
	18.7
	5.6

	I have not thought about it and I do not care
	40.9
	60.7
	47.5
	47.1
	48.8
	45.1
	36.8
	26.3

	DA/NA
	6.5
	9.8
	7.1
	6.6
	5.6
	7.1
	6.7
	5.6


However, in recent years there significantly increased disillusionment among youth, especially in the "younger" group, in the career prospects (Table 14).
	Table 14

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What do you think young people today can make a 
successful career in Belarus?", % (12'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes, young people can make successful careers in Belarus
	51.0
	29.0
	38.1
	38.5
	46.2
	46.4
	60.4
	65.6

	No, for this youth is better to go to another country
	35.6
	62.9
	50.4
	48.1
	40.0
	37.6
	28.1
	20.4

	DA/NA
	13.4
	8.1
	11.5
	13.4
	13.8
	16.0
	11.5
	14.0


This is confirmed by either the rise of emigration "sentiment" in the "younger" group of young people (Table 15).

The desire for change is most concentrated in the "older" group of young people, while in the "younger" and "average" groups it is even less than in groups of 30- and 40-year-old (Table 16).
Generally, young people have a more critical attitude to the current state of affairs than the older generation, and the dynamics of this relationship over the last year has not decreased. And in the "younger" group of young people, who for many other parameters are even more loyal to the authorities than people of middle age, there is some "confusion of minds" – an increasing number of politically undecided (Tables 17-18).

	Table 15

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Would you move to another country for permanent 
residence?", % (12'08)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	34.8
	73.4
	52.9
	47.1
	39.8
	32.6
	27.6
	19.8

	No
	58.1
	18.3
	30.7
	41.9
	52.6
	59.9
	68.8
	77.2

	DA/NA
	7.1
	8.3
	16.4
	11.0
	8.2
	7.5
	3.6
	3.0


	Table 16

	Distribution of answer to the question: "With which statements do you agree?", % (06'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarus needs changes
	48.0
	53.2
	57.7
	66.4
	59.3
	56.6
	46.3
	23.5

	Belarus needs stability
	46.4
	41.9
	34.3
	29.9
	32.5
	38.3
	50.5
	71.3

	DA/NA
	5.6
	4.9
	8.0
	3.7
	8.2
	5.1
	3.2
	5.2


	Table 17

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In your opinion, the whole state of affairs in our country is moving in the right direction or in the wrong?", % (06'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	In the right direction
	47.9
	38.7
	35.5
	32.8
	35.8
	39.8
	47.9
	73.5

	In the wrong direction
	33.7
	46.8
	41.3
	50.7
	42.7
	38.4
	30.5
	14.5

	DA/NA
	18.5
	14.5
	23.2
	16.4
	21.5
	21.8
	21.6
	12.0


	Table 18

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In your opinion, the whole state of affairs in our country is moving in the right direction or in the wrong?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	In the right direction
	49.5
	34.4
	31.0
	29.6
	32.7
	51.0
	54.2
	74.5

	In the wrong direction
	35.6
	39.3
	49.3
	53.3
	49.2
	35.7
	30.2
	16.2

	DA/NA
	14.9
	26.3
	19.7
	17.1
	18.1
	13.3
	15.6
	9.3


The return to the Soviet past young people do not want definitely, but today its "antisovietism", with the exception of "older" group, does not exceed the "anti-Soviet" generation of 30- and 40-year-old Belarusians (Table 19).

The overall assessment of the presidency of President A. Lukashenko among young people, especially the "younger" group, is significantly lower than among other age groups. At the same time, those who find it difficult to assess these outcomes among young people are also markedly more than among other respondents (Table 20).

	Table 19

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Would you like to restore the Soviet Union?", % (12'09)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	26.7
	14.8
	9.5
	10.0
	17.5
	21.5
	29.3
	48.7

	No
	60.5
	67.2
	70.8
	78.5
	69.7
	66.1
	59.6
	40.1

	DA/NA
	12.8
	18.0
	19.7
	11.5
	12.8
	12.4
	11.1
	11.2


	Table 20

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In July there turned 15 years since the election of President Alexander Lukashenko in Belarus. Do you think this event has brought the country more good or harm?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	More benefits
	48.4
	27.4
	28.8
	33.8
	40.2
	36.1
	52.4
	76.5

	More harm
	21.7
	32.3
	28.1
	27.8
	28.0
	27.4
	22.0
	6.8

	This did not affect the fate of the country
	13.9
	14.5
	18.0
	15.8
	17.6
	18.1
	10.5
	7.6

	DA/NA
	16.0
	25.8
	25.1
	22.6
	14.2
	18.4
	15.1
	18.1


This contradictory assessment is confirmed by the participation of youth in the socio-political process.

5.3. Social-political activity

The analysis shows that despite the increased dissatisfaction with the current status of thins the Belarusian  youth, like their counterparts in many other countries, is much less actively involved in elections (especially in parliamentary) than other groups of voters (Tables 21-23).
	Table 21

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Have you participated in the Sept. 28, 2008 elections?", % (10'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	66.1
	41.3
	59.0
	45.9
	60.7
	65.4
	71.9
	81.7

	No
	30.6
	54.0
	40.3
	49.6
	36.1
	31.2
	24.5
	15.0

	NA
	3.3
	4.7
	0.7
	4.5
	3.2
	3.4
	3.6
	3.3


	Table 22

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Did you participate in voting in the presidential election on March 19, 2006?", % (04'06)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

	
	
	18-24
	25-34
	35-44
	45-54
	55-64
	65 +

	Yes
	90.5
	85.5
	84.0
	90.0
	90.4
	98.3
	97.0

	No
	9.5
	14.5
	16.0
	10.0
	9.6
	1.7
	3.0


	Table 23

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Have you participated on Oct. 17, 2004 elections of deputies to the House of Representatives of Belarus and the national referendum?", % (11'04)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	82.7
	75.1
	72.1
	71.6
	78.9
	85.4
	90.4
	88.7

	No
	16.1
	24.9
	27.2
	27.0
	20.1
	13.9
	8.7
	8.9

	NA
	1.3
	0
	0.7
	1.4
	1.0
	0.7
	0.9
	2.4


And it seems that the part of young people who still take part in the elections vote almost as loyal as other voters (the exception – the last presidential election) (Tables 24-27).

Moreover, the comparative analysis of voting results on the first (1994) and recent (2006) presidential elections shows that young people become rather more than less to vote for Lukashenko. This, of course, talks about its specific adaptation to the "real life" (Table 28).

This trend is confirmed by willingness of young people to vote for Lukashenka in the presidential election in 2011: "younger" group of young people is ready to do even more than the 30- and 40-year-old. However, they are ready to vote for an alternative democratic candidate more than the older age groups. This suggests there is a serious split in the youth (especially the "younger" and "average" groups) (Table 29).

At first sight the authorities should just enjoy it. However, if we compare the current willingness of young people to vote in the presidential elections – for A. Lukashenko, as well as for his opponents – so it was in the past year (see Table 29), And espe-cially how young people actually voted In March 2006, the situation raises questions about the possible political consequences of youth absenteeism (even allowing for the fact that the question in Table 30 was open, and in Table 25 – closed) (Table 30).

	Table 24

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How did you vote in the parliamentary elections in 
September, 2008?", % (10'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the current power
	31.6
	11.3
	17.4
	11.9
	22.6
	25.5
	29.8
	59.6

	Against the option of power*
	17.9
	21.9
	19.5
	18.9
	18.0
	23.3
	17.2
	14.3

	DA/NA** 
	50.5
	66.8
	63.1
	69.2
	59.4
	51.2
	54.0
	36.1

	* Including "For an independent candidate"

** Including "Did not vote" and "Refused to answer"


	Table 25

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How did you vote in the presidential election on March 19, 2006?", % (04'06)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For alternative power
	58.2
	53.8
	35.2
	31.5
	49.9
	57.6
	66.8
	79.5

	Against the option of power*
	28.7
	27.5
	47.5
	47.4
	33.4
	31.3
	24.3
	11.4

	Did not vote
	8.0
	12.1
	9.6
	16.3
	10.2
	6.2
	4.2
	5.2

	Refused to answer
	4.1
	4.6
	5.3
	4.7
	6.2
	3.9
	2.8
	2.5

	DA/NA
	1.0
	2.0
	2.4
	0
	0.3
	1.0
	1.9
	1.4

	* Including "For Gaidukevich", "For Kazulin", "For Milinkevich" and "Against all"


	Table 26

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How did you vote in the referendum on October 17, 2004?", % (11'04)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For alternative power
	49.0
	31.2
	32.5
	27.7
	30.1
	44.2
	60.4
	78.5

	Against the option of power
	29.2
	35.3
	35.8
	36.6
	44.3
	34.9
	24.0
	9.1

	Did not vote
	9.5
	7.1
	16.9
	17.0
	13.8
	7.2
	3.4
	5.8

	Refused to answer
	5.1
	8.6
	4.8
	6.3
	4.8
	6.3
	5.5
	3.1

	DA/NA
	7.2
	17.8
	11.0
	19.4
	7.0
	7.4
	6.7
	3.5


	Table 27

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How did you vote in the parliamentary elections on October 17, 2004?", % (11'04)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For alternative power
	35.2
	14.4
	17.8
	17.8
	18.9
	33.0
	43.5
	61.7

	Against the option of power*
	30.9
	35.3
	33.8
	37.9
	40.1
	32.7
	29.1
	18.3

	Did not vote
	15.2
	15.7
	27.1
	21.6
	22.2
	12.3
	9.2
	8.2

	Refused to answer
	12.2
	22.8
	15.5
	13.1
	11.5
	13.5
	11.8
	8.6

	NA
	6.5
	11.8
	5.8
	9.6
	7.3
	8.5
	6.4
	3.2

	* Including "For an independent candidate"


	Table 28

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How you vote in the presidential election in 1994?", % (11'94)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For A. Lukashenko (in the first round)
	32.4
	10.3
	22.6
	24.4
	26.4
	29.6
	37.8
	53.7

	For A. Lukashenko (In the 
second round)
	46.8
	17.8
	33.0
	34.1
	45.8
	44.3
	55.0
	68.2


	Table 29

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If Alexander Lukashenko is for the fourth time to run for presidential elections and he is contested by candidates from the democratic opposition, for whom will you vote?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For A. Lukashenko
	42.9
	33.9
	23.7
	21.6
	30.1
	28.8
	46.3
	76.5

	For the candidate of the 
democratic opposition
	25.2
	35.5
	33.1
	39.6
	29.4
	33.0
	24.7
	7.1

	None of them
	17.8
	21.0
	18.0
	26.1
	20.9
	21.5
	16.3
	10.1

	DA/NA
	14.1
	9.6
	25.2
	12.7
	19.6
	16.7
	12.7
	6.3


	Table 30

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If the next presidential elections are in Belarus tomorrow, 
for whom will you vote for?", % (open question)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For A. Lukashenko
	42.7
	16.4
	22.9
	18.5
	29.2
	38.9
	44.3
	74.1

	For A. Kozulin or for A. Milinkevich
	7.4
	6.5
	7.7
	13.3
	11.3
	7.8
	7.2
	2.3

	* Numbers of replies "For S. Gaidukevich" by all age groups are ranging from 0.5% to 1.5%, so do not change the relative picture


A more concrete idea of the political values and behavior of the Belarusian youth can be obtained by analyzing its relation to the ongoing campaign for the elections to local councils.

5.4. Attitudes towards the local elections 

The above-mentioned youth absenteeism is confirmed by the analysis of its relationship to appropriate in Belarus system for the election of local councils – young people showing this much less interest than the adult population (Tables 31-32).
	Table 31

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you know when in Belarus next elections to local 
councils will be held?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	I know, in April 2010
	63.7
	50.8
	52.8
	50.4
	62.7
	68.0
	70.3
	68.4

	Do not know
	35.3
	47.5
	46.5
	48.9
	36.6
	31.0
	27.6
	30.6


	Table 32

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Are you going to vote in elections to deputies of local 
councils in April 2010?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	62.9
	50.8
	51.8
	41.9
	52.3
	62.6
	62.3
	82.5

	No
	37.1
	49.2
	48.2
	58.1
	47.7
	37.4
	33.7
	17.5


It may not be specifically "Belarusian" phenomenon, as in most modern countries young people differ by increased absenteeism, and politicians have to use a variety of political technology for its involvement in electoral campaigns. But youth participation in the electoral process in Belarus has very unusual specificity.

So, just from the Belarusian Republican Youth Union – the main youth organization supported by the authorities, members of the territorial, district and divisional election commissions on elections to local councils began more than 4.5 thousand people. To understand the significance of this figure, you need to compare it with the number of members of these commissions from all the opposition parties: 167 people. In other words, the 27 members of election commissions of BRYU (usually young men aged 16 to 30 years) relate to an "adult uncle"(or "auntie") from a dozen opposition political parties (many of whom once worked in legislative, executive and judiciary organs). Obviously, such an unusual political activism of pro-state organization is actually used by the authorities to monitor the election campaign, and above all – the counting of votes.

Increased activity of the youth is shown in another political side. Thus, the leading opposition youth organization "Young Front", together with several other opposition organizations and initiatives to form a youth coalition "New Generation", the most important task of which was "consolidation of the youth potential in Belarus' through participation in the upcoming election campaigns – Elections to local councils in April, 2010 and presidential elections in January, 2011, – as stressed leader of the coalition D. Dashkevich, "we understand and confirm that there have been no elections in Belarus since 1994. In this case the notion "elections" we use in a rather conditional way and we totally understand those our friends who refuse to participate in them. From the other hand it is very important for us not only ideologically form a New generation of the Belarusian society, but also factually helping the activists obtain experience in such important electoral campaigns. It's obvious that Lukashenka's regime does no longer exist, how many years left he has – a year or eleven. We intend then when the changes appear our activists to be ready, well-experienced only in y organizing meetings and participating in them, but also working in different campaigns, for instance in electoral ones. Otherwise, we for years breaking this bridge and finally having broken it will appear in the periphery. Into authorities there will come a new generation of governors, repainted ideological hierarchy, changed their badges BRYU members. Just this not knowing the laws lead to the truth, according to which ones do the revolution and others use the results of it. We do not want anybody to use the results of our work. Only we will work and harvest the fruits of our work". (See: "IISEPS News", N 55, p. 49).

However, the magority of the Belarusian youth, as mentioned earlier, is not part of any organization and has no interest in politics, including the election campaigns. Besides inherent to all young people "natural absenteeism" in Belarus increases by its specific political system. In particular, the fact that local government is essentially absent, but the real power on the ground belongs to the organs of "executive vertical" appointed from above. Realizing that local councils have little influence on real life, most young people simply know neither current nor future members (Tables 33-35).
	Table 33

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In what way do local (municipal, district, regional) councils and their deputies your life influence your life?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	They influence significantly
	14.4
	0
	9.2
	8.1
	11.6
	13.6
	17.7
	22.0

	They influence slightly
	36.2
	29.5
	21.8
	39.3
	30.4
	40.8
	37.0
	41.5

	They do not effect at all
	46.2
	59.0
	65.5
	48.9
	54.8
	43.2
	43.2
	33.4

	DA/NA
	3.2
	11.5
	3.5
	3.7
	3.2
	2.4
	2.1
	3.1


	Table 34

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you know who is a member of a local Council of your 
district?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	33.8
	6.6
	21.1
	26.7
	25.7
	39.7
	42.5
	42.5

	No
	62.3
	90.2
	75.4
	70.3
	69.6
	56.9
	53.4
	53.2

	DA/NA
	3.9
	3.2
	2.5
	3.0
	4.7
	3.4
	4.1
	4.3


	Table 35

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you know anything about the candidates running in your district?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	No, nothing about them I know
	76.5
	91.7
	81.7
	88.2
	78.8
	72.8
	71.9
	71.4

	Other answer
	23.5
	8.3
	18.3
	11.8
	21.2
	27.2
	28.1
	28.6


Such uninterested, skeptical attitude of the majority of young voters to the election leads to another important political result – namely young people in Belarus are the most exposed to "spiral of silence" (Tables 36-37).

	Table 36

	Distribution of answer to the question: "For what candidate would you vote in these elections?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko
	34.6
	16.7
	17.6
	16.3
	24.0
	29.3
	33.9
	62.5

	For the candidate-enemy of A. Lukashenko
	25.3
	8.3
	12.7
	16.3
	13.5
	10.6
	9.4
	4.6

	For another candidate
	18.9
	28.3
	35.9
	26.7
	25.0
	33.4
	26.0
	14.2

	DA/NA
	21.2
	46.7
	33.8
	40.7
	37.5
	26.7
	30.7
	18.7


	Table 37

	Distribution of answer to the question: "And for whom, in your opinion, will the majority of voters vote?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko
	49.1
	32.8
	37.6
	36.8
	43.6
	43.7
	43.2
	70.6

	For the candidate-enemy of A. Lukashenko
	7.5
	11.5
	9.9
	10.3
	9.9
	7.8
	7.3
	3.3

	For another candidate
	14.3
	18.0
	20.6
	15.4
	18.2
	17.4
	14.1
	6.1

	DA/NA
	29.1
	37.7
	31.9
	37.5
	19.3
	21.1
	25.4
	20.0


As seen from the table above, despite the fact that young people are the least going to the local elections to vote for candidates, supporters of A. Lukashenko, many young voters are either convinced that the majority of their fellow citizens would support the current course, or on their beam ends. For example, if the "gap" between their own intentions and the perception of how the majority votes in the group of 30-59-year-olds is about 1.5 in favor of the candidates, supporters of A. Lukashenko, in the group youth – more than 2.1.

Uncertainty and skepticism of youth to the elections as a political process are complemented by raising the critical expectations of the outcomes (Tables 38-39).

	Table 38

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Will be, in your opinion, during the election equal conditions for all candidates for deputies in local councils?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	44.6
	34.4
	33.3
	29.6
	30.6
	44.1
	49.7
	63.9

	No
	36.4
	44.3
	47.5
	45.2
	46.4
	40.7
	36.3
	17.2

	DA/NA
	19.0
	21.3
	19.2
	25.2
	23.0
	15.2
	14.0
	18.9


	Table 39

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Will, in your opinion, the official results of elections of 
deputies in local councils meet the polls?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes 
	49.3
	45.9
	35.5
	36.3
	37.0
	46.8
	54.2
	68.4

	No 
	32.1
	29.5
	40.4
	42.2
	41.6
	33.1
	30.7
	18.7

	DA/NA
	18.6
	24.6
	24.1
	21.5
	21.4
	20.1
	15.1
	12.9


The most negative consequence of these factors may be disappointing, lack of confidence in their strength, in the fact that the situation in the country can and should be changed for the better. It is still impossible to say that the Belarusian youth is disappointed by the situation and does not believe in them, but signs of such sentiments are becoming more visible (Table 40).

	Table 40

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Should, in your opinion, the powers of local councils be 
expanded?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes 
	25.9
	3.3
	15.6
	12.5
	19.1
	29.3
	32.8
	36.7

	No 
	58.0
	72.1
	66.7
	67.6
	64.4
	58.8
	55.2
	45.3

	DA/NA
	16.1
	24.6
	17.7
	19.9
	16.5
	11.9
	12.0
	18.0


Generally, young people feel "turned off" from the process of making important decisions in the country, but not much more than, for example, 30- and 40-year-olds. Recently, however, this feeling, especially in the "older" group of young people, has increased (Table 41).

Therefore, on the whole the standby to radical actions to express and defend their interests among the young is higher than in older people. However, it should not be overestimated: for example, more young people are ready to emigrate rather than to fight with weapons in their hands (Tables 42-45).

	Table 41

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What do you think the opinion of people like you influences in taking political and socio-economic decisions in our country?", % (06'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes, affects
	28.6
	23.7
	24.2
	15.9
	21.0
	18.3
	28.4
	48.8

	No, does not effect
	66.0
	66.7
	69.9
	76.8
	73.2
	78.5
	66.2
	46.1

	DA/NA
	5.4
	9.6
	5.9
	7.3
	5.8
	3.2
	5.4
	5.1


	Table 42

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If in your city (district) protests against the deteriorating economic situation are held, will you participate in them?", % (12'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes 
	14.2
	24.2
	21.3
	20.6
	18.5
	14.5
	12.8
	5.8

	No 
	77.6
	72.6
	70.6
	68.7
	69.4
	77.5
	83.5
	86.6

	DA/NA
	8.2
	3.2
	8.1
	10.7
	12.1
	8.0
	3.7
	7.6


	Table 43

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If after the referendum Belarus became part of the Russian Federation, what would you do?", % (08'06)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Agree with this, because the outcome of the referendum are 
not changed
	35.8
	32.9
	33.0
	38.0
	36.3
	34.3
	38.6
	35.7

	Attend a mass protest (rallies, demonstrations, strikes, etc.) trying to change the results
	8.8
	11.1
	10.9
	14.0
	12.4
	11.3
	4.9
	3.1

	Go to another country for permanent residence
	3.4
	7.9
	5.4
	9.0
	3.7
	2.4
	1.0
	1.9

	Be ready to defend the independence of Belarus with weapons in hands
	2.4
	5.4
	6.6
	2.2
	4.5
	0
	1.4
	1.2


	Table 44

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Are you ready to take part in street protests if the results of presidential elections are rigged?", % (12'05)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	13.4
	23.7
	21.2
	19.8
	16.3
	13.3
	11.6
	5.4

	No
	71.5
	51.6
	56.3
	63.3
	65.8
	68.8
	74.1
	88.6

	DA/NA
	15.1
	24.7
	22.5
	16.9
	18.9
	17.9
	14.3
	6.0


	Table 45

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Are you ready to take part in the "color revolution", as it did in Georgia, the Ukraine and Kyrgyzstan?", % (09'05)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	9.7
	21.9
	21.6
	14.6
	10.8
	6.9
	9.4
	3.0

	No
	82.4
	67.6
	69.2
	76.4
	78.9
	81.9
	81.8
	95.2

	DA/NA
	7.9
	10.5
	9.2
	9.0
	10.3
	11.2
	8.7
	1.8


As far as the involvement of young people in accessible form of public political activity is concerned, it apparently leaves much to be desired: more active in this are the 30- and 40-year-old. As far as membership in public organizations is concerned, it says about such "voluntary-coercive" organizations as the Belarusian Republican Youth Union (that is why almost all the young people are in social organizations rather than in parties) (Tables 46-48).
	Table 46

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Did you happen over the past three years to make public speech (at meetings, rallies, concerts, media, etc.)?", % (03'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes, once
	3.0
	3.2
	1.4
	1.5
	3.0
	4.8
	3.7
	2.2

	Yes, several times
	6.7
	6.5
	7.2
	8.3
	10.1
	10.4
	6.3
	1.2

	Yes, many times
	2.0
	1.6
	2.2
	2.8
	3.4
	3.5
	2.6
	–

	No, did not happen to
	88.3
	88.2
	89.4
	87.4
	83.5
	81.3
	87.4
	96.6


	Table 47

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Are you a member of a party or a public organization?", % (05'05)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	A member of a party
	1.1
	0
	0.7
	0.7
	1.0
	1.7
	2.6
	0.5

	A member of a public 
organization
	13.9
	4.3
	16.4
	17.8
	15.7
	22.7
	14.7
	2.6


	Table 48

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Did you try in the recent years to organize your own 
business – any business, civic initiative, a public organization, etc.?", % (05'05)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes 
	17.2
	6.7
	18.6
	26.7
	29.4
	21.9
	12.1
	3.9

	No 
	82.1
	93.3
	79.9
	71.8
	70.2
	77.4
	86.6
	95.6


Thus, we can say that the political consequences of the economic crisis if "ripen" in the bowels of the Belarusian society, then their offensive in the foreseeable future is not visible. And yet it seems that the youth has become a social force that will accelerate their arrival.
5.5. Geopolitical choice 

Data analysis of opinion polls conducted by IISEPS shows that young people feel less desire to a reintegration with Russia than the older generation of Belarusians. And over the last six months of installation and integration in the general population and youth in particular, significantly weakened (Tables 49-50).
	Table 49

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If the referendum were held today on the unification of 
Belarus and Russia, how would you vote for?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the union
	39.1
	24.6
	42.9
	32.1
	36.5
	34.4
	40.0
	47.3

	Against the union
	40.6
	44.3
	43.6
	52.2
	38.9
	47.6
	37.9
	32.9

	Would not take part in the vote
	14.2
	23.0
	10.0
	9.7
	16.2
	13.5
	17.4
	13.4

	DA/NA
	6.1
	8.1
	3.5
	6.0
	8.4
	4.5
	4.7
	6.4


	Table 50

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If the referendum were held today on the unification of 
Belarus and Russia, how would you vote for?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the union
	32.1
	24.6
	27.7
	22.2
	29.7
	27.9
	32.3
	42.9

	Against the union
	44.5
	52.5
	53.2
	50.4
	44.6
	46.6
	50.0
	34.3

	Would not take part in the vote
	17.7
	16.4
	11.3
	22.2
	21.1
	18.4
	14.1
	17.2

	DA/NA
	5.7
	6.5
	7.8
	5.2
	4.6
	7.1
	3.6
	5.6


At the same time, in recent years, much weakened (except for "older" youth groups – 25-29 years old) anti-Russian youth sets (compared with other age groups). But this has not led to "mirror" strength of pro-European plants. Although young people, especially the "younger" group, continue to demonstrate much more powerful than the older generation, pro-European plants, in general, over the past six months, also weakened noticeably (Tables 51-52).
	Table 51

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If now in Belarus were held a referendum asking whether to enter Belarus to the European Union, which would be your choice?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the union
	44.1
	72.1
	65.2
	59.4
	52.5
	52.4
	38.2
	17.6

	Against the union
	32.8
	11.5
	22.7
	23.3
	25.9
	29.2
	29.3
	52.4

	Would not take part in the vote
	14.8
	9.8
	7.1
	12.0
	14.1
	12.2
	22.0
	18.1

	DA/NA
	9.3
	6.6
	5.0
	5.3
	7.5
	6.2
	10.5
	11.9


	Table 52

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If now in Belarus were held a referendum asking whether to enter Belarus to the European Union, which would be your choice?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	For the union
	36.2
	60.0
	57.0
	47.4
	43.0
	38.4
	30.6
	17.2

	Against the union
	37.2
	16.7
	27.5
	24.4
	29.1
	33.3
	42.5
	54.4

	Would not take part in the vote
	20.1
	15.0
	12.0
	23.7
	22.2
	19.7
	19.7
	21.5

	DA/NA
	6.5
	8.3
	3.5
	4.4
	5.6
	8.5
	7.3
	6.9


In other words, as previously said in the Belarusian society there is a growing isolationist sentiment that is apparently explained by "cooling" of relations between the Belarusian leadership and its "east-west counterpart", the slightest sign that many times "vibrant" media propaganda. Thus, the analysis of the attitude of Belarusians to current foreign policy issues and conflict shows that it depends not only on their basic geopolitical settings, but also on the relation to the current rate of government – the respondents who support the current course, in these conflicts they are more inclined to support the Belarusian side, and vice versa (Tables 53-56).

	Table 53

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In the beginning of the year between Belarus and Russia there broke out a sharp conflict over the oil supplies to Belarus. Who, in your opinion, was to blame in this conflict?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarusian authorities
	14.8
	10.0
	17.6
	20.7
	19.4
	16.0
	14.5
	8.3

	Russian authorities
	24.6
	15.0
	21.1
	14.8
	16.4
	27.0
	26.4
	34.1

	Both sides equally
	50.7
	56.7
	47.2
	52.6
	57.6
	48.8
	52.8
	45.5

	DA/NA
	9.9
	18.3
	14.1
	11.9
	6.6
	8.2
	6.3
	12.1


	Table 54

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Under an agreement with Russia, Belarus in 2010 will receive 6.3 million tons of oil, without customs duties for the internal needs of Belarus, and another 15 million tons for processing and sale to the West - with full duty. In this regard, compared with year 2009 Belarus will lose about 2.5 billion dollars. Which of the statements do you agree with?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	This is unfair from Russia’s side, it must sacrifice its economic interests for the sake of an ally
	32.6
	24.6
	27.5
	22.2
	23.5
	30.6
	33.2
	47.3

	This is fair from Russia’s side, it is not obliged to sacrifice its economic interests to an ally
	47.3
	45.9
	52.8
	59.3
	58.6
	51.7
	48.7
	28.9

	DA/NA
	20.1
	29.5
	19.7
	18.5
	17.9
	17.7
	18.1
	23.8


	Table 55

	Distribution of answer to the question: "The recent intensification of conflict between authorities and members of unregistered Union of Poles of Belarus headed by Angelika Borys, which led to a sharp deterioration in relations with Poland. What kind of views on this subject do you agree with?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Activists of the Union headed by Boris A. violate the law, they are persecuted by the law
	22.6
	13.1
	18.4
	11.1
	18.9
	24.7
	22.9
	30.6

	Harassment of activists of the Union - part of a campaign of suppression of civil liberties in Belarus
	13.0
	14.8
	11.3
	17.8
	18.2
	12.9
	10.4
	9.1

	In the conflict are guilty both the Union of Poles and the Belarusian authorities
	31.7
	24.6
	32.6
	35.6
	33.1
	30.5
	40.6
	26.6

	DA/NA
	32.7
	47.5
	37.7
	35.5
	29.8
	31.9
	26.1
	33.7


	Table 56

	Distribution of answer to the question: "After the diplomatic conflict between Belarus and the United States, which broke out in the spring of 2008, relations between the two countries remain tense (eg, staff of the U.S. embassy in Minsk fell five times, and the Belarusians have to go for U.S. visas in other countries). Do you think it necessary to restore normal relations with the U.S. or not?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	It is necessary to restore normal relations with the United States
	47.5
	45.9
	59.6
	63.7
	53.6
	50.0
	50.5
	30.3

	This is not necessarily
	19.1
	19.7
	14.2
	13.3
	12.3
	20.4
	21.4
	26.0

	I do not care
	29.3
	31.1
	23.4
	21.5
	31.8
	25.5
	26.0
	36.1

	DA/NA
	4.1
	3.2
	2.8
	1.5
	2.3
	4.1
	2.1
	7.6


When analyzing the above table it must be noted that the ratio of "younger" group of young people in these conflicts differ no more with loyalty (compared with the "senior" groups) to the official point of view (sometimes approaching the point of view of their grandfathers and grandmothers!), or uncertainty.

As for the basic geopolitical values of Belarusians, they can be seen in the alternative geopolitical choice, remain almost the same – young people in general are clearly gravitating towards Europe, while the older generation – to Russia. This is seen as an example of a hypothetical geopolitical choice (Tables 57-58).
	Table 57

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If you had to choose between union with Russia and joining the European Union, which would you choose?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Integration with Russia
	38.3
	14.5
	22.9
	22.4
	28.4
	28.5
	47.1
	63.3

	Joining the European Union
	42.7
	64.5
	64.3
	64.9
	52.0
	52.8
	36.1
	12.9

	DA/NA
	19.0
	21.0
	12.8
	12.7
	19.6
	18.7
	16.8
	23.8


	Table 58

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If you had to choose between union with Russia and joining the European Union, which would you choose?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Integration with Russia
	41.4
	13.1
	27.0
	26.5
	29.6
	37.4
	49.5
	64.3

	Joining the European Union
	40.4
	67.2
	58.9
	60.3
	49.0
	45.2
	32.8
	15.9

	DA/NA
	18.2
	19.7
	14.2
	13.2
	21.4
	17.4
	17.7
	19.8


So, by the attitude of the leaders of the major geopolitical poles of Belarus (East-West) (Tables 59-60).

	Table 59

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What is your attitude to the President of the USA Barack Obama?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Positive
	31.1
	34.4
	43.0
	38.5
	31.8
	35.2
	30.7
	20.8

	Indifferent
	59.0
	50.8
	48.6
	50.4
	57.9
	57.0
	60.4
	68.6

	Negative
	9.8
	14.8
	8.5
	11.1
	10.3
	7.8
	8.9
	10.6


	Table 60

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What is your attitude to the President of Russia Dmitry 
Medvedev?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Positive
	51.6
	35.5
	50.1
	46.3
	50.2
	53.4
	50.0
	56.7

	Indifferent
	37.9
	50.0
	40.1
	39.0
	39.6
	36.4
	40.6
	33.7

	Negative
	10.5
	15.0
	9.2
	14.7
	10.2
	10.2
	9.4
	9.6


And also when assessing the intrinsic characteristics of societies themselves (Table 61).

	Table 61

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What kind of society do you think the fairest?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarusian
	29.0
	19.7
	17.7
	17.8
	14.5
	24.5
	31.4
	51.5

	German
	21.3
	32.8
	22.7
	25.2
	27.0
	26.2
	19.9
	10.1

	American
	12.3
	14.8
	19.1
	14.1
	18.1
	14.6
	9.4
	4.3

	Russian
	5.0
	1.6
	3.5
	3.0
	3.6
	4.8
	6.3
	7.3

	Polish
	4.2
	9.8
	7.1
	5.9
	3.3
	5.4
	3.7
	1.8

	DA/NA
	28.2
	21.3
	29.8
	34.0
	33.6
	24.9
	29.3
	25.0


At the same time, a sense of "winning" from the fact that Belarus has become an independent country, for the youth it is not obvious – as compared with other age groups, it does not show much enthusiasm. Rather, a sense of uncertainty increases life prospects (Table 62).

	Table 62

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Did you personally win or lose from the fact that Belarus 
became an independent country?", % (12'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Won 
	39.9
	33.3
	44.3
	37.0
	45.9
	37.6
	37.0
	38.9

	Lost 
	19.4
	7.9
	12.1
	12.6
	16.1
	19.0
	22.9
	27.2

	DA/NA
	40.7
	58.8
	43.6
	50.4
	38.0
	43.4
	40.1
	33.2


However, to make far-reaching conclusions and, moreover, a strategy based on the geopolitical value of the Belarusian youth, should be with great caution because you need to take into account the more fundamental characteristic – its socio-cultural identity. Pro-European nature of socio-cultural identity of young people seems obvious as far as the "European" statement of the question is concerned (Table 63).

	Table 63

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you feel yourself a European, your identity to culture and history of European society?", % (03'09)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

	
	
	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


But if, as in the case with geopolitical choice, the question is formulated as a dilemma of the two, in this case of sociocultural poles, the results are, to put it mildly, not so obvious (Table 64).

	Table 64

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you consider yourself closer to the Russians or Europeans?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	To the Russians
	74.5
	63.3
	66.9
	68.2
	68.6
	75.5
	76.0
	84.1

	To the Europeans
	19.4
	31.7
	28.2
	25.9
	24.8
	18.4
	17.2
	9.9

	NA
	6.1
	5.0
	4.9
	5.9
	6.6
	6.1
	6.8
	6.0


They clearly show that, although the pro-European set of young people, certainly, are stronger than of the older generation, its basic socio-cultural identity is still a Eurasian. Hence, in particular, that attempts to involve the Belarusian youth in the struggle for socio-political and socio-economic change, focusing primarily motivated by geopolitical interests ("For European Belarus", "Belarus in Europe!", etc.) are unlikely to be successful.

5.6. Attitudes to national identity and language

The analysis of the linguistic situation leaves no doubts: the absolute majority of young people not only speaks in Belarusian, but does not consider it mother tongue. It is basically spoken by the elderly and poorly educated villages. However, it must be pointed down that in the trend (from 2004 to 2008.) there is some increase in the use of Belarusian language (mainly due to the option "use both Russian and Belarusian). But first, this increase is very small, and, secondly, is observed in all age groups, and not just among young people (Tables 65-66).
	Table 65

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What language for you is mother tongue?", % 
(more than one answer is possible) (09'05)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarusian 
	41.5
	33.6
	35.3
	31.4
	36.3
	37.5
	46.4
	53.5

	Russian
	50.8
	60.5
	58.8
	61.0
	59.2
	55.2
	48.3
	33.9

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	4.6
	1.4
	4.5
	6.1
	3.8
	4.8
	4.0
	5.5

	Polish
	2.5
	1.7
	0.8
	0
	2.0
	1.3
	1.7
	6.1

	Another language
	1.3
	0
	1.4
	1.5
	1.3
	1.9
	0.5
	0.9


	Table 66

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What language, basically, do you use in everyday 
communication?", % (06'08)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarusian
	7.1
	3.3
	1.4
	7.5
	3.3
	3.8
	5.9
	15.8

	Russian
	47.3
	60.7
	63.8
	64.7
	59.5
	52.8
	45.5
	19.8

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	17.3
	21.3
	15.2
	14.3
	18.1
	17.9
	24.1
	14.2

	Mixed
	27.8
	14.8
	18.8
	12.8
	18.7
	25.2
	24.1
	49.7


Close, in fact, picture is also observed in relation to what the official language must be (there is a slight shift in favor of the Belarusian language, but it is a general tendency, not specifically youth), as well as what language should the president speak (Tables 67-68).
	Table 67

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If tomorrow's referendum on what language should be in the official in Belarus, which option would you vote for?", % (09'09)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	The official language should be Belarusian
	19.8
	12.9
	19.3
	19.5
	13.5
	15.9
	15.2
	30.6

	The official language should be Russian
	15.0
	30.6
	18.6
	15.8
	19.5
	17.6
	16.2
	5.1

	There must be two official languages – Belarusian and Russian
	50.8
	38.7
	50.7
	50.4
	51.5
	54.7
	50.8
	49.2

	I do not care about it
	12.9
	16.1
	10.7
	13.5
	14.5
	10.0
	14.7
	13.1

	DA/NA
	1.5
	1.7
	0.7
	0.8
	1.0
	1.8
	3.1
	9.0


	Table 68

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Should the President of Belarus speak (on the radio, TV) 
Belarusian?", % (05'07)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Always
	29.7
	27.2
	28.6
	32.2
	27.4
	26.8
	35.0
	30.8

	Sometimes he should (speaking on certain solemn occasions)
	34.1
	34.9
	32.0
	27.7
	32.3
	34.3
	36.4
	37.2

	This is not necessarily
	34.3
	36.1
	38.2
	40.0
	37.8
	36.8
	26.6
	29.9

	DA/NA
	1.9
	1.8
	1.2
	0.1
	2.5
	2.1
	2.0
	2.1


In general, Belarusian youth was plainly not so "ethnocentric", as portrayed by some of the opposition: the very idea of the Belarusian nation is more modern (ie, based on an understanding of citizenship as a nation rather than as an ethnic group), and therefore the reaction on the well-known statement by V. Putin caused a storm in the opposition, accepted calmly (Tables 69-70).

	Table 69

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What is for you the Belarusian nation?", % (10'06)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	All citizens of Belarus, irrespective of ethnicity, language, which they use in communication, national traditions, which they observe
	38.2
	39.5
	43.0
	34.1
	39.2
	35.4
	38.7
	39.0

	All citizens of Belarus, speaking in Belarusian, who observe Belarusian traditions and bring up their children to them
	26.8
	27.2
	20.4
	22.9
	23.8
	26.5
	28.8
	27.5

	All ethnic Belarusians, no matter of their place of residence and nationality
	25.6
	26.6
	26.9
	37.1
	31.0
	27.8
	22.4
	21.0

	DA/NA
	9.4
	6.7
	9.7
	5.9
	6.0
	10.3
	10.1
	12.5


	Table 70

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Russian President Vladimir Putin once said:" We and 
Belarusians on a large scale – one nation". How do you assess this statement?", % (06'06)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Agree 
	53.7
	48.7
	47.5
	45.4
	48.7
	51.2
	62.1
	61.1

	I do not agree, but I consider this statement by Vladimir Putin calmly
	29.3
	33.0
	33.7
	34.5
	34.3
	31.7
	25.5
	21.5

	Outraged by this statement of Vladimir Putin
	7.1
	9.9
	10.2
	9.7
	7.0
	8.2
	5.3
	4.9

	I do not care about it
	9.4
	8.4
	7.9
	10.4
	9.4
	8.6
	7.1
	11.3


This fundamental trend is confirmed by the results of the research conducted by scientists of the National Academy of Sciences of Belarus. So, on February 12 this year Historian G. Kasperovich at the presentation of the popular scientific journal "Belarus: Modern Ethnocultural Processes" (published by the publishing house "Belarusian Science" with the circulation of a thousand copies) stated that "more people every year more people find themselves Belarusians regardless of ethnic origin"
.

Today, it is an indisputable fact that two thirds of Belarusians consider good having got independence in 1991 (opposite opinion is held by only 20.6%) – on this point today both the opposition and authorities try to "make policy" not. However, the leadership role of youth is in the awareness of this "acquired welfare" by no means beyond dispute (Table 71).

	Table 71

	Distribution of answer to the question: "In your opinion, the fact that in 1991 Belarus became 
independent, is it good for the country?", % (12'09)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	65.5
	67.7
	69.3
	70.2
	71.7
	69.4
	61.7
	57.2

	No
	20.6
	12.9
	15.3
	15.3
	14.8
	17.0
	22.9
	30.4

	DA/NA
	13.9
	19.4
	15.4
	14.5
	13.5
	13.6
	15.4
	12.4


Unfortunately, the basic characteristics of the "good", as a rule, either are "left-over", or interpreted solely on the basis of their own interests. But it is precisely these characteristics that reveal unique national identity of Belarusians. Thus, in December, 2009 on the question: "Say, please, what is more important – improving the economic situation in Belarus or independence of the country?" Nearly two-thirds (63.4%) chose "improving the economic situation", but "the country's independence" – only 28.2% (and, among those surveyed up-to-30 years, this ratio is 64.8% vs. 29%, while among those older than 50 years, 59.8% vs. 29.8%), the following question: "What state symbols (emblem, flag) are more suitable for historical and cultural heritage of the Belarusian nation, existed from 1991 to 1995 (with the arms "Pahonia") or current (resembling symbols of BSSR)?" 54.7% answered "symbols such as now" ("symbols prior to 1995" – 27.7%), the following question: "the Belarusians, Russians and Ukrainians – are different peoples or three branches of the same people?" two-thirds answered "three branches of one people", but "different people" – only 30.6% (and, among young people 18-19 years, the ratio is 62.9% vs. 33.9%, and among those of 40-49 years, 61.9% vs. 34.9%), the following question: "Which language should be mandatory for use as an official in public institutions (government, army, courts, schools, etc) – Belarusian, Russian, or both languages – Belarusian and Russian?" 65% answered "definitely should be used both the Belarusian and the Russian languages" ("the Belarusian language" – 16%, "the Russian language" – 14.9%), 60% often use the Russian language, 36.6% – mixed, 3.4% – Belarusian, from a dozen current and historical leaders received higher ratings Vladimir Putin (3.65 on a 5-point scale), Kastus Kalinowski (3.62), Peter Masherau (3.57) and Catherine the Great (3.43), the last two places went to Joseph Stalin (2.63) and Zenon Paznyak (2.53).
	Table 72

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What foreign languages do you speak (read, write and can communicate)?", % (03'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	English
	11.4
	45.9
	25.7
	22.5
	12.0
	12.2
	2.6
	0.5

	German
	3.4
	6.6
	4.3
	5.8
	3.9
	5.1
	2.6
	0.5

	Polish
	5.9
	1.6
	1.4
	3.6
	3.9
	3.0
	3.6
	13.9

	Other languages of the EC
	2.1
	3.2
	4.0
	2.1
	1.2
	2.4
	2.0
	0.6

	Non-EC languages (i.g. 
Ukrainian)
	1.2
	–
	3.6
	0.7
	0.3
	–
	1.0
	1.5

	Do not know
	76.1
	42.6
	60.0
	78.2
	78.2
	77.4
	88.2
	82.1


	Table 73

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Would you like to learn English?", % (09'08)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	I have learned English and satisfied the received training
	7.3
	4.9
	10.1
	18.9
	10.7
	7.6
	5.2
	0.8

	I already teach English language
	6.1
	42.6
	20.3
	6.8
	5.3
	1.7
	3.1
	0.3

	learned a little English and am going to learn it better
	8.6
	14.8
	18.1
	12.1
	13.7
	9.3
	4.2
	0.8

	I would like to learn English, but I cannot
	14.7
	14.8
	20.3
	26.5
	20.7
	17.6
	12.0
	3.1

	I'm not that interested in it
	63.0
	23.0
	31.2
	34.8
	49.3
	63.4
	75.4
	94.6


But in regard to foreign languages the youth – indeed the leading age group, and, the younger group, the greater the desire for learning foreign languages. The undisputed leader in popularity among foreign languages is English. This is confirmed by the answers to the question of the real English learning. Senior age groups more speak Polish (mainly the Polish population of Belarus). At the same time, a significant breakthrough in the study and mastery of foreign languages (including English) is not observed (Tables 72-73).

6. Information sources for the youth 

It was noted long ago that the limitedness of life experience and resources make young people more open and sensitive to the information coming from outside family circle. Therefore, youth policy, for example, of the state is primarily an educational and informational policy.

The analysis of survey results shows that the Belarusian youth is considerably more critical about the information obtained from official sources, including the media (Tables 74-75).
	Table 74

	Distribution of answer to the question: "How is the information obtained from official sources 
appropriate to your real life?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Fully corresponds
	16.8
	11.5
	2.8
	8.1
	6.9
	11.9
	15.1
	37.6

	Partially corresponds
	36.7
	24.6
	39.7
	38.5
	36.6
	40.5
	43.2
	30.6

	Partially does not correspond
	24.7
	29.5
	25.5
	20.7
	26.1
	27.2
	25.5
	22.0

	Fully does not correspond
	21.5
	34.4
	30.5
	32.6
	28.2
	19.7
	16.1
	9.3


	Table 75

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you trust?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	State media:

	Yes
	34.5
	30.0
	19.1
	22.1
	21.5
	29.3
	34.9
	59.0

	No
	49.5
	51.7
	63.1
	66.9
	60.6
	54.8
	47.9
	26.3

	Non state media:

	Yes
	30.3
	37.7
	31.0
	34.8
	29.1
	29.9
	26.9
	30.5

	No
	46.9
	44.3
	45.8
	46.7
	45.7
	46.6
	48.7
	48.2


However, this does not mean, as many people think that they feels more than the older generation, need for more adequate information (Table 76).

The reason for this contradiction probably lies on the fact that the youth in today's Belarus has, if not as extensive as in the West, variety of sources of information (Tables 77-80).

	Table 76

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you have sufficient access to information about the 
current political situation in Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	47.9
	45.9
	48.2
	36.3
	41.9
	43.2
	50.5
	58.5

	No
	51.7
	54.1
	51.1
	63.7
	57.4
	56.1
	49.5
	41.5


	Table 77

	Distribution of answer to the question: "During the last year did you find in your mailbox any 
informational materials (independent newspapers, leaflets, etc.) of socio-political character?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	21.3
	23.0
	14.9
	18.5
	22.2
	25.9
	25.5
	18.0

	No
	78.4
	77.0
	85.1
	81.5
	77.5
	73.8
	74.0
	81.5


	Table 78

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Recently, from the territory of Poland by the European Union onto Belarus began broadcasting a new independent television station Belsat. Did you see it?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	12.4
	11.7
	13.4
	12.6
	14.9
	19.4
	8.9
	6.6

	No
	87.3
	88.3
	86.6
	87.4
	84.8
	79.9
	91.1
	92.9


	Table 79

	Distribution of answer to the question: "During the last year did you get to know (through the media, leaflets, communicating with other people, etc.) with the independent public opinion surveys in 
Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	18.5
	19.7
	19.1
	22.2
	20.8
	22.8
	24.5
	9.1

	No
	80.9
	80.3
	80.1
	77.7
	79.2
	75.9
	74.5
	90.6


	Table 80

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you use the Internet?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes, every day
	16.9
	37.7
	34.5
	26.7
	24.4
	18.0
	8.3
	1.8

	Yes, several times a week
	15.5
	36.1
	32.4
	28.1
	20.1
	16.7
	8.3
	0.8

	Yes, several times a month
	12.2
	14.8
	12.0
	20.0
	21.5
	13.3
	12.0
	1.5

	Yes, several times a year
	3.1
	1.6
	7.0
	4.4
	4.3
	4.1
	1.6
	0.8

	No 
	52.3
	9.8
	14.1
	20.7
	29.7
	47.9
	69.8
	95.1


And the fact that from the four above-mentioned various sources of information young people much more frequently use the Internet rather than an alternative post-mailing or alternate television says most likely that young people simply do not have a need for an alternative political information. And if such a need is, it is almost entirely met by the limit less resources of the Internet. Therefore, it is young people (even the most loyal to the authorities the "younger" group) who assess most critically the re-cent presidential decree on the regulation of the Internet, entered into force on July 1 this year (Table 81).

	Table 81

	Distribution of answer to the question: "There recently has been adopted a presidential decree to regulate the Internet. Some people believe that this document makes it possible to prosecute people who distribute in the Internet unwanted information to the authorities, to block opposition Internet resources during election campaigns, and therefore severely limit the freedom of speech. Others believe that this decree will help develop the Belarusian Internet. What point of view for you is closer to reality?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	The decree will seriously restrict freedom of speech
	42.7
	63.9
	64.1
	69.6
	52.8
	44.9
	39.6
	14.4

	The decree will help develop the Belarusian Internet
	21.4
	16.4
	16.2
	17.8
	23.8
	24.2
	20.8
	22.0

	DA/NA
	35.9
	19.7
	19.7
	12.6
	23.4
	30.9
	39.6
	63.6


Quite unusual for the communicative behavior of young people (but very typical for Belarus!) is that they are no more, even less than the older generation discuss socio-political information either in their own circle or in the public (Tables 82-83).
	Table 82

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Do you discuss socio-political issues with your friends, 
relatives and colleagues?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Always discuss
	16.8
	3.3
	10.6
	12.6
	15.8
	21.8
	19.8
	18.0

	From time to time discuss
	49.4
	45.9
	51.1
	52.8
	47.9
	51.4
	51.6
	46.8

	Hardly discuss
	33.6
	50.8
	38.3
	34.8
	36.3
	26.5
	28.6
	34.7


	Table 83

	Distribution of answer to the question: "Did you happen over the past three years to make a speech in the public (at meetings, rallies, concerts, media, etc.)?", %


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes, once
	4.4
	6.6
	4.2
	6.7
	5.9
	4.4
	4.7
	2.3

	Yes, several times
	8.3
	13.1
	9.9
	9.6
	11.6
	10.2
	7.8
	3.0

	Yes, many times
	3.6
	4.9
	4.9
	3.0
	3.6
	3.4
	6.8
	1.5

	No, I did not have to
	83.2
	75.4
	80.3
	77.8
	78.5
	81.6
	80.7
	93.2


This confirms the conclusions that young people (in any case, the majority) should not be considered (at least in the short run) as the principal agents of change in the Belarusian society. In terms of information policy it means that the problem of political indifference or absenteeism of the Belarusian youth is not limited to the fact that young people "lack of full and truthful information" and that access to such information will automatically lead to "the inclusion of the youth into the process of change". Who really needs this information today, that it finds even in Belarus.

7. Social potential of youth alternatives: "Young Front" vs. BRYU

Although, compared with the first half and the middle of the 1990's, "fights on the youth front" of Belarus died down, the processes of political and cultural youth identification, as well as their institutional development, are continuing. It was said about the specifics of institutional development in the section about youth organizations: Youth division by state power to "ours" and "theirs" naturally led to ritualization of some groups and marginalization of others. Despite the fact that the government supported youth organizations and initiatives on the scale of resources and "reach" prevail more than alternative organizations and initiatives, the key question lies in their social capabilities: to what extent ideas and activities are they close – at least potentially – "the mass Belarusian", can they expand their social base and rely on the support?

The answer to this crucial issue has a multi-layered character. The first level is a level of knowledge or awareness of the activities of youth organizations in the Belarusian society (the language of psychology, informative or cognitive element of the structure of personality). For comparative analysis, we took the largest and actually operating organizations (though all loyal organizations are officially registered in Belarus and supported by the state, and almost all the alternative – no) (Table 84).
	Table 84

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What youth organizations in Belarus do you know?", % 
(open question, more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Belarusian Republican Youth Union (BRYU)
	63.7

	Belarusian Republican Pioneer Organization (BRPO)
	12.9

	Belarusian Committee of Youth Organizations (BCUO)
	1.3

	"Young Front"
	8.3

	"Youth of BPF"
	1.1

	"Young Society"
	0.8

	"Jeans for freedom!"
	0.6

	"Initiative"
	0.5

	Youth Christian Social Union "Young Democrats"
	0.3

	"Right Alliance"
	0.2

	Other
	2.4

	I do not know any
	10.2


These data can be understood differently. On the one hand, it is clear that the "recognition" of loyal (or simply supported) organizations is much higher than the alternative ones – about 70% vs. 10% (we point out that such matters we cannot simply add percents, since the same respondents give multiple answers). On the other hand, if you compare, for example, recognition of Young Front, that unites a few hundred activists, the recognition of BRYU, which officially lists hundreds of thousand members, their relations cannot but cause surprise.

The second level of response is the nature of public attitudes to the activities of these organizations (in the language of psychology, the emotional element of the structure of personality) (Table 85).
	Table 85

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What is your attitude to the activities of the given youth 
organizations in Belarus?", %


	Youth organizations
	Positive
	Negative
	Indifferent
	Don't know this organization
	NA

	Belarusian Republican Youth Union (BRYU)
	36.7
	10.4
	28.9
	23.6
	0.4

	Belarusian Republican Pioneer Organization (BRPO)
	19.7
	6.9
	23.6
	49.1
	0.7

	Belarusian Committee of Youth Organizations (BCUO)
	8.9
	3.0
	16.0
	71.1
	1.0

	"Young Front"
	6.0
	3.7
	16.5
	72.2
	1.6

	Youth Christian Social Union "Young Democrats"
	5.0
	2.1
	13.3
	78.6
	1.0

	"Youth of BPF"
	4.5
	3.6
	13.9
	76.8
	1.2

	"Initiative"
	4.1
	2.1
	14.3
	78.5
	1.0

	"Young Society"
	4.0
	2.2
	15.2
	77.6
	1.0

	"Jeans for freedom!"
	3.5
	2.0
	12.2
	81.3
	1.0

	"Right Alliance"
	2.6
	2.0
	12.4
	82.0
	1.0


As we can see from this table the proportion of positive ratings of loyal and alternative youth organizations, in comparison with the recognition, it only did not increase in favor of the former, but on the contrary, decreased. For a more accurate analysis we are to compare the number of respondents who expressed a positive attitude either to the BRYU or BRPO, or BCYA: they were 38.8%. Those who are positive about at least one of the 7 alternative organizations / initiatives were 10.8%. In other words, the ratio is no longer 7 vs. 1 but 3.6 vs. 1, ie, the "gap" was reduced twice. Even more impressive picture gives a comparison of those who gave negative attitudes, this relationship accounted for 12% vs. 7.2% (or 1.7 vs. 1)! A ratio of those who "do not know" at least one of these associations was 72.1% to 86%!

It should be added that the survey held 11 years ago showed approximately the same pattern (although the "set" and the names of both loyal and alternative organizations were somehow different) (Table 86).
	Table 86

	Distribution of answer to the question: "What is your attitude to the activities of these youth 
organizations in Belarus?", % (03'99)


	Youth organizations
	Positive
	Negative
	Indifferent
	Don't know this organization
	NA

	The BPYU
	19.8
	11.9
	28.8
	37.1
	2.4

	The BYU
	19.3
	6.1
	25.6
	45.9
	3.1

	LCYUB
	14.3
	11.9
	27.3
	42.6
	3.9

	"Young Front"
	6.9
	6.7
	21.0
	62.6
	2.8

	"Young Society"
	6.0
	5.5
	21.8
	62.5
	4.2

	"Civic Forum"
	2.4
	3.5
	17.5
	73.2
	3.4

	"BUMP"
	5.4
	3.5
	17.0
	71.1
	3.0

	Association of Belarusian Students
	5.7
	3.4
	15.3
	72.5
	3.1

	Youth Volunteer Work League 
	5.6
	2.9
	14.9
	73.5
	3.1

	Next Stop – New Life
	2.2
	3.0
	11.6
	80.0
	3.2


Although by the correlations of positive ratings over the years loyal organizations, certainly, went ahead of the alternatives, the scope of this leading absolutely incomparable with the resources (political, physical, legal, personnel, etc.) allocated by the State on loyal to organizations and all possible restrictions and even repressions, directed to alternative organizations. Alternative youth organizations are more steady than loyal. At the same time, it must be noted that the expansion of sympathy for them in the Belarusian society has not happened: they have to "hold" the level achieved in the 90s with great effort (or, more precisely, the victims).
The third level of response is the potential willingness of the population to participate in the activities of these organizations (in the language of psy-chology, the behavioral component of personality structure (Table 87).
	Table 87

	Distribution of answer to the question: "If you would like to participate in any of these organizations, what is it?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	The Belarusian Republican Youth Union (the BRYU)
	21.6

	The Belarusian Republican Pioneer Organization (BRPO)
	2.9

	Belarusian Committee of Youth Organizations (BCYO)
	1.4

	"Young front"
	2.1

	"Initiative"
	1.7

	"Jeans for Freedom!"
	1.1

	"Youth of the Belarusian Popular Front"
	1.1

	"The Youth Christian Social Union "Young Democrats"
	0.9

	"Young Society"
	0.5

	"Right Alliance"
	0.5


As we can see, the ratio of the potential willingness to participate in activities of these organizations is about 24% vs. 6% or 4 vs. 1. In other words, on behavioral, as well as an emotional level, the "gap" is also almost twice less than on the cognitive. This means that knowledge (awareness) of the population about the activities of youth organizations is not the key of improving their social potential. In order to calculate the expansion of its ranks (not "voluntary-compulsory", but truly voluntary manner!), or at least to support their actions, youth organizations need to know what groups and why treat them favorably. There are also several levels of analysis.

The first level is the analysis of "appearance" of potential supporters: their "socio-demographic portrait" and economic situation. The second level is the analysis of their "inner world", ie social (political, geopolitical, etc.) systems, value orientations and activity (behavior). For this make the analysis of groups (respondents) expressing a positive attitude to the leading (among the loyal and alternative), youth organizations: "Young Front" and the Belarusian Republican Youth Union. For convenience of comparison, we also present data on all respondents (who with an error of 3% represent the entire 7 million Belarusian electorate) – this will immediately make see which of these groups and what parameters (they repeat performance, by which was analyzed above entire Belarusian Youth Front) is closer to the population on the whole. We emphasize that as it is a social capacity, not activists or members of these organizations are analyzed but groups that have expressed to them a positive attitude (Table 88).
	Table 88

	"Socio-demographic portrait" of the population that express positive attitude to the work of Young Front and the BRYU, %


	Socio-demographic characteristics 


	All 
respondents
	Young Front (6.0)
	The BRYU

(36.7)

	Sex:

	Male 
	46.4
	47.8
	42.7

	Female
	53.6
	52.2
	57.3

	Age:

	18-19 
	4.0
	2.2
	4.0

	20-24 
	9.3
	16.3
	8.5

	25-29 
	8.9
	13.0
	8.8

	30-39 
	19.9
	12.0
	20.1

	40-49 
	19.3
	22.8
	23.4

	50-59 
	12.6
	17.4
	12.8

	60 and more
	26.0
	16.3
	22.5

	Education:

	Primary (up to 4 secondary school) 
	8.0
	4.3
	4.5

	Incomplete secondary education (including vocational schools without secondary education)
	13.9
	5.4
	11.1

	Average total (secondary school, a lyceum, vocational 
secondary education)
	37.9
	35.9
	38.6

	Special secondary (technical school, college, etc.) 
	25.6
	23.9
	28.0

	Higher education (including incomplete higher education)
	14.6
	30.4
	17.8

	Nationality:

	Belarusian
	82.6
	78.3
	89.1

	Russian 
	10.4
	10.9
	5.9

	Ukrainian
	2.2
	2.2
	1.8

	Pole
	3.8
	7.6
	2.5

	Jew
	0.5
	0
	0.2

	Other 
	0.4
	1.1
	0.2

	Status (the place of basic work, study):

	Head of private enterprises and organizations 
	0.4
	0
	0.7

	Head of state enterprise, organization (including collective farms)
	2.2
	3.3
	4.3

	The owner (shareholder) of private business, enterprises and organizations
	1.2
	3.3
	1.3

	Work individually
	5.2
	4.3
	3.9

	An employee in private enterprises
	17.8
	21.7
	11.6

	An employee at the state enterprise
	35.3
	38.0
	44.8

	Pupil, student
	6.8
	7.6
	7.5

	Retired (pension on old-age, disability)
	26.9
	15.2
	22.9

	Housewife
	1.5
	3.3
	1.4

	Unemployed
	2.7
	3.3
	1.6

	Place of residence (region):

	Minsk
	19.1
	31.5
	8.8

	Minsk Region
	14.7
	4.3
	11.1

	Brest and Brest Region 
	14.6
	3.3
	14.5

	Grodno and Grodno Region
	11.4
	12.0
	14.0

	Vitebsk and Vitebsk Region
	13.2
	18.5
	7.0

	Mogilev and Mogilev Region
	11.8
	18.5
	18.2

	Gomel and Gomel Region
	15.2
	12.0
	26.5

	Type of settlement:

	Capital – Minsk
	19.1
	31.5
	8.8

	The regional center
	19.7
	16.3
	21.6

	Large city (more than 50 thousand inhabitants)
	18.3
	16.3
	15.0

	Small town (less than 50 thousand inhabitants)
	17.1
	22.8
	23.8

	Rural settlement
	25.8
	13.0
	30.8


Comparative analysis of the data in this table provides important results. It would be natural to expect that potential supporters of YF – it is a kind of "continuation" of members themselves of the organization, i.e, mostly men, pupils, and students, young professionals employed in the private rather than public sector, Belarusians by nationality, residents in big cities and western regions of the country (ie such features are evident in the analysis of biographies / interviews with 50 leaders and activists of YF represented in the already-mentioned book "Youngfrontees"). Some of the expected was confirmed: the sympathetic to YF are significantly more than among sympathizers of the BRYU, youth, people with higher education employed in the private sector (29.3% vs. 17.5%), residents of the capital, not villages. However, the overall socio-demographic differences between these groups were not as expected. Moreover, some of the indicators were completely unexpected. Thus, in both groups there were more women than men, an equal number of students, in the first group young people were fewer than people over 50 years (retired twice the students!), fewer rather than more, Belarusians by nationality, residents of the western Regions, etc. On the other hand, among the potential supporters of the BRYU there were many young people, people with higher education, occupied in the private sector, residents of regional cities, etc. But the most important conclusion is that both groups of supporters of such different perhaps even antagonistic youth organizations are not so different from the population. This conclusion is confirmed by the comparative analysis of those respondents who know about the activities of YF and the BRYU (Table 89).
	Table 89

	"Socio-demographic portrait" of the population that know about the work of Young Front and the BRYU, %


	Socio-demographic characteristics 


	All
respondents
	Young Front (8.3)
	The BRYU

(63.7)

	Sex:

	Male 
	47.2
	44.0
	47.6

	Female
	52.8
	56.0
	52.4

	Age:

	18-19 
	5.2
	4.8
	5.3

	20-24 
	12.1
	12.7
	12.1

	25-29 
	11.1
	9.5
	11.4

	30-39 
	21.0
	21.4
	22.9

	40-49 
	21.7
	23
	21.6

	50-59 
	22.4
	17.5
	12.7

	60 and more
	13.6
	11.1
	14

	Education:

	Primary (up to 4 secondary school) 
	1.8
	0
	2.1

	Incomplete secondary education (including vocational schools without secondary education)
	7.1
	4.0
	7.5

	Average total (secondary school, a lyceum, vocational secondary education)
	40.1
	37.3
	40.5

	Special secondary (technical school, college, etc.)
	31.2
	30.9
	31.1

	Higher education (including incomplete higher education)
	19.8
	27.8
	18.8

	Status (the place of basic work, study):

	Head of private enterprises and organizations 
	0.4
	0.8
	0.3

	Head of state enterprise, organization (including collective farms)
	2.8
	2.4
	3.0

	The owner (shareholder) of private business, enterprises and organizations
	1.4
	2.4
	1.2

	Work individually
	5.3
	6.3
	5.2

	An employee in private enterprises
	18.0
	20.5
	17.6

	An employee at the state enterprise
	43.2
	41.7
	43.4

	Pupil, student
	10.2
	9.4
	10.3

	Retired (pension on old-age, disability)
	14.3
	11.0
	14.7

	Housewife
	1.8
	3.1
	1.7

	Unemployed
	2.6
	2.4
	2.6

	Place of residence (region):

	Minsk
	16.8
	27.8
	15.4

	Minsk Region
	13.7
	14.2
	13.6

	Brest and Brest Region 
	16.1
	10.4
	16.9

	Grodno and Grodno Region
	9.3
	6.3
	9.7

	Vitebsk and Vitebsk Region
	12.0
	23.0
	10.6

	Mogilev and Mogilev Region
	11.5
	10.3
	11.7

	Gomel and Gomel Region
	20.5
	8.0
	22.1

	Type of settlement:

	Capital – Minsk
	16.8
	27.8
	15.4

	The regional center
	23.9
	26.2
	23.6

	Large city (more than 50 thousand inhabitants)
	17.6
	22.2
	17

	Small town (less than 50 thousand inhabitants)
	18.8
	15.1
	19.3

	Rural settlement
	28.7
	16.7
	30.3


Analysis of other aspect of "habits" of potential supporters of YF and the BRYU – their material and economic status – has revealed a similar picture (Table 90).
	Table 90

	Material and economic situation of the population welcoming the activities YF and the BRYU, %


	Material and economic characteristics 
	All 
respondents
	Young Front (6.0)
	The BRYU

(36.7)

	The average size of income (including wages, pensions, allowances and other bedding):

	Up to 260 thousand rubles
	11.8
	8.6
	11.5

	From 260 up to 400 thousand rubles 
	41.1
	34.4
	40.0

	From 400 up to 800 thousand rubles 
	39.5
	45.2
	39.4

	More than 800 thousand rubles
	6.9
	9.7
	9.0

	"How did your financial situation change over the past three months?"

	Changed for the better
	9.3
	8.7
	13.6

	Did not change
	59.8
	58.7
	62.0

	Changed for the worse
	29.8
	31.5
	23.7

	"How do you think the socio-economic situation will change in Belarus in the coming years?"

	Will change for the better
	29.3
	20.9
	38.9

	Will not change
	46.0
	38.5
	47.5

	Will change for the worse
	18.8
	34.1
	8.1

	"In the future would you like to live (or work) in Belarus?"
	
	
	

	Yes 
	78.3
	70.7
	86.0

	No 
	21.7
	29.3
	14.0

	"Everyone has their own life plans. If we take the total number of plans for 100% then evaluate your plans?"

	Up to 25%
	18.0
	16.3
	14.7

	26-50%
	42.0
	38.0
	36.0

	51-75%
	28.9
	32.6
	34.6

	76-100%
	10.8
	12.0
	14.5


As seen from this table, the real material and economic situation of the compared groups does not differ fundamentally, but there are noticeable differences in their self-perception: potential supporters of YF very pessimistically estimate their current and future situation, thus, their "emigrant potential" is much higher than that of potential supporters of the BRYU.
If in the "outward appearance" of these groups there are no principal differences, it means that they need to look in their "inner world" – the attitudes, values and activity. For ease of the analysis, there go bold numbers that characterize the compared groups from little or unexpected side (Table 91).
	Table 91

	Political attitudes of the population who are positive to the activities of Young Front and the BRYU, %


	Political setups
	All 
respondents
	Young Front (6.0)
	The BRYU

(36.7)

	"Which method of governing would you prefer: "strong hand" or democracy?"

	Democracy
	53.9
	59.8
	50.7

	"Strong Hand"
	32.1
	22.8
	36.9

	DA/NA
	14.0
	17.4
	12.4

	"In your opinion, the president and the government now should:"

	Give people freedom and should only ensure that they do not violate the laws
	62.6
	68.8
	59.0

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country 
	28.1
	24.7
	32.6

	"Do you consider yourselves as supporters or opponents of the current government?"

	I consider myself a supporter of the current government
	36.4
	20.7
	54.4

	I consider myself an opponent of the current government
	16.2
	42.4
	6.1

	I have not thought about it and I do not care
	40.9
	33.7
	34.7

	DA/NA
	6.5
	3.3
	4.8

	"Generally does our country develop in the right or wrong way?"

	In the right way
	49.5
	29.7
	69.3

	In the wrong way
	35.6
	58.2
	18.1

	DA/NA
	14.9
	12.1
	12.6

	"For whom did you vote in the presidential elections in March, 2006?"

	For A. Lukashenko 
	44.0
	23.7
	57.9

	For A. Milinkevich
	10.7
	26.9
	6.5

	For A. Kozulin
	5.0
	19.4
	3.2

	For S. Gaidukevich
	3.4
	3.2
	4.3

	Against all
	10.5
	5.4
	4.8

	Did not participate in the voting
	17.5
	11.8
	15.6

	"Do you trust the President?"

	Yes
	49.8
	33.7
	70.4

	No
	37.0
	55.4
	16.5

	"If the next presidential elections in Belarus are tomorrow, for whom will you vote?" (open question)

	For A. Lukashenko 
	42.7
	22.8
	54.5

	For S. Gaidukevich
	1.2
	2.2
	1.4

	For A. Kozulin
	2.7
	13.0
	0.7

	For A. Milinkevich
	4.7
	16.3
	2.2

	Against all
	4.5
	0
	1.1

	Did not participate in the voting
	38.1
	33.7
	33.5

	"The activities of the "vertical of power" created by President Alexander Lukashenko, in your opinion, bring the country more benefits o harm?"

	More benefits
	41.0
	20.4
	55.2

	More Harm
	33.8
	55.9
	18.8

	DA/NA
	25.2
	20.4
	26.0

	"What, in your opinion, is the reason of fairly high support for A. Lukashenko in the Belarusian society?"

	Hope that he will do in the future our lives better
	28.4
	22.0
	31.9

	His personal and professional qualities
	11.7
	11.0
	15.9

	His real successes and achievements
	13.4
	11.0
	17.2

	There is simply no one else who would be better
	39.0
	42.9
	32.1

	"How do you assess the leader of the civic campaign "Our House" Olga Karach?"

	Positively 
	4.8
	14.1
	7.3

	Negatively 
	1.9
	3.3
	2.7

	Indifferently 
	15.8
	29.3
	19.0

	I do not know her at all
	77.3
	52.2
	70.1

	"Do you know when in Belarus regular elections to local councils will be held?"

	Yes, I know
	63.7
	81.5
	73.8

	No, I do not know
	35.3
	15.2
	25.0

	"Are you going to vote in the elections of deputies into local councils in April 2010?"

	Yes 
	62.9
	60.9
	76.6

	No
	37.1
	39.1
	23.4

	"For what candidate would you like to vote?"

	For a candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko 
	34.6
	12.0
	51.0

	For a candidate-enemy of A. Lukashenko 
	10.0
	28.3
	3.8

	For another candidate
	25.3
	31.5
	19.0

	DA/NA
	30.1
	28.3
	26.2

	"For whom, in your opinion, would the majority of electorate vote?"

	For a candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko 
	49.1
	32.6
	63.0

	For a candidate-enemy of A. Lukashenko 
	7.5
	14.1
	3.0

	For another candidate
	14.3
	19.6
	10.6

	DA/NA
	29.1
	33.7
	24.4

	"Do you know anything about the candidates running in your district?" (more than one answer is possible)

	I know
	23.5
	33.7
	32.6

	I do not know
	76.5
	66.3
	67.4

	"Will, in your opinion, the official results of elections of deputies into the local councils meet the polls?"

	Yes 
	49.3
	22.8
	65.3

	No 
	32.1
	55.4
	21.5

	DA/NA
	18.6
	21.7
	13.2


As in the "outward appearance", in the "inner world" as well of potential supporters of antagonistic youth organizations there were found a number of expected differences. Thus, among the supporters of YF dominate those who prefer democracy to "strong hand" and freedom to strict quality control, identify themselves as opponents to the current government, believe that the situation in our country is developing in the wrong direction, do not trust the president and his "vertical" and therefore in the last presidential election voted for his opponents, expect fraud to the ongoing local elections. However, unexpected differences look simply sensational. It turns out that those who sympathize with YF, almost a quarter – supporters of the "strong hand" and strengthening of social control, in the last presiden-tial election voted for A. Lukashenko, are going to vote not for him in the next elections, one-third trust the President, almost 30% are confident in the correctness of his course, almost 45% consider their support by president’s personal and professional qualities, the real success and achievements, with the hope that he will be able to do in the future our life better, they are more susceptible to "spiral of silence", ie less confident in the success of their position than supporters of the BRYU. On the other hand, almost 60% of the supporters of the Belarusian Republican Youth Union are in favor of freedom and against raising the control, 50% – for democracy, not for a "strong hand", almost one-fifth do not support the policy of the president, and a third say that their support is the fact that "just there is no one else who would be better, almost one-fourth are not going to vote in local elections, and one-fifth expect the falsification of the results! (Table 92).
	Table 92

	External installation population, welcomed the activities of the Young Front and the BRYU, %


	Political setups
	All 
respondents
	Young Front (6.0)
	The BRYU

(36.7)

	"If the referendum were held today on the unification of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote for?"

	For 
	32.1
	21.7
	38.9

	Against
	44.5
	63.0
	38.4

	Would not take part in the voting
	17.7
	9.8
	16.5

	"If now in Belarus were held a referendum asking whether to enter Belarus to the European Union, which would be your choice?"

	For 
	36.2
	52.2
	34.0

	Against 
	37.2
	25.0
	37.7

	Would not take part in the voting
	20.1
	9.8
	21.3

	"In the beginning of the year between Belarus and Russia there broke out a sharp conflict over the oil supplies to Belarus. Who, in your opinion, was to blame in this conflict?"

	Belarusian authorities
	14.8
	29.7
	10.0

	Russian authorities
	24.6
	14.3
	26.8

	Both sides equally
	50.7
	52.7
	54.2

	"Under an agreement with Russia, Belarus in 2010 will receive 6.3 million tons of oil, without customs duties for the internal needs of Belarus, and another 15 million tons for processing and sale to the West – with full duty. In this regard, compared with year 2009 Belarus will lose about 2.5 billion dollars. Which of the statements do you agree with?"

	This is unfair from Russia’s side, it must sacrifice its economic interests for the sake of an ally
	32.6
	20.7
	33.0

	This is fair from Russia’s side, it is not obliged to sacrifice its economic interests to an ally
	47.3
	65.2
	45.2

	"The recent intensification of conflict between authorities and members of unregistered Union of Poles of Belarus headed by Angelika Borys, which led to a sharp deterioration in relations with Poland. What kind of views on this subject do you agree with?" (more than one answer is possible)

	Activists of the Union headed by Boris A. violate the law, they are persecuted by the law
	31.7
	23.9
	31.4

	Harassment of activists of the Union - part of a campaign of 
suppression of civil liberties in Belarus
	22.6
	14.1
	30.5

	In the conflict are guilty both the Union of Poles and the 
Belarusian authorities
	13.0
	33.7
	8.3

	DA/NA
	32.7
	28.3
	29.8

	"After the diplomatic conflict between Belarus and the United States, which broke out in the spring of 2008, relations between the two countries remain tense (eg, staff of the U.S. embassy in Minsk fell five times, and the Belarusians have to go for U.S. visas in other countries). Do you think it necessary to restore normal relations with the U.S. or not?"

	It is necessary to restore normal relations with the United States
	47.5
	67.4
	42.7

	This is not necessarily
	19.1
	15.2
	23.5

	I do not care
	29.3
	14.1
	29.4

	"If you had to choose between union with Russia and joining the European Union, which would you choose?"

	Integration with Russia
	41.4
	28.3
	48.2

	Joining the European Union
	40.4
	60.9
	33.9

	"What is your attitude to the President of the USA Barack Obama?"

	Positive
	31.1
	54.3
	30.1

	Indifferent
	59.0
	39.1
	59.9

	Negative
	9.8
	6.5
	10.0

	"What is your attitude to the President of Russia Dmitry Medvedev?"

	Positive
	51.6
	51.1
	62.9

	Indifferent
	37.9
	31.5
	31.2

	Negative
	10.5
	17.4
	5.9

	"What kind of society do you think the fairest?"

	Belarusian
	29.0
	14.0
	39.4

	German
	21.3
	30.1
	20.6

	American
	12.3
	24.7
	9.1

	Russian
	4.2
	5.4
	2.7

	Polish
	5.0
	2.2
	3.8

	"Do you consider yourself closer to the Russians or Europeans?"

	To the Russians
	74.5
	52.2
	86.2

	To the Europeans
	19.4
	37.0
	7.5


A similar picture is shown by the analysis of foreign antagonistic potential supporters of youth organizations. On the one hand, there go expected differences. For example, among the supporters of 
YF dominated those who prefer to join the EU, rather than integration with Russia, would like to restore normal relations between Belarus and the United States, the Belarusian-Polish conflict is seen as "part of a campaign of suppression civil rights in Belarus", etc. However, a quarter of the YF supporters  on  a  hypothetical referendum  would vote against joining the EU, another quarter – even for unification with Russia, about 30% are indifferent or negative to the restoration of normal relations with the U.S., more than half express sympathy for the Russian president, two-thirds on the assessment of the recent "oil Conflict" with Russia believe that "it is not obliged to sacrifice its economic interests to an ally", and over 52% of all consider themselves closer to the Russians than to the Europeans. On the other hand, third of supporters of the BRYU are definitely in favor of EU membership, but against the union with Russia – almost 40%, almost one-third expressed sympathy for the U.S. president, while over 42% are in favor of restoring normal relations with U.S., one-third believe Western society more equitable than Belarusian, nearly a third believed that in the Belarusian-Polish conflict both sides are to blame, and over 54% also evaluate the Belarusian-Russian oil conflict.

These results completely confirm the expected images of potential neither YF supporters – staunch opponents of the current Belarusian regime and the pro-Western geopolitical orientations, nor BRYU ones – staunch supporters of the Belarusian regime and the anti-Western, pro-Russian orientation. In many ways of the "inner peace" between these groups of Belarusian society, as in the case with their "external appearance", there are more similarities than differences.

Many Democratic politicians and experts (both at home and abroad) tend to explain a variety of "deviation" from the expected image of the "inner world" of Belarusians (thoughts, emotions, behavior) by the influence of powerful information and propaganda machine of the Belarusian regime, the absence of (or at least, lack of) alternative information and free communication in the society. The conclusion reached above in the analysis of age differences in this area, does not confirm such an explanation. To complete the analysis of the social potential of YF compare the information and communication of potential supporters of YF and the BRYU (Table 93).
	Table 93

	Sources of information of the people who welcome the activities of Young Front and the BRYU, %


	Information sources
	All 
respondents
	Young Front (6.0)
	The BRYU

(36.7)

	"How is the information obtained from official sources appropriate to your real life?"

	Fully corresponds
	16.8
	7.7
	15.9

	Partially corresponds
	36.7
	37.4
	47.1

	Partially does not correspond
	24.7
	17.6
	28.0

	Fully does not correspond
	21.5
	37.4
	8.2

	"Do you have sufficient access to information about the current political situation in Belarus?"

	Yes
	47.9
	47.8
	51.4

	No
	51.7
	51.1
	48.0

	"Do you trust state media?"

	Yes 
	34.5
	25.0
	46.3

	No
	49.5
	58.7
	39.5

	"Do you trust independent Media?"

	Yes
	30.3
	55.4
	33.5

	No
	46.9
	28.3
	48.0

	"During the last year did you find in your mailbox any informational materials (independent newspapers, leaflets, etc.) of socio-political character?"

	Yes 
	21.3
	39.1
	19.7

	No
	78.4
	60.9
	79.9

	"In the recent years from the territory of Poland by the European Union onto Belarus began broadcasting a new independent television station Belsat. Did you see it?"

	Yes 
	12.4
	16.3
	11.3

	No
	87.3
	83.7
	88.5

	"During the last year did you get to know (through the media, leaflets, communicating with other people, etc.) with the independent public opinion surveys in Belarus?"

	Yes 
	18.5
	31.5
	18.0

	No
	80.9
	67.4
	81.1

	"Do you use the Internet?"

	Yes, every day
	16.9
	17.2
	13.6

	Yes, several times a week
	15.5
	24.7
	15.2

	Yes, several times a month
	12.2
	14.0
	14.9

	Yes, several times a year
	3.1
	6.5
	5.0

	No 
	52.3
	37.7
	51.3

	"There recently has been adopted a presidential decree to regulate the Internet. Some people believe that this document makes it possible to prosecute people who distribute in the Internet unwanted information to the authorities, to block opposition Internet resources during election campaigns, and therefore severely limit the freedom of speech.  Others believe that this decree will help develop the Belarusian Internet. What point of view for you is closer to reality?"

	The decree will seriously restrict freedom of speech
	42.7
	60.9
	37.4

	The decree will help develop the Belarusian Internet
	21.4
	23.9
	28.8

	DA/NA
	35.9
	15.2
	33.8

	"Do you discuss socio-political issues with your friends, relatives and colleagues?"

	Always discuss
	16.8
	25.0
	17.9

	From time to time discuss
	49.4
	52.2
	55.9

	Hardly discuss
	33.6
	20.7
	25.8

	"Did you happen over the past three years to make a speech in the public (at meetings, rallies, concerts, media, etc.)?"

	Yes, once
	4.4
	5.4
	6.1

	Yes, several times
	8.3
	12.0
	10.9

	Yes, many times
	3.6
	8.7
	3.9

	No, I did not have to
	83.2
	73.9
	78.6


Generally, as seen, the picture is approximately the same. Firstly, among the supporters of YF there go a lot of people, quite satisfied with existing information sources, and among supporters of the Belarusian Republican Youth Union, on the contrary, are very critical. Secondly, the fundamental difference between the actual involvement in information and communication systems of these groups is not observed.

8. Key findings 

The analysis of the current situation of youth in the Belarusian society and in the state shows that: 

• Many young people look very pessimistic at the future, at least, material and economic, than the older generation; 

• What makes the youth very modestly evaluate and implement their life plans: many young people see their future outside the home country; 

• Young people, especially those who enter an independent life, are more vulnerable in a crisis situation 

• Feelings of instability of economic status, in its turn, raise doubts about the effectiveness of economic policy the country's leadership and its capacity to overcome the crisis; 

• However, despite the crisis and the economic question, the number of people who consider themselves opponents of the current government, does not increase, but increases the number of disaffected and politically undecided; 

• One of the political implications of youth absenteeism was that the youth were not interested in the campaign for elections to local councils than the adult population; 

• Youth participation in the electoral process in Belarus has a very unusual specificity: the authorities use loyal youth organizations such as the Belarusian Republican Youth Union to monitor the election campaign, and above all, to count votes. On the other hand, the opposition youth consolidate their forces for active participation in electoral campaigns; 

• A disinterested, skeptical attitude of the majority of young voters to the election results leads to the fact that the youth happens to be the most exposed to "spiral of silence"; 

• The most negative consequence of these factors can become frustrating, disbelief in their strength, the situation in the country can and should be changed for the better. It is still impossible to say that the Belarusian youth is disappointed by the situation and does not believe themselves, but signs of such sentiments are becoming more visible; 

• Recently in the Belarusian society, including the youth, there appear isolationist sentiments, which is apparently explained by "cooling" of relations between the Belarusian leadership and its "east-west counterpart"; 

• Basic geopolitical values of Belarusians remained almost unchanged – young people in general are clearly gravitating to Europe, and the older generation – to Russia; 

• However, despite the fact that the pro-European set of young people is stronger than the older generation, its basic socio-cultural identity is still of an Eurasian kind;
• Young people are considerably more critical about the information obtained from official sources, including the mass media. But this does not mean that they feel bigger than the older generation need for more adequate information; 

• Young people in today's Belarus have sufficiently diversified sources of information, and many simply do not feel any great need for alternative political information. If such is, it is almost entirely met through Internet resources;
• Characteristic of the communicative behavior of young people is that they even less than the older generation discuss the information socio-political both in their own circle and public; 

• Generally, young Belarusians are characterized by more progressive values and a positive attitude toward life than the older generation. There are more ardent defenders of national independence, the European geopolitical choice, political democracy, market economy and rule of law among them. Young people are also more critical to the existing state of affairs in the country and characterized by radicalism – both in their judgments and in the actions; 
• At the same time, attempts of many experts and politicians to assess (and use) the youth as a kind of social "leverage" or "engine" of changes are doubtful. Firstly, the differences noted above, as a rule, are common to the majority of modern countries and due to natural causes (the new generation is always receptive to progress than the old one). They cannot help answer the fundamental question: can we expect that these natural causes in themselves lead to changes in the society and the state? Secondly, the analysis of changes of values and the activity of the Belarusian youth over time (at least for the last ten years) does not find significant, fundamental growth; they are more evolutionary than revolutionary. By most measures, young people are even inferior to the 30- and 40-year people. Definitely we can say that values of the geo-political (European) choice and market economics are formed much more prominent than the values of political democracy or the rule of law, and value formation of national identity is not so much in the ethnocentric paradigm of the national-democratic opposition, as in modern European paradigmatic civic nation. Thirdly, it confirms the conclusion made a decade ago: among Belarusian youth it rifts, the foundation of which was related to the policy of the authorities and personally to the president. According to sociological studies, many state and public institutions in Belarus do not enjoy the confidence and support of the youth. This suggests that it is the organization of social life; the management company does not suit them any longer. However, a comparative analysis of different social groups on the level of confidence in government and public institutions also shows that groups of young people trust and do not trust the president, ie with different ideological, political beliefs differ much more than the young and old, and groups of young people and older with similar beliefs are much more similar than a group of young people of different beliefs. This allows making an important conclusion that the problem of conflict or even a split of generations in the Belarusian society are in fact a reflection of more fundamental problems of conflict of values, the fragmentation of society itself from the ideological and political grounds; 

• Today, a decade later, we can say that "the battle for the youth" the power gains more than the opposition, because that power has made serious conclusions from the tumultuous events of 90s and actively implemented policies to ensure that the surrounding reality "adapted" young people to their values rather than the young to "adapt" to this reality to their values (that is why the "younger" group of young people in many ways is much more "adapted" to the existing order of things than the older group, or even 30- and 40-year-old Belarusians); 

• Young people (in any case, the majority) should not be considered (at least in the short term) to be the main engine of changes in the Belarusian society; 

• Alternative youth organizations are more "resilient" than loyal. But the expansion of sympathy for them in the Belarusian society over the past decade did not occur: to "hold" the achieved in the 90s level they have to do with great effort (more precisely, the victims);
• Some social capacity in Young Front and other alternative youth organizations / initiatives, of course, is under certain conditions, they can expand their social base and rely on the support of large segments of the population; 

• Focusing mainly on the expansion of participants of street actions, and directing their search for young students, YF makes a tactical error – "looks where they should no t be" Instead, we can broaden and deepen support in other social groups, including seniors and pensioners; 

• As despite the efforts of the authorities, the value of the world (mostly European) will gradually penetrate the public consciousness of the Belarusians and behavior through the processes of globalization (notably, the development of ICT), including (albeit slowly, cautiously, under the supervision of the authorities) rapprochement with Europe, we can assume that young people will play a more active role in national development. However, no additional effort – by both young people and other groups in the society, as well as the international community – these processes themselves can drag on for decades and do not go beyond the "authoritarian modernization". 

Annex 

LAW OF THE REPUBLIC OF BELARUS 
(Excerpts)* 

About the Foundations of Youth State Policy 

Article 1. Principal terms used in this Act and their definitions 

1. Youth state policy – a system of social, economic, political, institutional, legal and other measures aimed at supporting young people by the state for social formation and development of young people, the fullest realization of their potential in the public interest. 

2. Young citizens (youth) – Citizens of the Republic of Belarus, foreign citizens and stateless persons permanently residing in the territory of the Republic of Belarus, at the age of fourteen to thirty-one years. 

4. Youth Public Association – the public association of young citizens (at least two thirds of the total membership) expressing their specific interests and statutory activities aimed at achieving social formation and development of youth. 

Article 3. The objectives of the youth state policy 

The objectives of the state youth policy are: 

to promote the spiritual, moral and physical development of youth; 

educating the youth;

creating conditions for free and effective youth participation in political, social, economic and cultural development of the society; 

development and implementation of youth capacity; 

material, social and other support to youth 

to broaden opportunities to young people to choose the way of life. 

Article 4. The principles of the youth state policy 

State youth policy is based on the principles: 

to protect the rights and lawful interests of young people; 

to balance the rights and freedoms of youth and other groups; 

to provide young citizens with the legal and socio-economic security, balancing due to age restrictions on their social status; 

scientific validity and completeness; 

publicity; 

to attract young people to participate directly in the formulation and implementation of state youth policy. 

Article 5. Subjects of the state youth policy 

The subjects of the state youth policy are: 

young citizens; 

young families; 

youth associations; 

government agencies and other organizations within the competence participating in realization of state youth policy. 

Article 6. State management in the field of state youth policy 

1. Public administration in the state youth policy is exercised by the President of the Republic of Belarus, the Council of Ministers of the Republic of Belarus, republican government body responsible for implementing state youth policy, the local executive and administrative bodies, other public authorities, in accordance with their competence. 

Republican government body responsible for implementing state youth policy exercises its jurisdiction, including through created in the structure of local executive and administrative bodies structural units for youth. 

Article 7. National and regional programs in the state youth policy 

1. In order to improve the legal, economic and organizational conditions and guarantees of the state youth policy, to ensure its comprehensiveness and consistency with other government policies are designed republican programs in the state youth policy, approved by the President of the Republic of Belarus. 

By Regional and Minsk city executive committees prepared and submitted for approval the relevant regional and Minsk city Council of Deputies regional programs in the state youth policy. 

2. Development and approval of national and regional programs in the state youth policy are made considering the views of youth organizations and young people. 

Article 9. Civil and patriotic education of youth 

2. Civil and patriotic education of young people is aimed at the assimilation of young citizens ... the ideology of the Belarusian state, the formation of readiness to fulfill their civic duty. 

Article 15. Promotion of the rights of youth to unite 

2. None of the youth public associations is not entitled to claim a monopoly expression of interests and needs of all young people. 

There cannot be direct or indirect coercion of young people to join youth associations, as well as a ban on participation in their activities, based on the use of their dependent status. 

3. The state creates a system of legal and economic guarantees which provide all the youth public associations with equal opportunity to participate in public life of the Republic of Belarus. 

4. In order to create necessary conditions for the operation of youth organizations the impact on the nature and direction of their activity state can provide these youth associations with material and organizational support. 

State agencies and organizations have the right to transfer in the prescribed manner for youth public associations of buildings and constructions, other necessary for the implementation of their activities property. 

Article 18. Funding of state youth policy 

1. Financing of the activities in the field of state youth policy is at the expense of the republican and local budgets and other sources not prohibited by law. 

2. Taking into account the contribution to the youth movement development, as well as the importance of ongoing projects (programs) in the cases stipulated by legislative acts, at the expense of republican and local budgets can be funded the activities of youth associations. 

3. To finance the activities in the state youth policy can be set up special funds, including the support for talented and gifted young people. 

Article 21. Youth participation in the formulation and implementation of the youth state policy 

1. Youth are involved in the formation and realization of the youth state policy through public interest initiatives, appeals to state bodies and other organizations, the interaction of youth organizations from the above-mentioned agencies and organizations, as well as in other forms. 

2. Young citizens, youth associations can contribute state agencies and other organizations offers on the implementation of national youth policies and they are considered by public bodies and other organizations in accordance with their competence in the manner prescribed by law. 

3. To identify and record the views of young people, to increase their participation in the formulation and implementation of the youth state policy in the state bodies can be established advisory organs from young people 

4. Public authorities with the need attract youth associations, with their agreement for consultation and coordination on the formulation and implementation of the youth state policy. 

Youth associations may cooperate with public authorities to carry out worksand services through the activities of republican and regional programs in the sphere of the youth state policy. 

Article 23. Responsibility for violation of the law on the Youth State Policy 

Violation of the law on the youth state policy entails responsibility in accordance with the legislation. 

* http://svetl_rk.blog.tut.by/2009/03/01/proekt-zakona-rb-ob-osnovax-gosudarstvennoj-molodezhnoj-politiki/
Distinctive features of Belarusian identity

The problem of Belarusian identity

The national identity of Belarusians began to be treated as a serious problem only when Belarus became a sovereign state as a result of the collapse of the USSR in December 1991. Meanwhile, this problem has very quickly passed from purely academic (i.e. appealing mainly to academicians) to political and even geopolitical. The reason for it to have become a political problem was that in the late 1980-s on the wave of Gorbachev’s ”perestroika”, the notions of national revival and independence formed the ideological platform of political forces (first of all, of the Belarusian People’s Front), and that was a common tendency in many other USSR republics, which had challenged the Soviet communism. After A. Lukashenko’s rise to power, the political aspect of this problem acquired a new dimension, because the first Belarusian president developing his policy line on the idea of “reconstruction of the union with fraternal Russia” began to treat the Belarusian national idea and political forces supporting it as his archenemies. This feature was reflected in his own definition of the national identity, which, without doubt, will be recorded both in the academic and political annals: “Belarusians are Russians but with a quality mark”
. Geopolitical aspect was acquired by the problem as far as the government of the Republic of Belarus had to ”manoeuvre” between two powerful geopolitical poles, i.e. Russia and the European Union. Depending on the conditions, first and foremost, on the economic environment, the emphasis in the national self-identification (in major governmental decisions, political rhetoric, mass propaganda, etc.) has been put either on the affinity to Europe, or on the affinity to Russia
.

While for the country’s government the national identity had become a kind of tool of internal and external policy, for national elite groups, both ruling and opposition, it had become a matter of bitter disputes and even political “splitting”: while the ruling elite was emphasizing historical and cultural affinity to Russia, the opposition – to Europe. However, as far as the relationships with Russia were getting more complicated (which was explained, first of all, by the ”pragmatization” of the Russian policy with regard to the countries of “the near abroad”), the country’s government began to use the topic of the national identity for the retention and strengthening of its power more and more often, including the foreign policy (dialogue with Europe, disputes with the Kremlin, etc.). All this makes not only academicians, but also politicians, diplomats, and journalists treat the problem of the national identity of Belarusians as the problem requiring unprejudiced investigation. Just in the last three years there have appeared serious books dedicated to this topic by both domestic (governmental and independent) and foreign researchers
.

Meanwhile, the greater part of publications in this topic both scientific papers and op-ed pieces analyze various ”landscapes” of the Belarusian elite 

groups, both ruling and opposition, and bring forward mainly historical and cultural arguments (by far more seldom – demographic, economic, sociological). ”An average Belarusian” becomes usually either ”an object”, which some or other features are attributed to, or is left ”behind-the-scenes” at all. Nobody asks his/her own opinion in this connection (but for referendums, which have also become an object of political manipulations).

Recently, louder have become the voices of some politicians and experts, who with a neophyte enthusiasm ”are discovering” a complicated, controversial, undefined character of the national self-identification of Belarusians. The irony is that these very people met with fierce opposition similar assessments and conclusions set forth by IISEPS already in the 1990-s (e.g. in the popular article by Yu. Drakokhrust “Belarusian Nationalism Speaks Russian” published in BDG in 1998). Today, the indisputable fact is that two thirds of Belarusians consider it a benefit that the country acquired independence in 1991 (20.6% are of the opposite opinion yet) – this is the basis, whereupon not only opposition, but also the government is trying ”to make policy” today. Meanwhile, the significant characteristics of this ‘benefit’ are either left by them ”behind-the-scenes”, or construed exclusively in terms of their own interests. However, these are the characteristics, which reveal the unique character of the Belarusian national identity. Thus, answering the question: “Which, do you think, is more important: improvement of the economic situation in Belarus or independence of the country?” almost two thirds (63.4%) of the respondents chose ”improvement of the economic situation” (”independence of the country” – 28.2%), and when answering the question: “Which symbols of state (national emblem, banner) best comply with the historical and cultural background of the Belarusian nation – those, which existed from 1991 to 1995 (the national emblem “Pahonya” [“the Chase”]), or the current symbols (reminding of the BSSR symbols)?” 54.7% answered ”such symbols as nowadays” (”such symbols as till 1995” – 27.7%); to the question: “Belarusians, Russians and Ukrainians are different peoples or three branches of one people?” two thirds gave the answer “three branches of one people” (“different peoples” – 30.6%); to the question: “What language must be mandatory for use as the official language in public institutions (government, army, courts, schools, etc.) Belarusian, Russian or both languages – Belarusian and Russian?” 65% gave the answer “the use of both the Belarusian and Russian languages must be mandatory” (“the Belarusian language” – 16%, “the Russian language” – 14.9%); 60% speak Russian at home, 36.6% use a mixed language, 3.4% – Belarusian; out of a dozen of contemporary and historical leaders the highest rating was given to Vladimir Putin (3.65 on a five-grade scale), Kastus Kalinovsky (3.62), Petr Masherov (3.57) and Catherine the Great (3.43), last two ranked Joseph Stalin (2.63) and Zenon Poznyak (2.53). No confirmation found the well-known ”theory” of forced ”restitution” of ”genuine Belarusians” by ”contract workers from the East” in the period of postwar recovery and urbanization: 82.3% of respondents have at least one grandparent born in Belarus, and 55.6% – three or all the four grandparents.

Psychological structure of national identity and Its determining factors

This text makes no pretence to a comprehensive analysis; meanwhile, it is fully based on the data of a representative opinion poll, i.e. on the opinion of the Belarusians themselves.

The criteria used as structural characteristics of the national identity are as follows:

· The feeling of pride because of being a Belarusian (in terms of psychology of personality – rather an emotional element);

· Awareness of closer affinity either to Russians or to Europeans (rather a cognitive element);

· Wish to live (or work) in Belarus in future (motivational or behavioural element);

· Willingness to make a geopolitical choice (voting in a hypothetic referendum on the issue, whether Belarus should enter the European Union.) (motivational element);
· And the criteria used as determiners of the national identity are as follows:

– Geographic;

– Historic;

– Cultural;

– Psychological (national character);

– Linguistic. 

A seemingly simple question: “Are you proud of being a Belarusian?” produced curious results (Table 1).
	Table 1

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you proud of being a Belarusian?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	78.0

	No
	20.9

	DA/NA
	1.1


Firstly, it is interesting that the number of those, who pride themselves on being Belarusian, almost coincides with the number of ethnic Belarusians (according to the statistics of the latest population census – approximately 81%). Secondly, every fifth respondent (= resident of Belarus) does not take any pride therein. Thirdly, according to the results of a correlation analysis (Table 17), while for those, who are proud of being Belarusians, the ratio of ethnic Belarusians and representatives of other nations (acc. census the percentage of Russians living in Belarus is about 12%, Poles make about 4%, and Ukrainians – 3%) makes 91.4% vs. 8.1%, for those, who do not take a pride therein, it is 51.1% vs. 48.3%.

When answering a direct question, about 40% of respondents named history and culture as the main reasons for their pride, a bit fewer respondents chose  national  character  and just some of the respondents – language (Table 2).

	Table 2

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If "yes", what exactly do you take pride in?" 
(more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	History
	39.3

	Culture
	38.4

	National character
	35.7

	Language
	11.7

	Other
	3.5


However, the majority of those on the opposite side explain their lack of national pride by a totally different reason (Table 3).

	Table 3

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If "no", explain why?" (more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	I don’t consider myself a Belarusian
	6.6

	I don’t like Belarus
	2.0

	I don’t see any opportunities in this country
	12.3

	Another reason
	2.8


Evidently, this reason roots in a different soil: history, culture, and, still less, national character could not a priori limit life prospects. All things considered, there should be other determining factors.

The analysis of the cognitive element of national identity revealed quite a different state of things – three quarters of respondents consider themselves closer to Russians, and only a fifth part – to Europeans (Table 4).

Moreover, things are also different as for the reasons for such self-identification (Table 5).

	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you consider yourself closer to Russians or 
to Europeans?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	To Russians
	74.5

	To Europeans
	19.4

	DA/NA
	6.1


	Table 5

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Why do you consider yourself closer to this (these) nation 
(nations)?" (more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	For historic reasons
	49.5

	For cultural reasons
	39.9

	For language reasons
	36.2

	For geographic reasons
	31.2

	For other reasons
	4.3


History proved to be the most preferred factor, significantly stronger than culture or geography. Another evident difference from emotional self-identification factors is language. In this case, how ever, this factor is construed in another way as in the case of the national pride. While in the first case the national language appears not to be a major distinctive feature of “Belarusianity” (“otherness”) for the majority of Belarusians (probably, due to its affinity to the Russian language and limited use), in the case of determination of the cultural affinity (cognitive element of personality) ”the language reason” should be understood as ”the language affinity” to the Russian language exactly, but not to any other European language. This seems to be the most likely reason, why the authorities more often use the historic factor (in propaganda, education, cultural policy) when they ”integrate” with Russia, and the language and cultural factor, when they ”develop the dialogue” with Europe.

Hence, the motivational element of national identity falls somewhere ”in-between” the emotional and the cognitive ones. In terms of ”everyday life” (”the structures of everyday life” according to F. Braudel
) it practically coincides with the emotional one (”the feeling of pride”) (Table 6).

	Table 6

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like to live (or work) in Belarus in future?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	78.3

	No
	21.7


Almost a third of those who answered this question positively would like to live (work) in Minsk or its suburbs. Most likely, such ‘urban centralism’ might be explained not by the attractive sights of the capital of Belarus, but rather by the possibility to earn more and enjoy the niceties of a civilized life (according to Belstat data the monthly salary in Minsk is 35% higher than an average salary for the country as a whole
) (Table 7).

	Table 7

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If "yes", what locality in the territory of the Republic of Belarus would you like to live (or work) in?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	In a town/city (except Minsk)
	28.3

	In Minsk
	24.0

	In rural areas
	19.2

	In the suburbs of Minsk (within 100-kilometer area)
	6.1

	DA/NA
	22.4


A comparative analysis of the actual dwelling (today, 18% of the population live in the capital, and 23% live in rural areas) with the desired dwelling clearly shows that hundreds of thousands of rural dwellers would prefer to move to the capital ”in search of a better life”.

The analysis of the desired ”dwelling” of those respondents who have given a negative answer to this question reveals a challenging scene – the number of those willing to move to the West is 2.7 times more than those willing to move to Russia (Table 8).

	Table 8

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If "no", what country (or part of the world) would you like to live (or work)?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	In a EU country
	8.7

	In the USA
	5.2

	In Russia
	5.2

	In Ukraine
	0.6

	In Asia
	0.3

	In Africa
	0.2

	In another place
	0.8

	NA/DA
	79.0


At first sight, it contradicts the above conclusion that an overwhelming majority of the population consider themselves closer to Russians; while to live and work they would prefer in the West! Could we say that there is a discrepancy between the cognitive element and the motivational element of the national identity? A more profound analysis shows that there is no discrepancy, as a matter of fact. Thus, according to Belstat data, in 2009 the actual number of emigrants from Belarus made up some 7,643 persons, and 70% of those emigrated for CIS countries, while only 30% – for other countries (including the Baltic States). The dynamics of this process provides even a more convincing demonstration: from 2000 to 2009 the number of emigrants from Belarus decreased by 45%. Herewith, while the number of emigrants to CIS countries decreased by 23%, to other countries, by 65%
! Otherwise, “the dream of the West” even for the actually leaving Belarusians remains still a dream; practically, the majority of them go to Russia or Ukraine. The actual motivation of those Belarusians willing to change their place of residence is demonstrated in the answers to the following questions (Table 9).

	Table 9

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you would like to live in another country (or part of the world), explain why?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	For work
	8.5

	I’d like to reside there permanently
	7.9

	Just to leave Belarus
	4.7

	For another reason
	1.3

	NA/DA
	77.6


Evidently, the major motives of potential emigrants are job hunting and search for a permanent residence. The majority of those who have ventured upon this challenge understand that just to live in a different cultural and language environment and, what is more, to work there is beyond their capabilities due to the reason that both the language and culture there are not friendly, rather alien, and not everyone can assimilate them.

From the geopolitical point of view, the motivational element of the national identity as opposed to the ”everyday life” is ”in-between” the emotional and cognitive ones (Table 10).

	Table 10

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Should now a referendum be held in Belarus on the question, whether Belarus should enter the European Union, what would be your choice?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	For 
	36.2

	Against
	37.2

	I would not take part in voting
	20.1

	DA/NA
	6.5


The analysis of the dynamics of the willingness of Belarusians to make a geopolitical choice suggests weighty conclusions (Table 11).

	Table 11

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Should now a referendum be held in Belarus on the question, whether Belarus should enter the European Union, what would be your choice?", %


	Variant of answer
	12'02
	03'03
	09'05
	11'06
	12'07
	09'08
	03'09
	09'09
	12'09
	03'10

	Yes
	60.9
	56.4
	38.0
	36.6
	37.1
	26.7
	34.9
	44.1
	40.7
	36.2

	No
	10.9
	11.9
	44.0
	36.2
	35.0
	51.9
	36.3
	32.8
	34.6
	37.2


It stands to reason that in the recent years pro-European geopolitical orientation becomes more explicit. However, in terms of a farther perspective, this dynamics appears rather unstable and to a considerable extent determined by external factors (default in Russia, NATO campaign in Yugoslavia, the Russian-Georgian conflict, the crisis in the rela tionship of the Belarusian government with the West or with Russia, “oil-and-gas”, “milk” and other “wars” of Belarus with Russia, etc.). This means that the geopolitical orientation of Belarusians is not a base element of their national identity, but is derived from other factors.

When in case of the European Union the wave dynamics is observed, in case of Russia one can see a clear tendency towards reduction in number of the integration advocates (Table 12).

A gradual decline of the pro-Russian geopolitical orientation is also revealed in the ”black-and-white” choice: in general, the pro-Russian and pro-European orientation indicators have almost matched in the recent years. Hence, the country in principle can be ”turned” either direction (Table 13).

The analysis of the national identity of Belarusians, especially its motivational element, leads to a major conclusion about its hierarchical character. One should distinguish, at least, two (and practically more than two) levels: the ”operational” level and the ”basic” level. The operational level is largely determined by ”everyday life”, i.e. current events, experiences, thoughts and feelings (the so-called ”pragmatic level”). The geopolitical choice or willingness to change the place of residence according to the tabulated data is most often motivated by these very pragmatic factors. The basic level is determined not by the current events, experiences, thoughts and feelings, but rather by more general, including archetypical, cultural-psychological structures, which make it possible for a person to identify him or herself in the environment: “I – he/she”, “we – they”, “own – other’s” “close – far” (the so-called ”value level”). That is the reason, why though willing to move to the Western countries, in practice Belarusians emigrate not to Europe, but to Russia. The cultural psychological identity presented in Table 4 is a clear illustration thereof. Therefore, it not improbable that the actual geopolitical choice of Belarusians would be different from the hypothetical choice: rather the value scenario than the pragmatic one ”should work”. The following data confirm the above-mentioned probability as well (Tables 14-16).

	Table 12

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Should a referendum be held today regarding the integration of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote?", %



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

	For integration
	47.0
	51.3
	53.8
	57.5
	42.9
	46.4
	43.6
	46.3
	33.1
	32.1

	Against integration
	34.1
	26.4
	26.3
	23.8
	25.0
	33.5
	31.6
	35.8
	43.2
	44.5


	Table 13

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



	Variant of answer
	09'03
	06'04
	12'05
	06'06
	12'07
	09'08
	03'09
	09'09
	12'09
	03'10

	Integration with Russia
	47.6
	47.7
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	54.0
	42.4
	38.3
	42.1
	41.4

	EU membership
	36.1
	37.6
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	26.2
	35.1
	42.7
	42.3
	40.4


	Table 14

	Distribution of answers to the question: ”What is your overall attitude to Russia?”, %


	Variant of answer
	09'09

	Very good
	22.5

	Generally good
	48.6

	Indifferent
	21.4

	Generally bad
	5.3

	Very bad
	1.1


	Table 15

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you consider Russia overseas?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'09

	No
	79.4

	Yes
	17.4

	DA/NA
	3.2


	Table 16

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you believe that "by 2011 we will live as people live in Europe"?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'09

	No
	69.2

	Yes
	13.8

	DA/NA
	17.0


Obviously, the belief popular among certain experts, which implies that this ”position of Belarus as a country and of Belarusians as a nation within the framework of Russia, Russian ethnos and culture will result in the full takeover of Belarus by a larger and more powerful formation as well as in dissolution and elimination of everything Belarusian, including the achievements of the recent years of independence of Belarus. In the respondents’ opinion the reason for this is the ”empire-like character” of Russia, which is its inherent feature to be outlived by neither the democratic social order, nor the development of the market economy, and a strongest motif, why the respondents challenge the integration with Russia and turn to Europe
”, is not true and might be based on some other unscientific assumptions.

In this connection it should emphasized that due to the above-mentioned reason promotion of anti-Russian policy, whoever should make it, would hardly find any serious support among the Belarusian majority, since its limits are determined by the ‘basic’ level of national identity (even the majority of those who would vote for the candidate from the democratic opposition, prefer such a candidate “who would equally improve the relationship of our country both with Europe and Russia”: 41.5% vs. 14.2% “for the candidate who would improve the relationship of our country with Europe”).
Key distinctive feature of present-day Belarusian identity

As has been already said, neither history, nor culture, nor still less the national character can a priori limit life opportunities, the lack of which proved to be the key reason for the slump of the national pride of Belarusians: there are still other factors. What are they exactly? In order to answer this question, we need to ‘paint’ a comparative ‘sociologic portrait’ of the Belarusians, who determine their national identity oppositely. This ‘portrait’ might as well have two ”dimensions” – ”the exterior dimension” and ”the interior dimension”. The exterior dimension means in this case ”a socio-demographic portrait”. Let us ”paint” this ”portrait” in view of all the three elements of national identity (motivational, emotional and cognitive) (Table 17).

As is clear from the data presented, ”socio-demographic portraits” of the Belarusians, who determine their national identity oppositely, differ significantly. While the distinctions by gender are insignificant, the distinctions by age are almost contrastive (in sociology such distinctions are called ”mirror distinctions”, they confirm the existence of a direct and strong correlation between the variables): senior citizens demonstrate greater patriotism (taking the country as they find it) and at the same time affinity to the Russian culture (in the broader sense, as the way of life and social order). Young citizens, quite the opposite, demonstrate a much weaker patriotism to present-day Belarus and at the same time affinity to the European culture. As for the level of education, we can see a similar pattern but less frank. Among those, who would like to live (or work) in Belarus and are proud of being Belarusians (let us call them, for our purpose, ”proud Belarusians” or ”nationalists”) the prevailing groups by social status are obviously pensioners, dwellers of small towns and villages of the Eastern regions of the country, while among those, who gave the opposite answer (let us call them, for our purpose, ”dissatisfied Belarusians” or ”cosmopolitans”) there are people working in the private sector of economy, students/trainees and housewives/unemployed, dwellers of big cities of the Western regions of the country. As noted above, the nationality distinctions are also tangible: the representatives of the title nation rather tend to ”nationalism”, while of other nations, to ”cosmopolitism”. As a result, a typical ”portrait of a nationalist” should depict a village pensioner with a low educational level from Eastern regions of Belarus, while a typical ”cosmopolitan” is a young educated person working in the private sector and dwelling in a big city in the West of the country. One can’t but notice that distinctions by each of the three identity elements (left-right columns) are very close (the figures even often match). On the one hand, it means that they are relevant in respect of the object under analysis (the national identity), and on the other hand, the discovered distinctions are quite stable.

However, these ”portraits” require explanation, so long as the reasons for so contrastive ”colors” are still unclear. To clarify these reasons we need to compare ”the portraits” in their ”interior dimension”, which in this context is understood to mean socio-economic, cultural and (geo-) political values of ”nationalists” and ”cosmopolitans” (Table 18).
As for the material standing there are almost no distinctions here, but the individual assessments of this standing differ considerably: ”the nationalists” assess it as comparatively stable and are optimistic about the future, while ”the cosmopolitans” consider that their standing has become worse and is going to get still worse. Notably, the first group has quite a loyal assessment of the economic policy of the government, while the other group is skeptic about it.

When comparing political values of these groups, one can see even more contrasting distinctions. Evidently, ”the nationalists” are at the same time ”loyalists”, while ”cosmopolitans” prove to be ”critics” of the Belarusian authorities and the current policy line. Moreover, these distinctions are revealed both at the ”operational” (assessment of youth’s career opportunities, performance of ”power vertical”, voting in elections) and at the ”basic” level (approval of democracy or ”powerful hand”, a general assessment of the current line, etc. And the most vivid distinctions are found in the treatment of the main symbol of the Belarusian power and current line – the president A. Lukashenko (trust, real and hypothetic voting, the indicator of which match literally to a precision of one per cent!).
Practically, the distinctions in geopolitical values of the groups are as contrasting as in the political values. While ”the nationalists” have manifestly a pro-Russian orientation, ”the cosmopolitans” have pro-Western preferences (”the cosmopolitans” choice of the most equitable community is especially striking). A sensational distinctive feature of the national identity of Belarusians is that those who take more national pride and want to live in Belarus consider themselves closer to Russians! This positively confirms a ”basic” character of affinity to Russia in the national identity of Belarusians. The key element of this affinity is common history, and the second element (according to percent difference) is common language.
	Table 17

	A comparative "socio-demographic portrait" of the respondents, who determine their national identity oppositely, %



	Socio-demographic characteristics
	All 
respondents
	Wish to live in Belarus
	Pride
	Affinity to

	
	
	Yes

(78.3)
	No

(21.7)
	Yes

(78.0)
	No

(20.9)
	Russia

(74.5)
	Europe

(19.4)

	Gender:

	Male
	46.4
	42.2
	54.4
	44.1
	54.7
	45.9
	50.5

	Female
	53.6
	55.8
	45.6
	55.9
	45.3
	54.1
	49.5

	Age:

	18-19
	4.0
	2.7
	8.5
	3.3
	6.3
	3.4
	6.4

	20-24
	9.3
	6.5
	19.6
	8.4
	13.2
	8.4
	13.6

	25-29
	8.9
	7.5
	13.9
	7.6
	13.5
	8.1
	11.9

	30-39
	19.9
	17.5
	28.7
	17.3
	30.3
	18.4
	25.4

	40-49
	19.3
	20.6
	6.6
	14.0
	8.5
	12.9
	11.2

	50-59
	12.6
	14.3
	6.6
	14.0
	8.5
	12.9
	11.2

	60 +
	26.0
	31.0
	8.2
	29.8
	10.1
	29.3
	13.2

	Education:

	Primary (up to 4 years of a secondary school)
	8.0
	9.7
	1.8
	8.5
	4.4
	9.2
	4.4

	Junior secondary (including vocational training w/o secondary education)
	13.9
	16.0
	6.3
	15.9
	6.6
	14.8
	8.4

	General secondary (secondary school, lyceum, vocational school with secondary education)
	37.9
	36.3
	43.8
	37.2
	40.3
	38.2
	38.9

	Vocational secondary (technical school, college, etc.)
	25.6
	24.1
	30.8
	23.8
	33.6
	24.3
	29.4

	Higher (including incomplete higher education)
	14.6
	13.9
	17.2
	14.6
	15.1
	13.5
	18.9

	Nationality:

	Belarusian
	82.6
	85.2
	73.3
	91.4
	51.1
	86.9
	67.8

	Russian
	10.4
	8.6
	17.0
	5.2
	30.3
	8.9
	14.2

	Ukrainian
	3.8
	1.8
	3.3
	0.7
	7.6
	2.0
	3.7

	Pole
	2.2
	4.3
	5.5
	2.0
	9.5
	1.6
	12.2

	Jew
	0.5
	0.3
	0.9
	0.2
	0.9
	0.2
	1.7

	Status (by primary employment, place of training):

	Employee of a state organization 
(including kolkhoz)
	37.5
	37.6
	37.0
	38.4
	35.0
	38.0
	34.3

	Employee of a non-state organization 
	24.6
	21.8
	34.3
	21.4
	36.7
	21.9
	35.0

	Student
	6.8
	4.7
	14.5
	6.1
	9.8
	6.2
	9.9

	Pensioner (retirement, invalidity 
pension)
	26.9
	32.4
	7.2
	31.1
	10.1
	30.5
	13.3

	Housewife/unemployed 
	4.2
	3.4
	6.9
	3.0
	8.2
	3.4
	7.5

	Place of residence (region):

	West (Grodno and Brest regions)
	26.0
	24.7
	31.1
	23.9
	33.2
	22.7
	37.6

	Centre (Minsk and Minsk region)
	33.8
	33.5
	34.7
	32.5
	38.9
	33.4
	39.9

	East (Vitebsk, Mogilev and Gomel 
regions)
	40.2
	41.8
	34.2
	43.6
	27.9
	43.9
	22.5

	Type of settlement:

	Capital – Minsk
	19.1
	19.6
	17.5
	18.6
	21.8
	19.2
	23.1

	Region centre
	19.7
	20.0
	18.4
	20.6
	16.1
	18.8
	22.0

	Big city (more than 50000 dwellers)
	18.3
	15.5
	28.1
	15.8
	26.2
	16.3
	19.7

	Small city/town (less than 50000 
dwellers)
	17.1
	17.6
	15.4
	17.5
	15.5
	18.6
	14.2

	Village
	25.8
	27.3
	20.5
	27.4
	20.5
	27.1
	21.0


	Table 18

	A comparative "socio-value portrait" of the respondents, who determine their national identity 
oppositely, %


	Socio-value characteristics
	All 
respondents
	Wish to live in Belarus
	Pride
	Affinity to

	
	
	Yes

(78.3)
	No

(21.7)
	Yes

(78.0)
	No

(20.9)
	Russia

(74.5)
	Europe

(19.4)

	Income:

	Up to 260 thou. roubles (up to $ 90)
	11.8
	10.5
	16.3
	9.7
	19.2
	11.5
	14.6

	260-400 thou. roubles ($ 138)
	41.1
	42.4
	36.4
	42.3
	36.2
	42.5
	35.7

	400-800 thou. roubles ($ 276)
	39.5
	39.7
	38.9
	41.0
	34.9
	38.3
	43.5

	Above 800 thou. roubles (above $ 276)
	6.9
	6.9
	6.9
	6.3
	8.8
	7.2
	4.8

	How has your material standing changed for the last three months?

	Improved
	9.3
	9.9
	7.0
	10.4
	5.3
	10.1
	5.8

	No change
	59.8
	63.9
	45.2
	63.0
	48.7
	62.6
	52.0

	Worsened
	29.8
	25.1
	47.0
	25.5
	45.0
	26.5
	40.5

	Which point of view concerning Belarus is closer to you?

	We might expect deepening of the crisis and accumulation of the problems connected with it
	25.6
	20.3
	44.7
	21.8
	39.7
	22.8
	35.1

	The crisis has already reached ”the bottom” and it is not going to become worse
	38.3
	40.0
	32.0
	39.8
	33.4
	39.0
	38.9

	Belarus has already begun to come out of the crisis
	26.6
	28.7
	18.7
	28.8
	18.0
	27.6
	19.3

	To what extent can the economic crisis in the country be considered a consequence of the country’s leadership economic policy of the last years?

	Virtually to the full extent
	15.8
	12.3
	28.4
	12.5
	28.7
	13.2
	26.4

	To a considerable extent
	32.3
	30.6
	38.1
	30.6
	38.5
	31.7
	36.3

	To a slight extent
	28.5
	30.6
	21.1
	31.2
	18.6
	28.3
	28.8

	This is not true that it is the reason for the economic crisis
	15.8
	17.8
	8.5
	17.8
	8.8
	18.0
	6.4

	Does the government of Belarus, in your opinion, have a well thought-out program on coming out of the crisis?

	Yes, there is a well thought-out economic program
	27.2
	32.1
	9.7
	33.1
	6.3
	32.0
	9.2

	There is no program, there are only general ideas about what has to be done
	29.9
	28.7
	34.4
	30.0
	30.0
	29.8
	30.2

	The government has no program, decisions are made under the influence of the momentary circumstances
	32.1
	27.2
	49.8
	26.9
	52.1
	27.0
	50.5

	Do you believe that the authorities will be able to fulfill the resolution of the III All-Belarusian People’s Congress, according to which the average salary in Belarus by the end of 2010 should amount to 500 US dollars?

	Yes
	21.0
	24.9
	7.3
	24.2
	9.7
	23.8
	14.2

	No
	68.3
	63.6
	85.2
	64.8
	82.1
	65.7
	74.9

	How will, in your opinion, the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the coming years?

	It will improve
	29.3
	34.5
	10.6
	34.1
	11.4
	34.1
	11.2

	It won’t change
	46.0
	46.7
	43.5
	47.2
	42.3
	45.9
	48.1

	It will get worse
	18.8
	12.4
	42.0
	13.2
	39.4
	13.9
	35.6

	Are you proud of being Belarusian?

	Yes
	78.0
	88.7
	39.6
	100
	0
	83.7
	55.3

	No
	20.9
	10.4
	58.3
	0
	100
	15.7
	42.4

	If ”yes”, what exactly do you take pride in? (more than one variant is possible)

	History
	39.3
	45.4
	17.6
	50.3
	–
	43.2
	29.5

	Culture
	38.4
	44.3
	17.2
	48.5
	–
	42.6
	27.0

	National character
	35.7
	41.2
	16.0
	45.4
	–
	39.1
	21.0

	Language
	11.7
	13.7
	4.5
	14.9
	–
	10.8
	16.6


	If ”no”, explain why? (more than one variant is possible)

	I don’t consider myself a Belarusian
	6.6
	4.5
	14.2
	–
	30.3
	5.4
	12.9

	I don’t like Belarus
	2.0
	0.6
	7.3
	–
	8.5
	1.3
	5.1

	I don’t see any opportunities in this country
	12.3
	3.5
	44.1
	–
	57.5
	7.7
	30.5

	Do you consider yourself closer to Russians or to Europeans?

	To Russians
	74.5
	80.8
	51.7
	79.8
	56.2
	100
	0

	To Europeans
	19.4
	13.3
	41.7
	13.7
	39.4
	0
	100

	Why do you consider yourself closer to this (these) nation (nations)? (more than one variant is possible)

	For historic reasons
	49.5
	54.1
	32.9
	52.1
	40.4
	55.6
	32.9

	For cultural reasons
	39.9
	40.9
	36.6
	40.4
	38.2
	40.5
	43.4

	For language reasons
	36.2
	38.1
	29.6
	36.9
	34.1
	43.0
	14.2

	For geographic reasons
	31.2
	32.3
	27.5
	32.2
	27.4
	31.0
	36.3

	Who did you vote for at the president’s elections in March 2006?

	For A. Lukashenko
	44.0
	52.1
	13.6
	51.5
	15.8
	52.2
	14.5

	For an alternative candidate (A. Milin-kevich, A. Kozulin or S. Gaidukevich)
	19.1
	16.3
	29.5
	17.1
	27.1
	15.9
	32.1

	Against all candidates
	10.5
	9.6
	13.6
	9.1
	15.5
	8.3
	18.2

	I didn’t take part in voting
	17.5
	13.4
	32.1
	14.2
	29.3
	16.2
	22.0

	Should the election of the president of Belarus be held tomorrow, who would you vote for?

	For A. Lukashenko
	42.7
	50.3
	15.4
	51.1
	11.3
	50.3
	14.2

	What do you think, could young people today make a successful career in Belarus?

	Yes, in Belarus young people can make a successful career
	54.5
	65.8
	13.6
	63.7
	20.5
	61.8
	30.1

	No, young people had better go 
overseas for this purpose
	35.2
	22.8
	79.8
	26.4
	68.5
	27.1
	62.2

	Some people believe that ”a powerful hand” is the best governing method, others give preference to democracy. And what do you prefer?

	Democracy
	53.9
	50.2
	67.1
	52.4
	60.7
	50.0
	69.2

	”Powerful hand”
	32.1
	35.0
	21.8
	34.0
	24.8
	35.9
	18.6

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

	In the right direction
	49.5
	58.8
	15.7
	59.6
	12.6
	59.1
	14.2

	In the wrong direction
	35.6
	27.1
	66.2
	27.0
	67.6
	27.8
	65.5

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	49.8
	58.3
	19.3
	59.0
	15.5
	57.9
	19.0

	No
	37.0
	28.7
	66.8
	28.5
	69.1
	29.7
	65.1

	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
	36.4
	43.5
	10.9
	43.9
	8.2
	44.4
	6.5

	I consider myself an opponent of the present authorities
	16.2
	9.9
	39.1
	10.4
	38.5
	11.0
	35.7

	I have not thought about it, and it makes no difference to me
	40.9
	40.4
	42.7
	39.9
	45.1
	39.3
	47.6

	Does, in your opinion, the activity of the power vertical created by the president A. Lukashenko do more good or more harm to the country?

	More good
	41.0
	47.6
	17.0
	48.5
	12.9
	48.2
	16.3

	More harm
	33.8
	27.2
	57.9
	26.5
	61.8
	26.6
	62.4

	Are you going to vote at the elections of the local Councils deputies in April, 2010?

	Yes
	62.9
	69.3
	40.2
	70.5
	36.0
	69.6
	35.3

	No
	37.1
	30.7
	59.8
	29.5
	64.0
	30.4
	64.7

	Will the official results of the local Councils deputies’ elections correspond to the voting results, in your opinion?

	Yes
	49.3
	57.5
	19.9
	57.0
	21.1
	56.5
	23.8

	No
	32.1
	25.3
	56.5
	25.5
	57.9
	26.3
	54.8

	After a diplomatic conflict between Belarus and the USA, which flared in spring 2008, the relationships between the two countries remain strained (for example, the staff of the USA embassy in Minsk has been reduced five times, and Belarusians have to go to other countries to obtain a US visa). Do you think it is necessary to reestablish normal relationships with the USA or it is not necessary?

	It is necessary to reestablish normal 
relationships with the USA
	47.5
	42.4
	66.0
	44.4
	59.9
	43.6
	63.9

	It isn’t necessary
	19.1
	21.0
	12.3
	21.1
	11.0
	20.1
	14.6

	It makes no difference to me
	29.3
	32.1
	19.3
	30.5
	24.9
	31.6
	19.0

	Should a referendum be held today regarding the integration of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote?

	For integration
	32.1
	32.9
	29.0
	33.5
	26.2
	37.2
	10.5

	Against integration
	44.5
	42.0
	53.8
	42.3
	53.6
	39.7
	67.6

	Should now a referendum be held in Belarus on the question, whether Belarus should enter the European Union, what would be your choice?

	For 
	36.2
	29.5
	60.5
	32.2
	52.5
	31.7
	54.9

	Against
	37.2
	41.6
	21.4
	40.6
	24.2
	41.7
	22.4

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	Integration with Russia
	41.4
	46.6
	22.7
	47.0
	20.1
	48.8
	11.2

	EU membership
	40.4
	33.1
	66.7
	34.7
	62.3
	31.4
	76.6

	And what community, in your opinion, is the most equitable?

	Belarusian
	29.0
	34.7
	8.5
	34.5
	8.8
	35.1
	7.1

	Russian
	5.0
	5.0
	4.8
	5.0
	5.0
	5.6
	3.1

	Western (German, American or Polish)
	37.8
	30.9
	62.4
	32.9
	56.3
	30.1
	64.3

	To what extent does the information received from official sources correspond to your real life?

	Fully corresponds
	16.8
	20.5
	3.3
	20.3
	2.8
	20.4
	4.7

	Partially corresponds
	36.7
	38.9
	28.8
	39.2
	28.0
	39.1
	26.4

	Partially does not correspond
	24.7
	24.5
	25.5
	25.2
	22.6
	22.9
	30.2

	Does not correspond at all
	21.5
	16.0
	41.5
	14.9
	46.2
	17.3
	38.3

	Do you have good access to the information about the present-day political situation in Belarus?

	Yes
	47.9
	53.5
	27.8
	54.1
	24.0
	50.1
	39.0

	No
	51.7
	46.1
	71.6
	45.7
	75.1
	49.4
	60.7

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, every day
	16.9
	13.6
	29.0
	15.0
	24.6
	13.8
	28.2

	Yes, several days a week
	15.5
	12.3
	26.6
	13.3
	24.0
	13.4
	23.1

	Yes, several times a month
	12.2
	10.8
	17.2
	10.9
	17.0
	10.8
	16.3

	Yes, several times a year
	3.1
	2.5
	5.1
	2.9
	4.1
	3.4
	2.7

	No, I don’t know, what it is
	52.3
	60.7
	21.7
	57.8
	30.3
	58.6
	29.6

	Each person has his/her own plans for life. With the total number of plans taken as 100%, how would you assess the implementation of your plans?

	Less than 25%
	18.0
	14.5
	30.5
	15.8
	26.1
	16.5
	24.4

	26-50%
	42.0
	42.4
	40.5
	40.9
	46.2
	40.6
	49.2

	51-75%
	28.9
	30.4
	23.3
	31.0
	21.7
	29.5
	23.4

	76-100%
	10.8
	12.3
	5.4
	11.9
	6.0
	13.1
	3.1


A curious distinction has been also revealed in the information behaviour of these groups. It looks paradoxical that ”the nationalists” use the Internet much less but are quite satisfied with the available political information and its quality, while ”the cosmopolitans”, vice versa, regularly surf the Internet and think that the available information about the current political situation in Belarus is insufficient at all. However, it can be easily explained: the first group uses mostly official information sources (governmental mass media) and ”lives in their discourse”, while the other group prefers alternative sources and ”lives in a totally different discourse”.

The summarizing assessment of ”implementation of the plans for life” does look quite logical: the representatives of the first group have a much higher score than the other group.

Besides, it should be pointed out that both in ”the socio-demographic (or ”exterior”) portrait” and in ”the socio-value (or ”interior”) portrait” all the three elements of the national identity (national pride as the emotional element, awareness of closer affinity to either Russians or Europeans as the cognitive element, wish to live/work in Belarus in future as well as willingness to make a geopolitical choice as the motivational or behavioural element) correlate very closely. Consequently, the key determining factor of the national identity of the Belarusian majority today is not the geographical, historical, cultural (language) or psychological, but the political factor. It is the president A. Lukashenko, who has become the key ”delimiter” of the Belarusian identity; he accumulates and expresses the moods and values of the greater (conservative) part of the Belarusian community, and at the same time, ignores, marginalizes the values and limits life opportunities of its smaller (more dynamic) part. Those who accept the president and its policy, do accept the country as well (identify themselves with it); those who do not accept him, do not accept the country in its current state (do not identify themselves with it).
To conclude, the president A. Lukashenko has indeed become a major factor of the national self-identification of Belarusians. But firstly, not for all the citizens, and secondly, a rather peculiar factor. This “peculiarity” is that A. Lukashenko’s “burdens” the national identity with such socio-economic and political features that make it repellent for many people not only inside Belarus but also outside the country. It sounds insulting for them. Nevertheless, it justifies the assumption that should the power and policy line be changed, the national self-identification of Belarusians might develop in a different way (in case of the pro-European line – more pro-European, and in case of the pro-Russian line – more pro-Russian).
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Life has become better but no merrier

The headline, under which we presented the analysis of the social mood indices according to the results of March poll 2010, read “The Turning Point of the Tendency”. The ground for such a challenging conclusion was a downward change in the indices, which was first registered after June last year. The world crisis, notwithstanding numerous optimistic political statements, still fails ”to resolve”, and the open Belarusian economy cannot cut itself off. Therefore, the change of the moods of Belarusians in the first spring month seemed quite logical.

But that logic had not satisfied the Belarusian authorities just before the pending presidential election. Thus, amid the line of ”belt-tightening”, which becomes increasingly prominent in the majority of industrially developed countries, ”one little but very proud-hearted bird” nesting in the geographical centre of Europe has decided to accrue social payments. According to Belstat data, the real value of cash incomes for January-April 2010 has increased by 7.2% as compared to the similar period of the previous year. However, the retail turnover in comparable prices managed to have added promptly 14.1%. Such discrepancy became possible because Belarusians rejected to save. Trusting the official propaganda, they began to actively take consumer credits again.
As a result, the material welfare index (MWI) (Table 1) has practically returned to the pre-crisis value of September 2008. It happened first of all because of the reduction of the share of respondents, whose material standing has worsened for the last three months (from 29.8% in March to 19.7% in June). Meanwhile, the share of those who have pointed out improvement of their material standing has increased insignificantly (from 9.3% to 13.9%), the share of those who have not noticed any changes has increased correspondingly.

	Table 1

	Dynamics of answering the question, ”How has your material standing changed for the last three months?”, %


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

	Improved
	21.0
	17.4
	9.4
	1.9
	5.5
	10.9
	7.3
	9.3
	13.9

	No change
	64.7
	59.0
	55.4
	31.0
	56.9
	47.9
	65.7
	59.8
	65.1

	Worsened
	12.8
	21.9
	33.8
	63.8
	36.5
	36.9
	26.0
	29.8
	19.7

	MWI*
	8.2
	–4.5
	–21.4
	–61.9
	–31.1
	–26.0
	–18.7
	–20.5
	–5.8

	* Material welfare index (the difference of positive and negative answers)


	Table 2

	Dynamics of answering the question, “How will, in your opinion, the socio-economic situation in 
Belarus change in the coming years?”, %


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

	It will improve
	42.5
	34.0
	14.2
	13.7
	28.3
	33.0
	34.7
	29.3
	24.7

	It won’t change
	37.7
	40.8
	35.2
	30.5
	38.0
	34.9
	37.3
	46.0
	52.9

	It will get worse
	10.7
	18.2
	38.2
	45.9
	25.4
	20.8
	15.7
	18.8
	13.6

	EI*
	31.8
	15.8
	–24.0
	–32.2
	2.9
	12.2
	19.0
	10.5
	11.1

	* Expectations index


Against a major upsurge of the material welfare index, the expectations index (EI) proved amazingly stable (Table 2). It has not practically changed. As has been frequently noted earlier, EI is characterized by a higher response to the information spread via Mass Media and interpersonal communication (rumors), therefore at the turning point of tendencies it demonstrates a greater amplitude as compared to other indices. The growth of MWI occurred under the influence of increase of the real incomes of the population, but it by all accounts has not given rise to strong prospects for the future. Consider this: the percentage of the respondents, who believe the socio-economic situation in Belarus in the coming years to remain unchanged, has increased to a record-breaking value due to the simultaneous reduction of the optimist and pessimist shares. This means that the majority of Belarusians do find sufficient grounds to believe in positive changes, yet, one does not want to believe in deterioration of the socio-economic situation at all.

In the times of the Soviet mobilization society social optimism was a mandatory attribute of a person. Drawbacks a person regularly faced in everyday life were usually considered ”odd” and ”temporary”. Their existence was explained by ”the intrigues” of enemies and ”survivals of time passed”. Mass social optimism was supported in those years not only by means of well-adjusted pressure techniques but also due to the lack of any alternative. A Soviet citizen just did not have anything to compare the rate of his/her material welfare. In this respect the present-day political “elite” in Belarus has bad luck. In the absence of “the iron curtain” it requires much more financial resources to support social optimism at a rate necessary to ensure social stability. This conclusion is vividly confirmed by official statistics.

A similar situation formed in June as regards the direction rightness index (Table 3). It has increased just by two points due to the reduction of the percentage of the respondents not approving of the country’s development line, whereas the percentage of the advocates of the official line has not changed. Summarizing the data of three tables, anxious uncertainty is rising in the Belarusian society. People are lying in wait of the salary of $ 500 by the end of the year not even believing till the end that the dream-promise may come true.

	Table 3

	Dynamics of answering the question, “In your opinion, is the state of affairs in our country generally developing in the right or in the wrong direction?”, %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	09'08
	12'08
	03'09
	06'09
	09'09
	12'09
	03'10
	06'10

	In the right direction
	56.9
	53.4
	45.3
	40.0
	47.9
	53.3
	47.2
	49.5
	49.5

	In the wrong 
direction
	31.0
	30.0
	34.0
	34.9
	33.6
	31.0
	32.0
	35.6
	33.6

	DA/NA
	12.1
	16.6
	20.7
	25.1
	18.5
	15.7
	20.8
	14.9
	16.9

	DRI*
	25.9
	23.4
	11.3
	5.1
	14.4
	22.3
	15.2
	13.9
	15.9

	* Direction rightness index


The data of Table 4 allow assessing the dynamics of fears of Belarusians for the last eleven years. The first column illustrates the fear rate a year before the second presidential election. Except for concerns, connected with the loss of work, the rate of all other fears was significantly higher as compared to the remaining months till the fourth presidential election. It should be noted that the rate of the fear of civil war (27.2%) is abnormally high that to all appearances might be considered a response to the second Chechnya war in Russia.
	Table 4

	Dynamics of answering the question, “What are you afraid of most of all today?”, % 

(more than one variant is possible)



	Variant of answer
	04'00
	03'08
	03'09
	06'10

	Loss of health
	74.0
	60.3
	62.7
	65.6

	Poverty
	56.3
	46.2
	56.1
	45.8

	Loss of work
	21.7
	25.9
	34.5
	32.1

	Arbitrariness of the authorities
	32.3
	13.9
	26.1
	17.3

	Crime
	33.0
	12.3
	15.6
	16.2

	Civil war
	27.2
	8.5
	16.6
	9.8

	Foreign aggression
	7.2
	8.2
	16.1
	6.4

	Loss of independence by Belarus
	8.7
	3.8
	7.4
	5.2

	Other
	0.6
	1.4
	2.3
	3.3


In the second column the rate of fear matches the pre-crisis state of the Belarusian economy. All values reduced. Some of them, several times. Meanwhile the fear to lose work increased. Obviously, those experts who maintained that before the beginning of the world crisis about 0.6 to 1 MIL of Belarusians had gone to work outside the country were right. Within the framework of ”the Belarusian economic model” they had found no opportunities for their development.

The third column illustrates the state of the Belarusian society at the peak of the economic crisis. The fear rates for all entries increased, and the fear of poverty rose to the values of 2000. After several ”fat” years provided by ”the offshore oil” it is simply logical; however the same thing cannot be said as regards the doubling of the rates of civil war fear and foreign aggression fear. Obviously, the economic crisis multiplied by the January devaluation of the Belarusian rouble brought to life a major historic fear, the fear of war, in the subconscious of ”Soviet Belarusians”.

The June poll (the fourth column) revealed the decrease of the fear rates almost to the pre-crisis level. The social payments reinforced by the propaganda hit the bull’s eye. If till the moment of voting the authorities are able to maintain the momentum gained, CEC will not have problems with the vote count.

For the first time in the recent years the social indices have not revealed a clear tendency in the dynamics of public trends. It is getting increasingly difficult to forecast. There are too many variables. The world economic crisis has not been cancelled yet. The difficult financial state, which a number of European countries are exposed to nowadays, may provoke ”the second wave” of the crisis any time.

The June poll was conducted before the commencement of the active phase of a new ”gas war” between Belarus and Russia. The subjects in this war from both the parties are not power institutions, but a rather narrow circle of physical persons, whose personal interests have dominated social interests. The crisis has shown that during the years of independence no system barriers have been formed that could provide for prevention of voluntarism of such a limited circle of political subjects either in Belarus or in Russia.

In a favourable external economic situation the legitimacy of these subjects has been mainly ensured through material sops to citizens, which makes it impossible to take the ”belt tightening” line. Distribution of profits is one thing, distribution of losses is another. Cash giving generates only a constant lack thereof and new demands.

Commercial patriotism

While the globally recognized economists are disputing the probability of the rise of a second wave of the crisis, the percentage of Belarusians, who believe the country has begun to come out of the crisis, has exceeded one third. In March the number of such optimists was 8.7 points lower (Table 5). Quite a good increment for such a short period, isn’t it? It goes without saying that the first to notice the beginning of this recovery were those trusting A. Lukashenko. In June actually every second belonged to that group – 49%. Three months before optimists among ”the trusting” had made 38.8%. Among those not trusting the country’s leader the percentage of optimists is much lower: 16.6% in June and only 10.9% in March. Taking into account the socio-demographic structure of the ”trusting” and ”not trusting” groups of citizens, it can be expected that the beginning of Belarus’ recovery was noticed first of all by pensioners and persons with primary education. So it happened. In June, among those who are 60 plus the percentage of optimists was 47.1%, and among the persons with primary education – 53.1%! Young people (from 18 to 29 yrs) and graduate diploma holders proved to be less inclined to optimism – 27.2% and 32.3% correspondingly.
	Table 5

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Which point of view concerning Belarus is closer to you?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'10
	06'10

	We might expect deepening of the crisis and accumulation of the problems connected with it
	25.6
	17.1

	The crisis has already reached “the bottom” and it is not going to become worse
	38.3
	35.7

	Belarus has already begun to come out of the crisis
	26.6
	35.3

	DA/NA
	9.5
	11.9


The quoted data illustrate both the absolute and the relative effectiveness of the governmental propaganda. In making an assessment of the official information the level of criticism is much determined by the level of a person’s economic freedom in respect of a non-pressing public service. That is why the young and the educated appear to be more conservative. They are less inclined to change their expectations. Thus, those social strata on which the Belarusian authorities rely are least able to maintain stability. They are too yielding, while it is common knowledge that one should rest upon a thing that is resistant.

Responses to the question of Table 6 allow developing the theme of stability. The need for stability over the past year suddenly lost its relevance and the majority of Belarusians joined the ranks of ”change proponents”. According to many opposition leaders the probability of political changes in the country is not lastly connected with the reaching of the critical mass of ”change proponents”.

Formally speaking this mass has already been reached. But how should ”changes” the need for which is illustrated in the responses to the question of Table 6 be defined? Some people feel the need for fundamental change of the political regime that has been formed in Belarus, while others dream to change not more than the pension scheme. Using the nation-wide opinion polling technique it is rather difficult to reveal such nuances, but let us look closely at the two last columns of Table 6. The fact that among those, who do not trust A. Lukashenko, 74.7% of respondents favour changes could hardly surprise anybody. However, every second advocate of the chief architect of the Belarusian socio-economic development model does also speak in favour of the changes.

In June 49.5% of respondents pointed out that in general the state of affairs in Belarus is developing in the right direction, and half of them appeared to be change proponents! And more than a half (52.3% and 52.4%) of ”change proponents” are among those, who trust governmental media and do not agree with the opposition statements about numerous law violations in the course of the local elections held in March. To cut it short, when calculating the critical mass of ”change proponents” one should not go too far, lest one could soon believe what one desire.

Though having a desire for changes, Belarusians at the same time show rather dry optimism as regards the ”implementation plan”. In March last year at the peak of the economic crisis the belief that changes were quite possible was almost 10 points higher than in June this year (Table 7). The crisis has shaken the stability achieved over the past years, thus opening the door ajar for the changes not always desirable. In this connection let me quote the Polish sociologist Z. Bauman: “Where this is not the case and instead – as far as you can tell – there is a fifty-fifty chance of any event happening, you would say that there is chaos”.
	Table 6

	Dynamics of answering the question, “What statement do you agree with?”, %


	Variant of answer
	06'09
	06'10

	
	
	All respondents
	Trusting

A. Lukashenko
	Not trusting

A. Lukashenko

	Belarus needs changes
	48.0
	62.0
	51.2
	74.7

	Belarus needs stability
	46.4
	25.4
	35.4
	16.4

	DA/NA
	5.6
	12.6
	13.4
	8.7


	Table 7

	Dynamics of answering the question, “In your opinion, are fundamental changes possible in home and foreign policy of Belarus within the next five years?”, %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	03'08
	03'09
	06'10

	Quite possible
	31.8
	31.8
	39.9
	30.4

	Unlikely
	43.9
	46.6
	37.9
	49.0

	Impossible
	14.6
	15.2
	12.9
	13.5

	DA/NA
	9.7
	6.4
	9.3
	7.1


	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Would you like such changes to happen?”, %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	09'08
	03'09
	06'10

	Yes
	38.9
	52.2
	46.6
	46.8

	No
	29.4
	15.6
	19.4
	24.0

	It makes no difference to me
	16.6
	14.7
	18.5
	17.3

	DA/NA
	15.1
	17.5
	15.5
	11.9


The data of Table 8 confirm the words of the Polish sociologist. Under conditions of crisis (March 2009) the need for changes among Belarusians well diminished (–5.6 points as compared to the pre-crisis September). But even under conditions of pre-election positive talks in June 2006 Belarusians were not striving for changes too much. Consequently, we have a record-breaking percentage of those who have said ”no” to changes. “Let well alone”, “The best is oftentimes the enemy of the good”. These truths stand to reason even without addressing the works of classics of the contemporary sociology.

In June the percentage of those desiring changes did not change, however the percentage of stability proponents increased (the second line of Table 8). Hence, in general the balance has swayed towards stability, which again displays a general tendency towards strengthening of the social stability in Belarus at the end of the first half of the year.

The presidential election of 2006 was conducted by the authorities under the slogan “For Belarus!” The slogan had worked, which is confirmed by the record percentage of ”patriots” preferring the independence of the country to the improvement of the economic situation (Table 9). The elections passed; the relevance of the mobilizing slogan weakened and the neophyte patriots returned to their everyday economic duties. It was clear there was no time for patriotism in March 2009. The principle “First think about Motherland, then about yourself” is now a thing of the past together with the totalitarian ideology that had generated it.
	Table 9

	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
	03'09
	06'10

	Improvement of Belarus economic position
	73.7
	48.5
	59.4
	64.5
	69.4
	62.3

	Independence of the country
	19.2
	41.9
	32.2
	24.1
	21.6
	30.4

	DA/NA
	7.1
	9.6
	8.4
	11.4
	9.0
	7.3


It should be emphasized that ”the man consuming” who had once destroyed a totalitarian country became support for an authoritarian state. Busy with personal problems, he in principle is not able to generate any internal threats for authorities. Just don’t get in his way when he is arranging his own small world with a lawn in front of the summer house and fussy dwarfs made in Poland. On the other hand, he will not be able to protect either himself, or power, or country from external threats.

The economic development and advance in the people’s living standards especially prominent during the period from the end of 2003 till the middle of 2008 facilitated stabilization of the political situation in Belarus. One of the consequences of such stabilization proved to be the actual depoliticization of the Belarusian community. This process is objective, meanwhile the authorities in their turn made their best not to exert the ”citizens” heavy with sleep without good reasons. The parliamentary elections of 2008 and the present elections to local Councils ran in ”a dull manner”, unlike the presidential election, which has made a start from a new Belarusian-Russian hydrocarbon war, the result of which as of the moment of preparation of this material is far from being clear.

Whether the employed organizers of nation-wide expression of will intent to wake up their potential supporters will be evident in the near future. But if they engage in mobilization of their supporters, they will wake up their opponents too, as it was the case in 2006. That is the rule of the mobilization genre.

The inverted pyramid

Among the three institutions enjoying the strongest trust of Belarusians (Table 10) are ”all familiar faces”: the Orthodox Church, the President and the Army. Over the past year, the trust index (the difference of positive and negative answers divided by the number of respondents answered) of the Orthodox Church has not changed, while the President advanced considerably and moved from the third to the second position. The country is facing the beginning of the election campaign and this position advance should not surprise anybody.
	Table 10

	Distribution of answers to the question, “Do you trust the following governmental and public 
institutions?” and dynamics of trust indices, %



	Institution
	Trust
	Don’t trust
	Trust Index

	
	
	
	06'09
	06'10

	Orthodox Church
	63.6
	24.1
	+0.40
	+0.40

	President
	54.3
	34.1
	+0.15
	+0.20

	Army
	52.8
	34.5
	+0.24
	+0.18

	Public Defender’s Office
	48.8
	38.1
	+0.09
	+0.11

	Government
	48.8
	39.0
	+0.13
	+0.10

	Courts
	47.9
	40.9
	+0.11
	+0.07

	Public Prosecutor’s Office
	47.2
	41.7
	+0.03
	+0.06

	Governmental Mass Media
	47.9
	43.2
	+0.03
	+0.05

	Independent Research Centers 
	38.0
	36.2
	+0.14
	+0.02

	Committee for State Security, KGB
	42.1
	41.1
	+0.01
	+0.01

	International Organizations (UN, European Union, 

OCSE, European Parliament, European Council, etc.)
	38.6
	39.3
	+0.02
	–0.01

	Public Research Centers
	37.9
	39.0
	+0.08
	–0.01

	Independent Mass Media
	43.9
	45.0
	+0.10
	–0.01

	Central Election Commission
	43.3
	44.5
	–0.02
	–0.01

	Catholic Church
	37.3
	42.2
	–0.07
	–0.05

	Militia
	41.0
	48.6
	–0.04
	–0.08

	Law Enforcement Organizations 
	30.8
	42.0
	+0.01
	–0.11

	National Assembly
	34.2
	46.5
	–0.04
	–0.12

	Local Executive Councils
	38.1
	51.1
	–0.17
	–0.13

	Free and Independent Trade Unions
	31.8
	46.5
	–0.09
	–0.15

	Associations of Entrepreneurs 
	31.0
	45.7
	–0.01
	–0.15

	Local Deputy Councils
	36.6
	51.7
	–0.17
	–0.15

	Trade Unions, members of the Federation of Trade Unions
	32.4
	47.6
	–0.16
	–0.15

	Political parties supporting the present government
	28.9
	49.4
	–0.18
	–0.21

	Protestant Church
	19.0
	57.1
	–0.47
	–0.38

	Opposition the parties
	14.4
	65.0
	–0.18
	–0.51


All the three institutions play a symbolic role in the society. They make it possible for the Belarusians to sense their national identity: through the sense of satisfaction with the force of the Army, which had won “our Victory“ and through the truth, which ”the true faith” brings. Well, as for the President it is pertinent to quote the academician A. Rubinov: “All that (intensification of patriotism, trust in our own country, in its future) became possible due to the unique personality of the country’s president, who welded around himself an overwhelming part of the community, showed simple and clear ways of our development”.

Against the rise of the President’s trust index, the index of the government has slightly fallen. And there is a definite reason for it. The gap between ‘the only politician’ and his suite has to widen amid the developing political campaign and so we see it.

In March elections to Local Councils were held in Belarus. In spite of the massive voter turnout, almost 65%, more than a half of Belarusians do not trust local representative authorities which is confirmed by the negative trust index. No improvement of the rate of trust to the key institution responsible for providing the nation-wide expression of will, i.e. CEC, was registered.

The National Assembly also receded considerably from its position. Its role in the life of the community was not clear to the majority of Belarusians even before the crisis. The crisis has only highlighted the dummy role of the main legislative body of the country.

For ”the unique personality” to be able to weld the people around it, it should be beyond criticism and reasonable assessments. The suite – that is the body one can and should criticize, therefore no wonder that the escalation of trust towards the chief executive of the country in conditions of the crisis is accompanied by more critical assessments of his own entourage (Table 11). It gets ”duller” and ”duller”, and this only highlights the uniqueness of ”the unique personality” even without that.
	Table 11

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Does the circle of president A. Lukashenko consist now of able and enterprising specialists or of "dull", passive and insufficiently qualified persons?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'09
	06'10

	Of able and enterprising persons
	37.5
	36.7

	Of "dull", passive and insufficiently qualified persons
	32.7
	39.6

	DA/NA
	29.8
	23.7


The bottom line of Table 10 is traditionally filled by the opposition the parties; however their trust index has never been so low. Before each election campaign debates commence among the opposition the parties as regards the formation of pre-election coalitions and the mode of participation in the pending elections. Strictly speaking, the activity of the parties has never been beyond the scope of these debates on intraparty topics. In 2010 the intensity of such debates has peaked. And here are the results (Table 12). Each line of the last column illustrates a kind of record of the last years. As the phrase goes: have it coming.

	Table 12

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Do you trust opposition the parties?”, %


	Variant of answer
	12'07
	10'08
	06'09
	06'10

	Yes
	18.9
	17.7
	19.0
	14.4

	No
	58.9
	52.8
	53.7
	65.0

	DA/NA
	22.2
	29.5
	27.3
	20.6

	Trust Index
	–0.41
	–0.36
	–0.36
	–0.51


Aerially high rating of ”the unique personality” is the other side of the coin of distrust of the institutional system as a whole. Hence, the power pyramid in Belarus rests on its top. There is nothing unusual about it. In the personalistic authoritarian orders it happens rather more often than not.
Pushed for turning up

Cancellation of mandatory turnout at the local elections gave rise to the hope that in the course of the March expression of will the district committees would not get ‘from above’ a voter turnout plan. This point of view was shared by many independent experts and opposition politicians. In our opinion, such abandonment of putting over ‘the plan’ would mean the change of the very nature of the political regime in Belarus. Firstly, the new election law cancelled the turnout threshold only for the local elections, which the authorities considered a rehearsal of the presidential election. Therefore, observing this norm would have destabilized the debugged election mechanism. However, this is not the key point. The actual voter turnout data might destroy the main ideological myth cultivated by the authorities for many years. Let us set it forth in the words of the Chief of President’s Administration V. Makey: “Over the last 15 years a united nation has been formed in Belarus, a nation not torn apart by internal strives and controversy and, above all, welded around its leader”. Repeated allegations of the President himself serve the same purpose, as if he had commanded to lower the level of support (”electoral fraud”) he received in 2006.

The myth of a united nation welded around the president makes it possible for the authorities to speak about the opposition as of a marginal group lacking links with the community. Curiously, the results of IISEPS social research have recently been used in the governmental mass media with increased frequency. Here is just one example we took from Sovietskaya Belorussia, “Let me cite the data of the nation-wide opinion poll conducted in December 2009 by the Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies (registered in Lithuania, the leader professor O. Manaev). Answering the question if the presidential election were held tomorrow, only 4.3% of respondents said they would vote for A. Milinkevich, 2.4% – for A. Kozulin. And that is all!” The fact that in all the three presidential elections not less than 26% of electorate (among respondents) voted in favour of democratic candidates was emphatically concealed by the largest newspaper of Belarus.

The authorities’ outlook towards the traditional level of voter turnout was confirmed in April by the Informational-Analytical Centre under the President’s Administration (IAC), which published the opinion poll results according to which 80.5% of Belarusian citizens affirmed a settled intention to take part in voting. They must have had second sight: according to CEC data the voter turnout at the local elections reached 79.5% (79.2% in 2007).

The June poll of IISEPS registered a different turnout level (Table 13), which was not a surprise because in March 62.9% of respondents expressed their will to take part in voting. By the European standards it is quite a high percentage, but Belarusians are still in the grip of the Soviet tradition defining participation in voting as ”fulfillment of one’s civil duty”. It is noteworthy that turnout depends on the voters’ political preferences. The oppositionists’ allegations on low turnout versus a high rate of support of opposition candidates, which, in particular, were the case after the parliamentary elections of 2008, contain logical contradiction. The polls show that the lower the turnout, the lower the percentage of the opposition supporters who have taken part in voting. This rule proved true at the March election as well.
	Table 13

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Did you take part in voting at the election to Local Deputy 
Councils in April 2010?”, %


	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	
	
	
	All respondents
	Trusting

A. Lukashenko
	Not trusting

A. Lukashenko

	Yes
	65.8
	61.8
	64.6
	74.5
	49.9

	No
	33.1
	37.7
	35.3
	25.5
	50.1


Needless to say, the voters’ activity in town and in village is not the same. During the latest elections the number of voters who voted in Minsk reached 47.4% and in villages, 72.6%.

A major national feature of the voting process in Belarus is voting ahead of schedule. It is a new tradition. Under communists, after breaking up of the Constitutional Convention in 1918 there was already no necessity in alternative candidates, hence there was no need for frauds. Therefore, under communism only reindeer-breeders at the stock-stands remote from the central settlements voted ahead of schedule. Does this mean that modern Belarus has turned into entire ”remote stock-stand”? To a certain extent, yes. The strategy (“I shall not lead my state after the civilized world”) promulgated as early as 1996 could hardly have led to different results.

In March 17.3% of voters voted ahead of schedule (Table 14), but it is of the number of respondents. Taking into consideration the actual voter turnout, 27.5% voted ahead of schedule. The CEC official figure announced on the last day of pre-schedule voting was 29.3%. It is clear that that figure was cited as of the nominative list of voters. According to CEC, that pre-schedule turnout proved to have been higher than in 2007. At that time 24.9% of voters voted ahead of schedule. According to CEC’s Secretary N. Lozovik, the willingness of Belarusians to vote ahead of schedule was caused by the public awareness efforts of the election organizers. He was criticizing the statements of opposition candidates as regards the use of the administrative leverage by the authorities. Let us quote, “Opposition, as consistent with its role, presents in the negative light even all that good that is done in the country. Even the fact that one can vote not only on presentation of passport, but other documents as well, is presented as a condition aiding electoral fraud. If there were no clear reasons to criticize the election practice, opposition might invent them”.
In 2003 during the first round of local elections (at that time conducting the elections in two rounds was not an exotic rarity) 12.5% of voters voted ahead of schedule. Hence, the phenomenon of pre-schedule voting has formed in the country over the last 15 years. It may be considered one of the key indicators of the controllability of the Belarusian community achieved thanks to coordinated efforts of all governmental bodies. Important detail: in March 2010 only 7.5% of respondents confirmed that they had been pushed for voting ahead of schedule (Table 15). We think it proves that the pushing activity on the part of the state is considered absolutely natural by many Belarusians. And this is already an element of the Soviet past reinforced by the Belarusian present.
	Table 14

	Dynamics of answering the question, “When did you vote?”, %



	Variant of answer
	01'07
	06'10

	I voted ahead of schedule 
	23.4
	17.3

	I voted on the election day
	38.5
	47.3

	I did not take part in voting 
	37.8
	35.1


	Table 15

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Did anyone at the past election make you vote ahead of 
schedule or not?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	Yes
	6.4
	11.5
	7.5

	No
	88.2
	87.1
	91.9


If we compare the level of pushing for pre-schedule voting at the local elections with the level of pushing for voting in favour of a concrete candidate, the latter will appear significantly lower (Table 16). It is not surprising if we take into account that on average to one mandate there pretended 1.2 candidates. Herewith, to 24 thousand Deputy seats there pretended slightly more than three hundred opposition candidates.

	Table 16

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Did anyone at the past election make you vote in favour of 
a concrete candidate or not?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	Yes
	3.9
	4.4
	4.1

	No
	90.3
	94.1
	94.2


	Table 17

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Do you know the voting results of the election to 
Local Deputy Councils?”, %


	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	
	
	
	All respondents
	Trusting

A. Lukashenko
	Not trusting

A. Lukashenko

	Yes
	51.8
	48.2
	42.1
	47.7
	36.4

	No
	45.5
	46.9
	51.1
	46.7
	56.3

	DA
	2.7
	4.9
	6.8
	5.3
	5.6


Retaining of the Soviet tradition of mass voting ensured by soft pushing from the authorities is accompanied by a tangible slump of the voters’ interest in the election results. While eight years ago the greater portion of the population knew the election results, today it is only 42.1% (Table 17). The information awareness of the voters trusting A. Lukashenko, as expected, proved to be higher than that of their political opponents (they vote for their friends), but even among the line supporters the level of awareness did not reach 50%.

	Table 18

	Distribution of answers to the question, "For what candidate did you vote?”



	Variant of answer
	%

	For a candidate – proponent of A. Lukashenko
	31.2

	For a candidate – opponent of A. Lukashenko
	9.4

	For another candidate
	10.7

	Against all
	5.9

	I damaged the ballot
	0.5

	I did not take part in voting
	31.2

	Refused to answer
	7.9

	NA
	3.2


Answering the question, “Was the candidate you had voted for elected deputy?” 24.2% gave affirmative answers, 17.0% gave negative answers and 58.8% found it difficult to answer. The correlation of affirmative and negative answers is rather strange in view of the fact that there were only 1.2 candidates for one seat. Most likely, this inconsistency is another indicator of the voters’ low information awareness of the election results.

This conclusion is also confirmed by the answers to the question of Table 18. The candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko could not have gained 9.4% of votes throughout the country, even if all 100% of voters in all the constituencies had voted for them. It should be noted that according to the 2003 poll data 9.9% voted in favour of candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko, and in 2007, 5%.

The voting activity of Belarusians is in fact the only kind of mass ”political” participation. The quotation marks here are used on purpose. Voting in terms of the Belarusian variant means not participating in the political life, neither supporting of various decisions, nor sharing social responsibility. It is not even examining the authorities by people the examiner, whatever had been said in this respect from the highest governmental rostrum. For the power/authorities to report to the community, “the community”, according to the sociologist T. Vorozheikina, “must, to say the least, exist”. Well, that is our problem.

The abyss with stable parameters

Before each election campaign the head of the Belarusian state declares that the election will run ”honestly as usual”. This very ”as usual” raises doubt among independent experts and opposition politicians. As regards the public opinion, a visible polarization has occurred in the assessments of the election honesty over the last eight years (Table 19). Whereas in 2003 the difference between the negative and positive answers made up 16.4%, in 2010 it has been as high as 25.9%.
	Table 19

	Dynamics of answering the question, “The opposition and independent observers state that in the course of the past local election there occurred numerous infringements of law and arbitrariness of election commissions. Do you agree with these statements?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	Yes
	19.6
	25.7
	23.8

	No
	36.0
	43.4
	49.7

	DA/NA
	44.4
	30.9
	26.5


Polarization became possible due to almost double reduction of the percentage of those who found it difficult to answer. This is a common tendency. During ”zero” years Belarusians have learned to doubt less frequently when answering most of politically-concerned questions. However, one should not conclude that the political competence of population has improved. It is simply the epoch of global changes which remained in the past together with its uncertainty. The time of post-perestroika stabilization has come, and no special knowledge is required now to interpret the signals transmitted by the authorities. The signals from the authorities are easily read by the recipients and do not cause a massive cognitive discord.

Analyzing the results of the March poll, we noted that the rate of trust in the honesty of the pending election versus election 2007 improved considerably. Many a year opposition has been seeking the electoral legislation to be changed. And alas, it was heard. But the authorities have not just introduced dozens of amendments to the Electoral Code; they have changed all their legislative work into a robust PR-campaign. The results thereof we can still see today.
	Table 20

	Dynamics of answering the question, “In your opinion, may the declared results of the Local 
Councils Deputies’ election be considered trustworthy?”, %


	Variant of answer
	03'03
	06'10

	
	
	All respondents
	Trusting

A. Lukashenko
	Not trusting

A. Lukashenko

	Yes
	45.7
	52.6
	73.8
	22.3

	No
	26.2
	27.3
	13.8
	50.4

	DA/NA
	28.1
	20.1
	12.4
	26.9


The question of Table 20 is at first sight similar to the previous one, but it is without the word ”opposition”. As a result, the percentage of those trusting the voting results proved higher than the percentage of those who disagree with the opposition statement about numerous infringements. It is clear that the trust rates in our traditional groups appeared to be, carefully speaking, different. The last line of the table is especially noteworthy. The percentage of those who found it difficult to answer among those not trusting A. Lukashenko appeared 2.2 times higher than among the trusting. One should have expected a reversed correlation, since by the educational level the former tangibly outrank the latter. This illogical correlation shows that among those not trusting A. Lukashenko there are many potential ”renegades” ready to accept the official voting results.
A major condition of fair elections is surely the absence of support of certain candidates for deputy on the part of the authorities. A challenging detail: 27.3% of respondents found the voting results trustworthy, while 32.4% confirmed support of certain candidates on the part of the authorities (Table 21). To put it differently, 5% do not think that such support violates the principle of equity. The percentage of those who found it difficult to answer the last question is so high that should be commented on.

We have had to note not once that the parliamentary and local elections are conducted in Belarus in a ”dull” manner. The authorities do not organize information campaigns to promote their candidates. They indeed support nobody in public. The desired result is reached by the authorities through non-registration of the unwanted candidates and through the debugged mechanism of ”vote count”. Therefore, the percentage of those who found it difficult to answer the question of Table 21 is so high.

	Table 21

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Did the authorities support any candidate in your 
constituency?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	Yes
	24.7
	35.1
	32.4

	No
	20.1
	23.3
	23.7

	DA/NA
	55.2
	41.6
	43.9


	Table 22

	Dynamics of answering the question, “In your opinion, did all candidates for Local Council Deputies have equal conditions in the course of the election?”, %



	Variant of answer
	03'03
	01'07
	06'10

	Yes
	40.4
	47.1
	45.6

	No
	25.0
	26.3
	27.2

	DA/NA
	34.6
	26.6
	27.2


The question of Table 22 may be considered a complement of the previous question. Again in this case as compared to 2003 one could note a shift towards commonly recognized democratic standards. All is right. The authorities are updating the electoral mechanism; well it is not without reason that since 1996 this mechanism has been revolving under control of practically one and the same solid team.

According to the leader of the movement For Freedom A. Milinkevich, during the April election the number of falsifications equaled to millions, “but through such falsifications authorities sentence themselves to death, as people clearly understand what is going on and feel the abyss between them and the power more and more intensely”. The national opinion polls do confirm the existence of an abyss between a part of the community and the power, however it is groundless to say that the abyss is widening.

Does my militia save me?

Militia as an agency of the law enforcement system are an obligatory element of the state ensuring the normal life of people and law abidance of those who do not always like the laws. This is a theory. In practice however the position of this authority is mainly determined by the framework, which limits the activities of its officers, by the level of development and qualification of the officers themselves as well as by the requirements imposed on them by the management. Unfortunately, the Belarusian militia today is often engaged not only in fulfilling their own purely professional duties, which they have a great deal, but also in absolutely un-militia anticonstitutional gendarme operations for persecution of nonconformists, restriction of constitutional rights and freedoms of citizens, terror in respect of political opponents of the established order (See, for example, http://europeanbelarus.org/be/news/2010/6/26/1571/). All this eventually influences the overall attitude of people to this governmental institution.
Thus, the trust index( of the population towards militia has been negative for many years; this means that there are fewer people trusting this authority than not trusting (Table 23). And in general the percentage of the trusting rarely exceeds 40%. As can be seen, in comparison with other law enforcement bodies militia by its trust index always ranks last. The June national poll of IISEPS allows assessing the people’s attitude towards militia in a more detailed way, as it contains direct questions concerning the performance of this authority. According to the data of Table 24, the prevailing rating of militia’s performance is satisfactory or poor (three thirds of answers!). Only every fifth pointed out that militia performs well.

	Table 23

	Dynamics of law enforcement bodies trust index


	Variant of answer
	11'04
	10'06
	10'08
	06'10

	Courts
	–0.08
	+0.15
	+0.15
	+0.07

	Public Prosecutor’s Office
	–
	+0.14
	+0.10
	+0.06

	KGB
	–0.10
	+0.05
	+0.07
	+0.01

	Militia
	–0.20
	–0.02
	–0.01
	–0.08


	Table 24

	Distribution of answers to the question, “In your opinion, does militia perform their duties to protect public order, the rights and lawful interests of citizens well, adequately, or poorly?”


	Variant of answer
	%

	It performs well
	19.1

	It performs adequately
	48.1

	It performs poorly
	26.9

	DA/NA
	5.9


In the people’s judgment, the most essential drawbacks in the work of militia continue to be corruption of various kinds, indifference and formalism, impunity for militia malpractice and poor staffing (Table 25).

	Table 25

	Distribution of answers to the question, “In your opinion, what problems in the work of militia are 
the most essential?” (more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Corruption (extortion, bribery, “phone right”, etc.)
	39.8

	Indifference and formalism
	29.9

	Impunity for militia malpractice
	25.3

	Poor staffing
	22.9

	Unfounded use of force
	19.5

	Excessive headcount
	15.4

	Other
	0.2

	There are no problems
	13.9


There is some contradiction to reality in these respondents’ answers, which is confirmed by the data of Table 26, illustrating that very few people did come across corruption cases, e.g. extortion (7%). Most likely, such respondents’ opinion about militia problems has formed under the influence of the lively discussion in mass media of anticorruption campaigns often starring senior militia officers and being continuously conducted across the country. Actually the major problems people have when dealing with militia are, in the respondents’ judgment, formalism, unwillingness to fulfill their duties, low qualification, and abuse of authority.

	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question, “If you (or your acquaintances) have ever suffered from 
malpractice or illegalities on the part of militia officers, what kind of actions were those?” 
(more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Unwillingness to respond to a complaint, refuse to receive petition
	24.8

	Low qualification 
	21.5

	Unfounded detention
	19.6

	Unfounded use or abuse of force
	15.1

	Extortion
	7.0

	Other
	3.5


The data of Table 27 also confirm the above. Among major causes preventing militia from good performance the respondents enumerated negative personal qualities of officers, poor educational work with the staff and officers’ malpractice.

	Table 27

	Distribution of answers to the question, “What causes, in your opinion, prevent militia from good 
performance?” (more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Negative personal qualities of officers (rudeness, indifference, irresponsibility, etc.)
	44.6

	Poor educational work with the staff
	34.8

	Non-statutory orders of higher-level bodies and officials
	19.5

	Insufficient provision of material needs of officers
	17.6

	Insufficient logistic support of militia
	17.3

	Other
	1.1

	There no such causes
	14.6


As for material support of the needs of militia and its officers, it is not the key reason preventing militia officers from good performance, in the respondents’ opinion. And every seventh respondent is sure there are no causes preventing militia from good performance at all.

In view of the above, no wonder that almost one half of Belarusians (49.6%) consider themselves practically unprotected from arbitrary actions of various authorities, including militia (Table 28). And it is not a pleasant fact at all that the other half feel themselves protected. Since ”one-half” is approximately 3.5 million people (!), who experience, let’s say, rather unflattering feelings towards militia inter alia. Three and a half million is not a couple of hundreds of ”thugs” as the country’s leader likes to call his political opponents.

	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, the tax inspectorate, courts and other state bodies?”


	Variant of answer
	%

	More likely / definitely, no
	49.6

	More likely / definitely, yes
	43.9

	DA/NA
	6.5


	Table 29

	Distribution of answers to the question, “If a state authority has infringed your rights, where would you seek help from first thing?” (more than one variant is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	From President’s Administration, public officers (Municipal Executive Committee, Regional Executive Committee)
	34.5

	From the law enforcement bodies (militia, Prosecution Office, courts)
	33.9

	From mass media
	13.6

	From a deputy
	5.7

	From non-governmental organizations
	4.8

	I protect myself on my own
	14.0

	No sense to protect oneself, the state will win all the same
	23.1


Nevertheless, in the case of infringement of their rights and freedoms by the government, Belarusians are not hasty in seeking support from mass media, non-governmental organizations or deputies (Table 29). They seem to understand full powerlessness and helplessness of these institutions and personalities in Belarus. That is why, having no other choice they probably have to address the same officials and law enforcement officers. In the hope that some officials will punish the others for arbitrary actions, that some law enforcement officers will terminate unlawful acts of the others. Only it seems that today in our country their hopes are in vain.

Do ”the truth-tellers” have listeners?

In June the head of the state held a meeting on the issue of further improvement of the work of security agencies. The meeting was held on the base of Alpha group under the Committee for State Security of Belarus. Speaking before the participants of the meeting, A. Lukashenko pointed out that in due course when the question was creation of special units within security agencies, it was decided to establish not one or two powerful units but a number of such units. First and foremost, these units must have been mobile, and secondly, a sound competition was also important. However, in emergency all the special units must have been operating hand in glove and fulfilling a common task. The ability of special units ”to operate hand in glove” was demonstrated on the 18th-19th of March, when there were conducted searches in the offices of non-governmental organizations and the flats of activists participating in the civil campaign “Tell the Truth!” throughout the country.

When commenting on the March events, the majority of independent Belarusian analysts pointed out that the security operation conducted on a nation-wide scale served to promote the civil initiative of the poet V. Neklyaev. Recall that the campaign “Tell the Truth!” started in February 2010. It was supported by well-known public and cultural figures including R. Borodulin and G. Buravkin, the people’s artiste of Belarus Z. Bondarenko, the founder of the Chernobyl Children Fund professor G. Grushevoy, the academician R. Goretsky and others.

How far effective in PR-terms did the campaign conducted by the security agencies against the poet’s initiative prove to be? In June, when answering the question, “Do know anything about the civil campaign “Tell the Truth!”?” only 12.5% of respondents gave a positive answer. If we take into account that the events connected with the security operation had been the leading story in the independent newspapers and relevant websites, this level of recognition should be considered rather low. It goes without saying that in the governmental mass media the March events around the campaign “Tell the Truth!” were not covered.

It should be noted that in June 13.1% of Belarusians used the Internet every day, 16.1% used it several times a week and 9.8%, several times a month. Hence, the matter is not the unavailability of the information, but no interest in the information of this kind.

The socio-demographic portrait of people having some knowledge about the campaign “Tell the Truth!” is shown in Table 30. It is clear that the level of awareness depends on gender, age and education of respondents, but in general the difference might be considered insignificant. This conclusion is true for the groups with opposite political preferences as well. The initiators of the campaign “Tell the Truth!” were heard only by 15.5% of their potential supporters.
	Table 30

	Distribution of answers to the question, “Do you know anything about the civil campaign “Tell the Truth!”?” depending on gender, age, education level and trust to the president*, %


	Criterion
	Yes

(12.5)
	No

(87.2)

	Gender:

	Masculine
	15.0
	84.9

	Feminine
	10.3
	89.2

	Age:

	18-29 yrs
	14.2
	85.5

	30-39 yrs
	14.4
	85.6

	40-49 yrs
	13.5
	86.5

	50-59 yrs
	12.3
	87.7

	60 yrs plus
	9.1
	89.9

	Education:

	Primary
	10.6
	87.6

	Junior secondary
	9.1
	90.4

	General secondary
	11.6
	88.3

	Vocational secondary
	11.7
	88.3

	Higher
	20.5
	79.1

	Trust to the president:

	Trusting
	10.6
	89.1

	Not trusting
	15.5
	84.1

	* The table should be read across


If we go from the quantitative indicator (the percentage of listeners) to the qualitative one, 5.1% of respondents assessed the activity of the organizers of the campaign “Tell the Truth!” positively, while 0.9% gave a negative assessment. The leaders among the informed proved to be the indifferent, 6.9%.

According to the sociologist Yu. Levada, ”homo soveticus” may be found in two states: the ordinary state (the adaptive state) and the exited state (the mobilized state). The latter state could have been observed in the early 90-s of the past century and to a lesser extent at the  peak  of the second and third presidential election campaign. In the ordinary state the individual withdraws to his ”small world” (family, close friends and colleagues) and practically has no zest for the problems not connected with his personal survival directly. The absence of the transition between the ordinary and the mobilized state of Belarusians was registered in the June survey of IISEPS on the example of the campaign “Tell the Truth!”

Gender character of electoral preferences

In the political quarters of our country discussions arise from time to time concerning the possibility of participation and the level of support by the Belarusian electorate of a woman-candidate for presidency. Quite a number of people speak in favour of this idea referring to the experience of the neighbouring countries (Germany, Finland, Lithuania, etc.), in which women rather confidently pushed men out of the highest political office. May this idea be realized in Belarus? What is the attitude of the Belarusian electorate to a woman-candidate and does she have any chance to outdo a man-candidate in fair competition (It is clear that the specific character of the presidential election campaign in Belarus does not afford any ground for the gains of other candidates today at all)? Surely, much depends on concrete personal traits, on the role of the person in the social life as well as many other factors. But nevertheless a general attitude of the electorate to this idea might appeal to the readers. Moreover, the data of IISEPS June survey make it possible to evaluate this attitude.

As the opinion poll data show, today the electorate’s support of a woman-candidate is still rather insignificant: only 6.6% of respondents expressed their willingness to vote for a woman (42.7%, for a man, another 46% asserted that the candidate’s gender did not make any difference for them). These data are also confirmed by the answers to another question dealing with the topic (Table 31).
	Table 31

	Distribution of answers to the question, “There are different points of view on the participation of women-candidates in the presidential election. Which one do you accept?” 

(more than one variant is possible)



	
	Variant of answer
	%

	Against 

(55.6%)
	A country should be ruled by a man
	27.1

	
	Politics is not a woman’s business 
	17.1

	
	There are no worthy candidates among women
	6.9

	
	A woman must keep the house and raise children
	4.5

	For 

(18.2%)
	If a woman becomes president, care about people and people’s needs will improve
	5.1

	
	If there are more women in politics, there will more orderliness
	4.1

	
	I will vote in favour of a woman-candidate for presidency, as her womanhood will have a positive effect on the political environment in general
	4.0

	
	I am a woman, I am at one with women and I will support them at the elections
	2.6

	
	I am tired of men in politics, for positive changes it is necessary involve more women in this sphere
	2.4

	Neutral 

(60.2%)
	A woman will never be elected president in Belarus
	18.0

	
	A candidate’s gender won’t influence my choice
	42.2


As can be seen, there appeared three times fewer declarations in favour of a woman-candidate than against her (18.2% vs. 55.6%). Thus, the present-day Belarusian society is not largely ready to support the idea of a woman-president.

Let us take a look at the social ”portraits” of the proponents and opponents of a woman-president. For this purpose we shall use the grouping of respondents according to the results of answering the question, “The candidate of which gender would you prefer to vote for at the next presidential election?” Those willing to support a woman-candidate will be nominally referred to as “phylogynists“ and their opponents as ”misogynists”.

Even the socio-demographic characteristics of both the groups reveal significant differences (Table 32). Naturally, among the phylogynists women prevail, and among misogynists, men, though one can see that there are enough women among the latter as well (44.6%).

Phylogynists are vividly younger than misogynists, which is also quite foreseeable in view of a stronger addiction of senior citizens to patriarchal vows. As for education level, individuals with secondary general and vocational training dominate among phylogynists. Among misogynists this level of education is also prevailing, however in this group the percentage of undereducated individuals and individuals with higher education is slightly higher as compared to phylogynists.
Among phylogynists there are one quarter more public sector employees than among misogynists, while in the latter group there are 1.6 times more pensioners. As regards the level of income per capita, one can see that misogynists are a bit richer than phylogynists, which, frankly speaking, might have been expected due to age differences.

According to the data of Table 33, the economic preferences of people depending on the attitude towards women-candidates differ not very much. Though in both the groups those predominate, for whom the economic situation in the country is more important than its independence, yet among phylogynists there are slightly more such people in comparison with misogynists (71.2% vs. 64.7%). Correspondingly, there are slightly more independence supporters among the latter than the former (27.6% vs. 22.7%). In the misogynist group the number of those, whose material standing has improved for the last quarter, is insignificantly higher (17.2% vs. 12%), among phylogynists there are more of those whose standing has worsened (25% vs. 20%).
	Table 32

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the population depending on the attitude towards women-candidates for presidency, %


	Criterion
	phylogynists

(6.6)
	misogynists

(42.7)

	Gender:

	Masculine (46.2)*
	21.8
	55.4

	Feminine (53.8)
	78.2
	44.6

	Age:

	Under 50 yrs (61.1)
	70.2
	54.5

	50 yrs plus (38.9)
	29.9
	45.5

	Education:

	Subsecondary (21.2)
	21.1
	24.2

	General secondary and vocational (64.3)
	68.0
	63.5

	Higher (incl. incomplete) (14.5)
	10.9
	12.4

	Social status:

	Private sector employee (24.8) 
	22.2
	22.8

	Public sector employee (37.1) 
	42.8
	34.8

	Student (6.2) 
	5.4
	4.5

	Pensioner (26.7) 
	20.7
	33.4

	Average income per capita:

	Lower than MCB (52.9)
	63.6
	53.3

	Over MCB (46.9)
	36.4
	46.4

	* In Tableas 32-41 results of the nation-wide poll are given in brackets


	Table 33

	Economic preferences of the population depending on the attitude towards women-candidates for presidency, %


	Criterion
	phylogynists

(6.6)
	misogynists

(42.7)

	Say, which is more important: improvement of the economic situation in Belarus or independence of the country?

	Improvement of the economic situation (62.3)
	71.2
	64.7

	Independence of the country (30.4)
	22.7
	27.6

	How has your material standing changed for the last three months?

	Improved (13.9)
	12.0
	17.2

	No change (65.1)
	62.1
	61.4

	Worsened (19.7)
	25.0
	20.0

	Which point of view concerning Belarus is closer to you?

	We might expect deepening of the crisis and accumulation of the problems connected with it (17.1) 
	24.5
	16.3

	The crisis has already reached “the bottom” and it is not going to become worse (35.7) 
	32.5
	34.9

	Belarus has already begun to come out of the crisis (35.3)
	33.0
	39.5

	In your opinion, how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the coming years?

	It will improve (24.7)
	18.4
	29.7

	It won’t change (52.9)
	60.8
	48.3

	It will get worse (13.6)
	17.5
	12.7


Phylogynists are more pessimistic about the opportunities for the economic development of the country as compared to misogynists. In the first group there are 1.5 times more of those who anticipate a further deepening of the economic crisis in the country, while in the other group there are by 20% more of optimists thinking the crisis is coming to an end. Among phylogynists the number of those who do not see socio-economic opportunities in Belarus in the near future, is almost a third higher, while among misogynists there are 1.6 times more those in hopeful mood as compared to the first group.

As for political preferences the differences are more distinct (Table 34). Thus, among phylogynists the percentage of those approving of the line of social development selected by the government of the country and of those disapproving thereof is almost even (the approving subgroup slightly prevails, by 3.1 points), among misogynists this ratio is 2 to 1 in favour of the approving. The percentage of those who would like changes in the country to happen is a bit higher (by 4.9 points) among phylogynists versus misogynists. It is noteworthy that in both the groups more than 60% of respondents support the idea of changes.

	Table 34

	Political preferences depending on the attitude towards a woman-candidate for presidency, %


	Criterion
	phylogynists

(6.6)
	misogynists

(42.7)

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

	In the right direction (49.5)
	43.7
	58.6

	In the wrong direction (33.6)
	40.6
	28.8

	What statement do you agree with?

	Belarus needs changes (62.0)
	67.7
	62.8

	Belarus does not need changes (25.4)
	22.7
	24.2

	What candidate did you vote for at the local election?

	For a candidate-proponent of A. Lukashenko (31.2)
	26.5
	39.0

	For a candidate-opponent of A. Lukashenko (9.4)
	9.2
	8.3

	For an alternative candidate (10.7)
	15.6
	9.6

	Do you consider the declared results of Local Council Deputies’ election trustworthy?

	Yes (52.6)
	48.9
	59.0

	No (27.3)
	28.3
	26.0

	Trusting:

	Governmental mass media (47.9)
	44.4
	54.0

	Independent mass media (43.9)
	44.4
	44.7


Among misogynists there are 1.5 times as many of those who have supported the president’s proponents at the local elections, and 1.2 times as many of those who trust the results declared by the authorities. The number of those who trust governmental mass media among them is also a bit higher. Generally, we may conclude that in terms of political preferences there are more supporters of the current political regime among misogynists, while among phylogynists there are more of those who would like to change the regime.

Similar conclusions might be suggested by the analysis of the attitude towards the incumbent leader of the country in both the groups (Table 35). Thus, among misogynists almost two thirds trust the president, and among phylogynists the percentage of the trusting is below 50% (44%).

	Table 35

	Attitude towards the head of the state depending on the attitude towards a woman-candidate
for presidency, %



	Criterion
	phylogynists

(6.6)
	misogynists

(42.7)

	Do you trust the president?

	Trust (54.3)
	44.0
	63.0

	Don’t trust (34.1)
	36.4
	28.0

	If the presidential election in Belarus were held tomorrow, who would you vote for? (open-ended question)

	For A. Lukashenko (45.6)
	29.3
	54.5

	For another politician (15.0)
	17.5
	19.0

	A regular presidential election in Belarus is pending. Some politicians and public figures have already announced (or might announce) their bids for presidency. If their names are on the ballot list, who would you vote for? (closed-ended question)

	For A. Lukashenko* (48.3)
	31.5
	56.1

	For A. Milinkevich (9.9)
	10.2
	10.9

	For A. Kozulin (7.5)
	5.4
	7.0

	For S. Gaidukevich (3.5)
	3.6
	4.5

	* Other politicians gained less than 3% each


The open rating of A. Lukashenko is 56.1% among misogynists, whereas it is lower among phylogynists, 30%. The correlation of the closed rating in both groups is approximately the same: 56.1% vs. 31.5%.

However in respect of foreign policy problems the divergence in views in both groups proved less expected (Table 36).
	Table 36

	Attitude towards some foreign policy problems depending on the attitude towards women-candidates for presidency, %


	Criterion
	phylogynists

(6.6)
	misogynists

(42.7)

	If nowadays a referendum were held in Belarus on the question, whether Belarus should enter the European Union, what would be your choice?

	For (36.4)
	32.9
	38.0

	Against (39.4)
	48.6
	38.1

	If a referendum were held today on the integration of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote?

	For integration (29.3)
	28.1
	32.0

	Against integration (48.6)
	54.7
	45.9

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	Integration with Russia (37.7)
	47.7
	37.7

	EU-membership (38.9)
	35.4
	36.9


As can be seen, among misogynists there exists an ideal fifty-fifty split concerning the issue of EU-membership or choice between Russia and EU. In each case the opposing points of view are held almost by two of five representatives of this group. Only when choosing a solution in respect of the integration of Belarus and Russia, the opponents of this idea numbered 1.5 times as many as the supporters (45.9% vs. 32%).

Yet, among phylogynists the percentage of advocates of integration in any direction is below 30%, whereas there are 1.5-2 times more of opponents. Otherwise, in this group the advocates of non-integration prevail. Only when the question is put alternatively – either Russia, or EU – there appear to be one third more supporters of the integration with Russia among them (47.7% vs. 35.4%). This position might be considered immanent in this group of respondents, whereas the misogynists’ views in this respect are probably influenced by the position of the country’s leadership.

Social ”portrait” of Belarusians: gender aspect

The fact that men and women differ not only in appearance or physiology is not a new discovery. Moreover, political consultants ”psyched out” their social preferences long ago and make good use of the existing distinctions to reach their objectives.
Let us have a look at the Belarusian variant of these distinctions based on the data of the IISEPS June poll. First let’s compare socio-demographic parameters of a selection totality depending on the sexual identity (Table 37). As can be seen, the general correlation of men and women correspond to the results of the last census. By age the men appear significantly younger than women, almost two thirds of the men are under 50, whereas among the women only 56.6% are under 50. Correspondingly, among the men there are adequately fewer individuals of senior age.

The men are characterized by a slightly higher level  of education:  there are fewer individuals with subsecondary education and more individuals with secondary education among them, whereas the percentage of higher education in both groups is equal.

The percentage of those employed in the private sector is significantly higher among the men (1.8- fold), while among the women there are much more

pensioners (1.6-fold).

And finally, the level of income per capita for men is on average quite noticeably exceeds this level for women: whereas among the women individuals whose income is under the minimal consumer budget (MCB) amount to over 60%, among the men these make up less 43%.

It is quite natural that these distinctions as such may cause a remarkable difference in the views of these two groups. However, a general sociological ‘portrait’ will surely absorb gender distinctions as well. Let’s consider socio-demographic concepts of these two groups of citizens (Table 38).

	Table 37

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the population depending on gender, %


	Criterion
	men

(46.2)
	women

(53.8)

	Age:

	Under 50 yrs (61.1)
	66.4
	56.6

	50 yrs plus (38.9)
	33.6
	43.4

	Education:

	Subsecondary (21.2)
	19.5
	22.6

	General secondary and vocational (64.3)
	65.9
	62.8

	Higher (incl. incomplete) (14.5)
	14.6
	14.5

	Social status:

	Private sector employee (24.8) 
	32.7
	17.9

	Public sector employee (37.1) 
	36.6
	37.6

	Student (6.2) 
	6.2
	6.1

	Pensioner (26.7) 
	20.2
	32.4

	Average income per capita:

	Lower than MCB (52.9)
	42.7
	61.8

	Over MCB (46.9)
	57.1
	38.1


	Table 38

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the population depending on gender, %


	Criterion
	men

(46.2)
	women

(53.8)

	Say, which is more important: improvement of the economic situation in Belarus or independence of the country?

	Improvement of the economic situation (62.3)
	61.7
	62.8

	Independence of the country (30.4)
	32.5
	28.6

	How has your material standing changed for the last three months?

	Improved (13.9)
	15.3
	12.8

	No change (65.1)
	61.6
	68.2

	Worsened (19.7)
	21.6
	18.1

	Which point of view concerning Belarus is closer to you?

	We might expect deepening of the crisis and accumulation of the problems connected with it (17.1) 
	21.7
	13.2

	The crisis has already reached “the bottom” and it is not going to become worse (35.7) 
	39.7
	32.3

	Belarus has already begun to come out of the crisis (35.3)
	28.3
	41.4

	In your opinion how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the coming years?

	It will improve (24.7)
	22.7
	26.4

	It won’t change (52.9)
	49.9
	55.4

	It will get worse (13.6)
	18.2
	9.6


On the whole we can say that here the differences between men and women are not so significant. Nevertheless, there are some. Thus, among the women those who would prefer improvement of the economic situation to the independence of the country are slightly more numerous. Meanwhile, in both the groups more than 60% of respondents are of the same opinion. There are a bit more of those who have noted improvement of their material standing over the last quarter of the year among the men than among the women (by 2.5 points). At the same time among the former there are 3.5 points more of those, whose material standing has worsened. On the other hand, among the women there are 11% more of those, whose material standing has not changed.

Men are on the whole more pessimistic than women in respect to the prospects of the Belarusian economy. Thus, among them there are 1.6 times more of those, who are anticipating deepening of the economic crisis in the country, while among the women there are 1.5 times more of those, who are sure that the country has already begun to come out of the crisis. Among the men there are about twice as many of those who consider that socio-economic situation in the country might get worse in the near future.

As for political views of men and women, they differ considerably (Table 39). As can be seen, while on average among all the respondents about 50% believe that the state of affairs in our country is developing in the right direction, and only one third think the direction is wrong, among the men opinions divided almost fifty-fifty with a slight (3 points) overbalance of the latter. However, among the women those holding the first view number 2.3 times as many as those holding the other view. In other words, whereas among the men only every second approves of the current line of the country, among the women, three of five.

	Table 39

	Political preferences of men and women, %


	Criterion
	men

(46.2)
	women

(53.8)

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

	In the right direction (49.5)
	40.5
	57.2

	In the wrong direction (33.6)
	43.5
	25.0

	What statement do you agree with?

	Belarus needs changes (62.0)
	69.6
	55.4

	Belarus does not need changes (25.4)
	21.6
	28.7

	Did you take part in voting at the Local Council Deputies’ election in April 2010?

	Yes (64.6)
	60.6
	68.1

	No (35.3)
	39.4
	31.7

	What candidate did you vote for at the local election?

	For a candidate-proponent of A. Lukashenko (31.2)
	24.7
	36.9

	For a candidate-opponent of A. Lukashenko (9.4)
	11.8
	7.3

	For an alternative candidate (10.7)
	9.1
	12.2

	For a candidate of which gender would you prefer to vote at the coming presidential election?

	For a man-candidate (42.7)
	51.2
	35.5

	For a woman-candidate (6.6)
	3.1
	9.7

	Gender does not matter (46.0)
	41.5
	49.8

	In your opinion, may the declared results of Local Council Deputies’ election be considered trustworthy?

	Yes (52.6)
	43.9
	60.1

	No (27.3)
	32.9
	22.5

	Those trusting:

	Governmental mass media (47.9)
	39.3
	55.3

	Independent mass media (43.9)
	46.4
	41.7


Among the men there are a great deal more of those who think that the country needs changes (almost 70%). Among the women there are only 55.4% of these. The specified differences have influenced the electoral preferences of both groups. Thus, among the women as compared to the men there are 1.5 times more of those, who have supported proponents of the incumbent president at the local elections. There are also more of those among them, who have taken part in voting as a matter of fact (by 12.4%).

It is curious that while more than one half of the men would expressly favour a man-candidate in the future presidential election (a woman-candidate would gain support of only 3.1%), among the women the rating of a woman-candidate is only 9.7%, whereas 35.5% would cast their votes for a man-candidate. There is a vast field for the activity of feminist organizations!

Women trust the declared results of the local elections to a far greater extent: among them the trusting number almost thrice as many as the non-trusting. Among the men the former prevail only by one third. Among the men there are distinctly more of those who trust independent mass media than those who trust governmental mass media (46.4% vs. 39.3%). On the contrary, among the women those who trust governmental mass media predominate (55.3% vs. 41.7%).
Generally in terms of political preferences women appeared to favour the power existing in the country much more. We could even conclude that the power in Belarus is pro-feminine.

The same feministic spirit pervades the data of the men’s and women’s attitude towards the incumbent head of state (Table 40). Thus, among the women there are 2.2 times as many of those who trust him as those who don’t trust, whereas among the men the trusting and the non-trusting are divided approximately fifty-fifty. The open rating of A. Lukashenko among the men reached only 33.5%, while among the women it is 56% (1.7 times higher). It is noteworthy that at the presidential election held in 2006 the support of A. Lukashenko in the gender profile was quite the same.

	Table 40

	Attitude of men and women towards the head of the state, %


	Criterion
	men

(46.2)
	women

(53.8)

	Do you trust the president?

	Trust (54.3)
	45.9
	61.5

	Don’t trust (34.1)
	42.2
	27.1

	If the presidential election in Belarus were held tomorrow, who would you vote for? (open question)

	For A. Lukashenko (45.6)
	33.5
	56.0

	For a different politician (15.0)
	19.5
	10.6

	A regular presidential election in Belarus is pending. Some politicians and public figures have already announced (or might announce) their bids for presidency. If their names are on the ballot list, who would you vote for? (closed-ended question)

	For A. Lukashenko* (48.3)
	37.8
	57.3

	For A. Milinkevich (9.9)
	12.9
	7.3

	For A. Kozulin (7.5)
	9.3
	5.9

	For S. Gaidukevich (3.5)
	3.8
	3.3

	* Other politicians gained less than 3% each


The closed rating of the major Belarusian politicians proves to be something like the above (the closed rating is always a bit higher than the open rating). As can be seen, among the women the closed rating of A. Lukashenko is 1.5 times higher than among the men. And if only men elected the president, A. Lukashenko in a fair election would not gain the necessary fifty per cent of votes. It is also noteworthy that the major opponents of the incumbent head of state gained 1.6-1.8 times as many votes among the men as among the women, though in general their ratings are rather insignificant.

	Table 41

	Attitude of men and women towards some foreign policy problems, %


	Criterion
	men

(46.2)
	women

(53.8)

	If nowadays a referendum were held in Belarus on the question, whether Belarus should enter the European Union, what would be your choice?

	For (36.4)
	41.1
	32.3

	Against (39.4)
	37.5
	41.0

	If a referendum were held today on the integration of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote?

	For integration (29.3)
	29.0
	29.6

	Against integration (48.6)
	50.9
	46.6

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	Integration with Russia (37.7)
	33.5
	41.2

	EU-membership (38.9)
	45.0
	33.5


As regards foreign policy trends of the population, the differences by gender there are not so distinct (Table 41). It could be positively concluded that pro-European orientation is more widely spread among the men. Thus, among them the number of those who would vote for EU-membership is higher (vice versa among the women); those who would say ”no” to the integration with Russia also prevail among them. In case of the alternative question – either Russia, or EU – there are one third more of Europe supporters (45% vs. 33.5%) among the men, whereas among the women East supporters predominate by one quarter (41.2% vs. 33.5%).

What is the attitude of Belarusians to sexual minorities?

There is no telling the issue of attitude towards sexual minorities be widely presented in the Belarusian public discourse. To tell the truth, if take political discourse, official mass media have made several attempts to present the opponents of the government as advocates of these minorities or members thereof. The oppositionists reacted to it rather sharply classifying such propagandistic moves as a discredit attempt. It is noteworthy that some oppositionists (e.g., Belarusian Christian Democracy) have frequently been speaking rather hard to the point of unconventional sexual behaviour treating such behaviour as a breach of the Commandments and perversion of the human nature. Besides, even the opposition forces, though more liberal in this question, would rather treat the problem in accordance with the principle ”let the sleeping dog lie” refraining from either criticizing or asserting the rights of the sexual minorities to express their position.

A specific ”litmus paper” of the attitude towards sexual minorities proved to be the public reaction to the attempt of organizing a gay-parade in Minsk in May this year. The Event was broken up by militia forces; many of the participants were arrested. However, not only this routine reaction of the law enforcement system is of interest, and even not the xenophobic article that appeared in the governmental newspaper Respulika the day after the break-up of the event, but a vigorous discussion of this event in the Belarusian blog-sphere. It is clear that denizens of web-discussions are not a representative group of the whole community; opinions in the blog-sphere are more contrastive than in the whole community; the denizens are most often young qualified city-dwellers. However the passions that were flaring in the web-discussions on the gay-parade showed a widely-spread negative attitude towards sexual minorities even among the people of good democratic views.

The question concerning the attitude towards sexual minorities was included in June-2010 poll of IISEPS (Table 42).
	Table 42

	Distribution of answers to the question, “In the middle of May in Minsk representatives of sexual minorities – homosexuals, lesbians and transvestites – made an attempt to organize “Slav Gay-Parade 2010”, but were scattered by militia. Some people have a positive attitude towards sexual minorities, while others have a negative attitude. And what is your personal attitude towards them?”


	Variant of answer
	%

	Positive
	3.4

	Don’t care
	39.5

	Negative
	56.7

	NA
	0.4


Generally speaking, a favourable attitude towards sexual minorities is typical not only to the representatives of these minorities, just as a favourable attitude towards ethnic minorities is characteristic not only of the representatives of these ethnos. To put it differently, 3.4% of those favouring sexual minorities is not the percentage of these minorities in the Belarusian community.

As is clear from Table 42, a negative attitude towards individuals of unconventional sexual orientation was expressed by the overwhelming majority. The dependence of such attitude on the socio-demographic group and political preferences of a respondent is clarified by the data of Table 43.
	Table 43

	Relation of the attitude towards sexual minorities to socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences, %



	Characteristics
	Attitude towards sexual minorities

	
	Positive
	Don’t care
	Negative

	Gender:

	Masculine
	2.4
	39.1
	58.2

	Feminine
	4.2
	39.9
	55.5

	Age:

	18-29 yrs
	7.1
	49.7
	42.6

	30-59 yrs
	2.8
	42.8
	54.2

	60 yrs plus
	1.3
	24.2
	73.7

	Education:

	Primary
	3.5
	26.5
	68.1

	Junior secondary
	1.9
	31.6
	66.0

	General secondary
	3.3
	42.3
	54.2

	Vocational secondary
	3.5
	35.2
	61.0

	Higher
	5.0
	53.6
	40.9

	Type of settlement:

	Capital
	2.1
	38.3
	59.6

	Regional center
	3.8
	51.5
	44.4

	Big city
	3.6
	48.8
	47.0

	Town
	5.5
	39.5
	54.3

	Village
	2.3
	25.9
	71.6

	Income per family member:

	under 270000 roubles
	5.8
	33.6
	60.6

	from 270000 to 450000 roubles
	3.0
	37.1
	59.3

	from 450000 to 900000 roubles
	3.4
	40.8
	55.7

	over 900000 roubles
	3.4
	58.6
	37.9

	Use of Internet:

	Every day
	4.0
	52.3
	43.7

	Several times a week
	4.1
	57.4
	38.1

	Several times a month
	7.3
	49.3
	43.3

	Several times a year
	3.1
	41.5
	55.4

	Don’t use
	2.6
	30.4
	66.6

	Don’t know what it is
	0
	19.7
	77.0

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	Integration with Russia
	3.3
	36.4
	60.1

	EU-membership
	4.2
	47.8
	48.0

	Do you trust the president?

	Trust
	3.6
	32.6
	63.4

	Don’t trust
	3.3
	51.5
	45.1

	Do you trust opposition the parties?

	Trust
	3.2
	47.0
	49.8

	Don’t trust
	3.5
	40.7
	55.4


The most distinguishing factors proved to be age and education: the percentage of those who has a negative attitude towards sex minorities grows linearly and quite noticeably higher when passing to the groups with lower education and senior age. In the groups of young citizens and individuals with higher education the number of holders of a neutral or ”don’t care” attitude exceeds the number of those having a negative attitude towards sex minorities. Moreover, the attitudes differ subject to income and place of residence. Though there is no linear dependence on the place of residence: the number of antagonists of sexual minorities grows when passing from big cities to little towns and villages, but Minsk falls out of this tendency – the situation in it is the same as in towns. Capitals are usually more tolerant as compared to the rest of the country. Pro bably, in this case we see the effect of the history of Minsk development, the percentage of first-generation city-dwellers who have brought with them to the capital the moral concepts of their ancestors is high enough.

However, this explanation could hardly be called comprehensive; it, inter alia, does not explain a similar ”tooth” to be observed in respect of sex minorities depending on the frequency of Internet use. Here we can see a similar tendency: the more frequently a respondent uses the Internet, the more tolerant the attitude, but for one exception – those using the Internet every day are a bit less tolerant than those using it several times a week.

The attitude does not practically depend on the sex – women manifest just a little more tolerance in this respect, which does not change the overall assessment ratio.

Political preferences have a weaker impact on the attitude towards sex minorities as compared to the socio-demographic characteristics. Euro-integration favourers trusting the opposition parties and not trusting the president are characterized by more tolerance, though even among them those who have a negative attitude towards unconventional sexual orientation make up approximately 50%. At the same time, among the proponents of the integration with Russia, the president’s favourers and opposition opponents, about 60% hold the same point of view – it is considerably less than among senior citizens and rural dwellers.

The Belarusian situation appears quite similar to the situation in Russia. In 2006 the Public Opinion Fund conducted an opinion poll about the attitude of Russians towards sexual minorities. According to the survey “there is no univocal attitude towards representatives of sexual minorities: almost half of the respondents (47%) admitted that they treat homosexuals and lesbians deprecatingly (meanwhile, this opinion is most often shared by men and representatives of the lowest resource social groups: senior citizens, undereducated citizens and rural dwellers); a bit lower (40%) is the percentage of those alleging they treat the representatives of sexual minorities without deprecation (this position is often shared by women, young citizens, highly educated respondents as well as Moscow dwellers and other polis-dwellers)”.

As can be seen figures as well as socio-demographic restrictions are similar.

The Kyrgyz ghost over Belarus

The change of power in Kyrgyzstan in April this year became a major world event of this half of the year. Mass ethnic bashing, which took place in June, suggests that the process, which began on the 7th of April with the ousting of the president K. Bakiev, is far from being over.

The Kyrgyzstan events have had a binary effect on the Belarusian community. These events became a topical example of a possible scenario of the change of power. It stands to reason, the reaction to these events was not straightforward and univalent: some got filled with terror or fear that a similar event could happen again but in Belarus, others wanted Minsk ”to pick up the slack” of Bishkek, still others stated that Belarus was not Kyrgyzstan and such scenario in Belarus was not possible. But in any case it has had an impact. Recall, during the presidential election 2001 the electoral revolution in Serbia in 2000 was a pattern, an example to be followed by the opposition and a reason for the authorities’ fears. The ”Orange Revolution” in Ukraine in 2004 played the same role during the presidential election 2006. The experience of Kyrgyz bloodshed and the succeeding slaughter in the South of the country could hardly be as appealing as ”the velvet” of the revolutions in Serbia and Ukraine; anyhow this experience has not left Belarusians indifferent.

However, the Republic of Belarus got involved into the Kyrgyzstan events directly, too – in consequence of president A. Lukashenko’s decision to offer refuge to the ousted Kyrgyzstan colleague. Statements K. Bakiev made from Minsk, the request of the Kyrgyzstan Prosecutor’s Office for his extradition and the refuse of the official Minsk to extradite him, the irritated reaction of Moscow to Belarus’ offer of refuge to the ex-president of Kyrgyzstan, allegations about his involvement in the ethnic slaughter in the south of Kyrgyzstan – all that showed that Belarus got directly involved in the dramatic events in a far Central Asian country and geopolitical games around it.

What was the reaction of the Belarusian community thereto? The answer to this question can be found in the survey data obtained by IISEPS in June this year.

Just immediately after the Kyrgyz events president A. Lukashenko qualified it as an anti-state coup. Nevertheless, only 23.2% of respondents shared this opinion of the head of state. Meanwhile, as near as every second (47.2%), answering the question, “What is your assessment of the events of the 6th-7th of April in Kyrgyzstan, which were followed by bloodshed and resulted in the change of power in this country?”, selected the variant “This is a popular uprising against the corrupted power”.

But herewith just a small minority (9.1%) agreed with the opinion that the power in Belarus might be changed the same way as in Kyrgyzstan this year, the opposite point of view was accepted by 79.8% of respondents.

To put it otherwise, Belarusians, by a relative majority, expressed understanding of the motives of the Kyrgyz, who under the sniper’s gun were running to assault of the President’s Palace, but by an absolute majority, expressed the opinion that this scenario is impossible in Belarus.

The specific feature of the change of power in Kyrgyzstan was that Russia immediately supported the new government of the country – quite many people believe that Moscow had been involved in those events directly or indirectly.

	Table 44

	Relation of the answers to the questions about the assessments of the Kyrgyzstan events and probability of the Kyrgyz scenario in Belarus to the attitude towards the president, to the evaluation of the degree of protection from arbitrariness of authorities and to the geopolitical choice, %



	Variant of answer
	What is your assessment of the events of the 6th-7th of April in Kyrgyzstan?
	Are events like these likely to happen in Belarus?

	
	Anticonstitutional 
coup d’estat
	Popular uprising
	Yes
	No

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	34.2
	34.2
	6.1
	86.5

	No
	9.1
	70.2
	13.3
	71.2

	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, yes
	37.5
	21.0
	7.0
	81.6

	More likely, yes
	31.1
	34.8
	6.3
	85.2

	More likely, no
	17.0
	59.4
	9.2
	80.8

	Definitely, no
	12.9
	70.6
	21.0
	63.5

	What statement do you agree with?

	Belarus needs changes
	21.2
	51.1
	13.2
	75.9

	Belarus does not need changes
	25.7
	47.0
	2.6
	87.8

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	Integration with Russia
	30.1
	41.8
	6.1
	85.8

	EU-membership
	18.0
	59.9
	13.4
	75.2

	Who of contemporary politicians of the higher rank do you like most of all, who matches your ideal of a 
politician?

	D. Medvedev
	26.1
	49.2
	8.9
	81.4

	V. Putin
	24.8
	45.5
	8.6
	81.8

	* The table is read across


What factors influenced the assessments of the Kyrgyz events by Belarusians and probability of the Kyrgyzstan scenario in Belarus? As can be seen from Table 44, the key factor restricting the assessment of the Kyrgyz events as well as the probability assessment of the replay thereof is the experience of everyday interaction with the state. Those who feel themselves most unprotected from the arbitrary actions of ”the near power”, i.e. militia, courts, taxation bodies, are most inclined to see in the Kyrgyzstan events a popular uprising against the corrupted power. Besides, those who do not trust the head of the state are equally inclined to the same assessments, too. However, among those not trusting the President the number of those, who think the repetition of the Kyrgyzstan events in Belarus is probable, though considerably higher than an average in the sample group, is still less than among those who feel themselves unprotected against the arbitrary actions of the authorities. It appears that offences inflicted by ‘the near power’ create in people if not readiness, so at least a liking of the idea of a bloody uprising to a greater extent than dislike of the head of the power pyramid and a wish for changes.

The geopolitical choice also has a vivid effect, herewith, despite the fact that Russia in this case has assumed the position opposite to the position it usually assumed during ”colour” revolutions, the supporters of the integration with Russia are more inclined to negatively assess the change of power in Kyrgyzstan as compared to the proponents of the European choice.

Herewith, a positive attitude towards the leaders of Russia practically has no effect on the assessments: those, who have a liking for D. Medvedev and V. Putin, assess the Kyrgyzstan events and the probability of the repetition thereof almost in the same way as the respondents at large.

As noted above, the second influencing factor of the Kyrgyzstan events on Belarus is the decision of president A. Lukashenko to offer refuge to the ousted Kyrgyzstan leader K. Bakiev.

The data of Table 45 show that just as in the assessment of the Kyrgyz events, neither in this question did the president meet with the majority support.

	Table 45

	Distribution of answers to the question, “The president of Belarus A. Lukashenko granted asylum in Belarus to the ousted Kyrgyz president K. Bakiev. What is your assessment of this decision?”


	Variant of answer
	%

	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a legitimate president of Kyrgyzstan, he was removed from power illegally
	17.9

	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a rightful popular uprising
	24.1

	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to intermeddle in their political conflicts
	40.6

	DA/NA
	17.4


It is curious that the events of the 6th-7th of April were treated as a coup by 23.2% of respondents, the decision to shelter the victim of the coup met with the approval of only 17.9% of respondents; 47.2% classified those events as an uprising, but there were twice as fewer respondents (24.1%) who chose that very moral and ideological motif as the reason for disapproval of the decision to offer refuge. And the most popular proved to be a hands-off attitude – whoever is right there, whoever is to blame, let them sort it out on their own.

The president of Russia D. Medvedev at the time of signing an agreement with Ukraine expressed rather a strong denunciation of A. Lukashenko’s decision as regards K. Bakiev: “Reaching agreement on working seriously, meeting each other halfway, helping each other is one thing and making decisions about granting permanent residence to people who have lost their job is another. These are different things”. The Belarusian president replied to these words of the Russian leader by an outraged rebuff broadcast by the Belarusian mass media.

And how did the assessment of the fact that K. Bakiev found asylum in Belarus prove to be interrelated with the respondents’ attitude towards A. Lukashenko and D. Medvedev?

Expectedly, the favourers of the Belarusian president are to a greater extent inclined to support his decision to offer refuge to the ousted colleague (Table 46). However, this extent is not so high, the Belarusian unwillingness to intermeddle into others’ business as well as the fact that the globalistic mentality of A. Lukashenko is not so characteristic of his compatriots, appears to be a much stronger factor. Even among those for whom he is an idol politician, only one third approved of his decision and the same number of respondents renounced it for pragmatic reasons.

It is noteworthy that among those who do not trust the president the conceptual motif of the negative assessment of the decision on asylum for K. Bakiev, proved to be as popular as the pragmatic motif.

But what is especially interesting is that the Belarusian public opinion took no notice of the Kremlin position as regards the ousted Kyrgyzstan president. The favourers of the Russian president as compared to an average of respondents appeared to be more inclined to support A. Lukashenko’s decision, which aroused indignation with D. Medvedev.

Perhaps the new policy line of Moscow, a line different from the line Russia has been pursuing for a long period of time, has not yet gone through the heads of the Belarusian supporters of the integration with Russia. However not less, if not a more reasonable explanation is that Russia for the supporters of the relevant geopolitical choice is a symbol, a mark of their political preferences, which bears quite a mediated relation to the real country stretching to the east of Belarus.

Finally, the data of Table 47 illustrate the attitude of respondents to the refuse of the official Minsk to extradite the refugee-president to the Kyrgyz authorities.

	Table 46

	Relation of the answers to the question “The president of Belarus A. Lukashenko granted asylum in Belarus to the ousted Kyrgyz president K. Bakiev. What is your assessment of this decision?” to the attitude towards A. Lukashenko and D. Medvedev, %


	Characteristics
	Assessment of the decision to grant asylum to K. Bakiev

	
	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a legitimate president of Kyrgyzstan, he was removed from power illegally
	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a rightful popular uprising
	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to intermeddle in their political conflicts

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	28.3
	18.0
	36.8

	No
	5.8
	36.4
	44.7

	Who of contemporary politicians of the higher rank do you like most of all, matches your ideal of a politician?

	A. Lukashenko
	32.7
	13.3
	32.7

	D. Medvedev
	22.0
	23.8
	37.2


	Table 47

	Distribution of answers to the question, “The new Kyrgyzstan authorities have sent to Belarus a request on extradition of K. Bakiev, whom they lay to charge that on his order more than 80 marchers had been killed during the events on the 7th of April in Kyrgyzstan. In your opinion, should or should not Belarus extradite the ousted Kyrgyz president to the Kyrgyzstan authorities?”


	Variant of answer
	%

	Belarus should not do it, he was defending his legitimate right to power
	11.0

	Belarus should not do it, once Belarus granted asylum to him, there is no retreat
	20.1

	Belarus should do it, killing shall not be left unpunished
	17.5

	Belarus should do it, Kyrgyzstan home conflict is not our business
	34.2

	DA/NA
	17.2


And here again, what stands out is the overbalance of the pragmatic grounds in the respondents’ answers. Moral thoughtful assessments based on the assessment of the April events prove to be even less popular than in the answers to the question about the offer of refuge to K. Bakiev. As in the answers to the question of Table 45, the dominating motif appears isolationism: it’s not our business; no K. Bakiev, no problem. A kind of pragmatic approach is also revealed in the second popular answer based on the concept of national prestige. As can be seen, the number of those, who speak out against K. Bakiev’s extradition, is nearly twice higher than the number of those, who have approved of the granting of asylum to him. This upsurge occurred on the account of the proponents of the opinion that though the asylum might not have been granted, but once granted, to extradite him means to degrade national prestige. Such concept of prestige may seem quite weird to one’s point of view, but, generally speaking, prestige is not a useless thing. Meanwhile, as can be seen, in favour of K. Bakiev’s extradition to Bishkek speak out the majority of respondents.

To conclude, it is worth saying that there exist various considerations as regards the grounds A. Lukashenko was relying on, when taking the decision to grant asylum to the ousted colleague and refusing to extradite him to Bishkek. However, the data quoted above suggest that in the case of the mentioned decisions as well as in the case of assessments of the events, which occurred in Kyrgyzstan, the Belarusian president appeared to be among the minority of the Belarusian community.

Russian minimum

According to the data of the June 2010 poll of IISEPS, the level of pro-Russian trends among Belarusians in the first summer month of the current year was the lowest over many years (Table 48). Herewith, it is noteworthy that the opinion poll was concluded before the acute gas conflict, in the course of which Russia for the first time since 2004 had sharply reduced gas supplies to Belarus. But the factors acting towards reduction of pro-Russian preferences were abundant in any case – in this respect a number of events should be mentioned: the echo of the January oil conflict, quarrels between Minsk and Moscow about the granting of asylum in Belarus to the ex-president of Kyrgyzstan K. Bakiev, bitter criticism of Russia pronounced from the most important rostrums including the president’s message to the National Assembly and the people of Belarus, and finally, the arrival of the tanker with the Venezuelan oil meant to free Belarus a little from the energetic ”embrace of iron” of the eastern ally. Not all of these events, and to be more precise, their media images, had an equal effect on the Belarusian public conscience, but the cumulative effect turned out rather marginal.
	Table 48

	Dynamics of answering the question, “If a referendum were held today on the integration of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote?”, %



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

	For integration
	47.0
	53.8
	57.5
	42.9
	46.4
	43.6
	35.7
	33.1
	39.1
	32.1
	29.3

	Against integration
	34.1
	26.3
	23.8
	25.0
	33.5
	31.6
	38.8
	43.2
	40.6
	44.5
	48.6


Nowadays the question about the integration with Russia might sound even a little oddish: no one, not even the authorities, speaks about it as about a true or desirable political perspective. And indeed, what integration could be discussed, when one trade war slips into another. One could parry this by the fact that the integration perspective has not always been as much ambiguous as now. Meanwhile, only identical questions asked from year to year allow for consistent assessment of the trend dynamics. Besides, the question asking exactly about integration, but not about a union, for example, makes it possible to assess the vector of the relevant geopolitical choice and readiness for changes in the relevant direction. The union between Belarus and Russia is too wide a notion: even now Belarus is in the union with Russia, eventually, CIS including, say, Ukraine and Moldova, is also a union with Russia. Hence, a question about the union is too general. In a sense, a question put like this is a question about the attitude towards the existing state of affairs. At the same time, a question about integration is more consistent with the aim of measuring the choice as such, the readiness for changes in either direction.

As can be seen, by this criterion Belarusians as of June 2010 were willing to make that choice in the eastern direction least of all over the last more than 10 years. Frankly speaking, lately these records has been following one after another, the previous minimum of that kind was reached in March 2009. Against the rate of willingness to integrate with Russia in March of the previous and current year, the change of the June value is within a coverage error. However, one can observe a correlated change of values of an express willingness and an express unwillingness to integrate with Russia: and again the latter value is record-breaking as of the whole period of observations, for the first time the number of those rejecting the integration with Russia came so close to the 50%-mark.

Herewith, it should be noted that as it has been frequently the case earlier, the reduction of the level of pro-Russian trends has not resulted in the growth of pro-European trends (Table 49).

	Table 49

	Dynamics of answering the question, “If nowadays a referendum were held in Belarus on the 
question, whether Belarus should enter the European Union, what would be your choice?”, %



	Variant of answer
	12'02
	09'05
	11'06
	12'07
	09’08
	12'08
	03'09
	09’09
	12'09
	03'10
	06'10

	Yes
	60.9
	38.0
	36.6
	37.1
	26.7
	30.1
	34.9
	44.1
	40.7
	36.2
	36.4

	No
	10.9
	44.0
	36.2
	35.0
	51.9
	40.6
	36.3
	32.8
	34.6
	37.2
	39.4


By the quarter, the percentage of those willing Belarus enter EU as well as the percentage of the opponents thereof, did not change. If we compare them with the topical pro-European maximum as of September last year, what we have now is a significant reduction of the number of supporters and a increase of the number of opponents of Euro-integration.
This parallel decrease of readiness both for Euro-integration and for the integration with Russia is also confirmed by the answers to the question simulating the situation of a dichotomous choice: Russia or European Union (Table 50).

	Table 50

	Dynamics of answering the question, “If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?”, %



	Variant of answer
	12'05
	06'06
	12'07
	09'08
	12'08
	03'09
	06'09
	09’09
	12'09
	03'10
	06'10

	Integration with Russia
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	54.0
	46.0
	42.4
	42.1
	38.3
	42.1
	41.4
	37.7

	EU-membership
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	26.2
	30.1
	35.1
	41.4
	42.7
	42.3
	40.4
	38.9


As compared to the first quarter of the year the changes are small, but unidirectional: the rough parity between the proponents of the first and the second geopolitical choice is maintained, but at a lower level as against the previous observations.

A surrogate variable confirming the reduction of the level of pro-Russian trends is the dynamics of the hypothetic election of the union president (Table 51).

	Table 51

	Dynamics of answering the question, “If a post of the president of Belarus and Russia had been 
established, who would you vote for at the election for this post?”, %



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

	A. Lukashenko
	31.6
	19.5
	26.4
	15.0
	21.1
	29.8
	33.2
	38.8
	44.4
	27.7
	28.6

	V. Putin
	13.2
	41.4
	37.9
	53.9
	45.2
	24.3
	25.7
	19.8
	22.0
	21.6
	16.2

	D. Medvedev
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	10.9
	9.8

	A different politician (less than 3% each)
	17.9
	8.8
	4.3
	5.1
	6.9
	2.0
	6.5
	3.5
	5.1
	4.5
	4.2

	NA
	37.3
	30.3
	31.4
	26.0
	26.8
	43.9
	34.6
	37.9
	28.5
	35.3
	41.2


Table 51 highlights a rather low willingness of respondents to take part in the game suggested by the sociologists as well as fairly low popularity rating of the ex-idol, the Prime Minister of Russia V. Putin. His current union rating has fallen so close to that humble value, which he took off with to his popularity rate in the Belarusian public conscience far back in November 1999. The incumbent president of Russia D. Medvedev has neither lost, nor gained anything in the eyes of Belarusians over the 2 years of his rule – as a candidate for the union president he is inferior to his “tandem“ partner, who in terms of good feelings of Belarusians has known better times.

The question of Table 50 represents an institutional rapprochement either with Russia or with Europe as mutually excluding alternatives. It seems this mutual exclusion does exist in practice, but according to the poll data, it is not so for quite many Belarusians (Table 52).

	Table 52

	Correlation between the answers to the questions about voting at hypothetic referendums on Belarus entering EU and on integration with Russia *, %


	Voting at the referendum on Belarus entering EU
	Voting at the referendum on Belarus integration with Russia

	
	For
	Against
	Abstension / NA / DA

	For
	14.2
	18.9
	3.3

	Against
	9.6
	24.9
	5.0

	Abstension / NA / DA
	5.5
	4.9
	13.7

	*Absolute percents are tabulated in the table, the sum of all cells of the table is 100%


As can be seen, a considerable number of respondents (14.2%) consider a two-way integration quite realistic. At any rate, these respondents prefer exactly this variant. This group includes 39% of proponents of Belarus accession to EU and 48.4% of proponents of the integration with Russia. Consequently, we can speak about the polarization as regards the geopolitical choice quite conventionally, as almost every second of the proponents of the choice in favour of one of Belarus’ geopolitical ”magnets” is at the same time a proponent of the other choice.

At the same time it is noteworthy that almost one half of respondents (48.7%) reject both the variants directly or indirectly, and approximately every fourth (24.9%) rejects both the variants expressly.

However, put in the situation of a dichotomous choice only 23.4% refuse to make the choice at all. Nevertheless, it is obvious that a considerable part of the respondents would not like Belarus approach either Russia, or Europe closer than it is now.

The data of Table 53 reveal the relation of the geopolitical choice expressed in the answers to the question of Table 50 to the socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences of the respondents.

The geopolitical choice proves to be strictly limited by socio-demographic characteristics: weaker social groups – women, senior citizens and undereducated citizens are more inclined to give preference to the eastern ”vector”; men, young citizens and educated respondents are more attracted by Europe. The attitude towards officially declared European values (negative attitude towards death penalty, tolerance towards sexual minorities) is also correlated with the geopolitical choice, though this correlation is not very close.

The strongest distinguishing feature proves to be the attitude towards power, both ”near” (militia, the State Motor Vehicle Inspectorate, courts) and supreme. A comparative analysis of the attitude of supporters of different candidates for presidency towards the Russia-EU dichotomy shows that only among favourers of A. Lukashenko and A. Yaroshuk the proponents of the integration with Russia predominate over the proponents of Belarus integration with EU. Frankly speaking, the electorates of all the candidates, except for the incumbent president, are small, and except for A. Milinkevich and A. Kozulin, are even less than small, so that the difference in the percentages of the proponents of one or the other geopolitical choice among them is statistically insignificant. But it is the general tendency that strikes.

	Table 53

	Relation of the geopolitical choice to socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences


	Variant of answer
	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	
	Integration with Russia
	EU-membership

	What statement do you agree with?

	Belarus needs changes 
	31.0
	45.7

	Belarus does not need changes 
	50.1
	31.2

	Attitude towards the campaign “Tell the Truth”

	NA
	39.5
	37.0

	Positive
	18.2
	67.5

	Don’t care
	30.5
	41.0

	Negative
	21.4
	28.6

	Attitude towards sexual minorities

	Positive
	36.5
	48.1

	Don’t care
	34.7
	47.0

	Negative
	40.0
	32.9

	Is it necessary to abolish capital punishment in Belarus?

	Preserve
	40.9
	38.3

	Abolish
	34.3
	42.3

	Do you trust the president?

	Trust
	47.8
	26.7

	Don’t trust
	21.9
	60.2

	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, yes
	49.0
	21.7

	More likely, yes
	45.0
	28.7

	More likely, no
	33.5
	47.0

	Definitely, no
	21.5
	64.5

	If the presidential election in Belarus were held tomorrow, who would you vote for?

	L. Borshchevsky
	0
	80.0

	S. Gaidukevich
	24.1
	53.7

	S. Kalyakin
	27.6
	51.7

	A. Kozulin
	18.4
	64.9

	A. Lukashenko
	52.9
	20.9

	A. Milinkevich
	20.7
	63.3

	A. Mikhalevich
	22.2
	61.1

	V. Neklyaev
	12.0
	68.0

	V. Rymashevsky
	6.3
	87.5

	Ya. Romanchuk
	6.7
	73.3

	N. Statkevich
	0
	83.3

	A. Sannikov
	12.5
	75.0

	A. Yaroshuk
	41.7
	25.0

	Voting at the referendum on Belarus entering EU

	For
	17.5
	72.0

	Against
	57.8
	20.1

	Voting at the referendum on Belarus integration with Russia

	For
	69.4
	21.6

	Against
	24.5
	56.2

	May the declared local election results be considered trustworthy?

	Yes
	45.2
	28.7

	No
	22.7
	60.0

	Gender:

	Masculine
	33.5
	45.1

	Feminine
	41.2
	33.5

	Age:

	18-30 yrs
	25.4
	58.6

	31-59 yrs
	35.1
	40.4

	60 yrs plus
	53.2
	19.0

	Education:

	Primary
	52.7
	18.8

	Junior secondary
	54.3
	26.4

	General secondary
	33.7
	41.0

	Vocational secondary
	37.0
	40.0

	Higher
	25.5
	53.2


In particular, no matter who is right in the big Belarusian dispute whether the Russian money helped the sun of the campaign “Tell the Truth!” to rise, its proponents have a geopolitical orientation conventional for the opposition electorate, i.e. there are really more ”Euro-Belarusians” among them than ”Belo-Russians”.

Table 53 suggests that the geopolitical preferences of Belarusians are not very stable: depending on the wording of essentially equivalent questions many respondents tend to give different answers or make different choices. Nearly every fifth of the proponents of the integration with Russia or EU changes orientation when passing from one-sided questions to dichotomous ones. And under equal passing the opponents of the relevant geopolitical choice turn into its proponents practically in the same proportions.

Hence, politicians can to a certain extent manipulate this choice. But on the other hand, the close correlation of the choice with the geopolitical characteristics as well as the fact that A. Lukashenko (despite the eloquent charges and malediction upon Russia he is yelling out) remains for his electorate the most pro-Russian politician – all that suggests that there are several constants in the Belarusian community in respect of the choice between East and West, constants that are very slow to change.

V. Putin and D. Medvedev – idols of ”Euro-Belarusians”

IISEPS questionnaires have frequently contained a question providing for a comparative analysis of the popularity of the president of Belarus and the popularity of leaders and politicians of other countries in the eyes of Belarusians. The answers to this question reveal not only the feelings of the respondents towards personalities, but also show though indirectly their attitudes towards the countries headed by the leaders, who arouse certain feelings in them. In the June 2010 poll this question was put again (Table 54).
	Table 54

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Who of contemporary politicians of the higher rank do you like most of all, who matches your ideal of a politician?”, % (more than one variant is possible)



	Politician
	04'00
	09'03
	03'06
	06'08
	06'10

	A. Lukashenko
	37.0
	26.6
	44.7
	32.2
	39.8

	V. Putin
	55.5
	58.4
	27.1
	48.7
	36.9

	D. Medvedev
	–
	–
	–
	22.5
	25.9

	A. Merkel
	–
	–
	3.7
	10.7
	12.8

	B. Obama
	–
	–
	–
	–
	12.0

	F. Castro
	7.7
	7.9
	3.9
	–
	8.0

	V. Yanukovich
	–
	–
	–
	–
	6.5

	N. Sarkozy
	–
	–
	–
	4.4
	6.0

	S. Berlusconi 
	–
	–
	–
	4.8
	4.6

	D. Cameron
	–
	–
	–
	–
	2.6

	D. Gribauskaite
	–
	–
	–
	–
	2.2

	V. Zatlers
	–
	–
	–
	–
	2.0

	D. Tusk
	–
	–
	–
	–
	1.3

	Hu Jintao
	–
	–
	–
	–
	1.2

	M. Ahmadinejad
	–
	–
	–
	–
	1.0

	H. Van Rompuy
	–
	–
	–
	–
	0.8

	J. Chirac
	11.4
	13.7
	4.4
	–
	–

	A. Blair
	5.1
	7.0
	3.5
	–
	–

	Yu. Timoshenko
	–
	–
	3.2
	7.5
	–

	G. Bush
	–
	5.2
	4.6
	5
	–

	V. Yushenko
	–
	–
	2.0
	3.3
	–

	L. Kaczynski
	–
	–
	1.0
	–
	–

	V. Adamkus
	–
	–
	0.9
	–
	–

	A. Kvasnevski
	5.9
	7.6
	–
	–
	–

	G. Schroeder
	10.2
	15.9
	–
	–
	–

	*The names of these politicians were not on the poll lists specified


Table 54 suggests that at the level of leaders’ personalities Belarus remains in the Russian mental field. Even not so prominent and perhaps not fully independent president of Russia D. Medvedev soon after taking office was furnished with a portion of warm feelings, much higher than the feelings towards other non-Russian ”contestants”. And in June 2010 he together with V. Putin and A. Lukashenko ranked among the first three who had left the rivals far behind.

However the hierarchy of other rivals is also quite illustrative. It is noteworthy that in the June poll the Chancellor of Germany A. Merkel took her ”legitimate” high place. Immediately upon election her rating was insignificant, but the more people learned about her, the higher was the rating aided by the background warm feelings to Germany as such. These feelings are also proved by the dynamics of the popularity of A. Merkel’s predecessor G. Schroeder. At some distance of time, whoever be the head of the German government, he or she should come in the popularity top.

Meanwhile, as regards the US leaders this rule does not work: G. Bush over the whole period of his office had the rating about 5%, whereas B. Obama in the second year of his presidency is more than twice as much popular among Belarusians as his predecessor.
What else should be noted among the peculiar facts of Table 54 is the low popularity of the leaders of the countries culturally remote from Belarus such as Iran and China as well as of the Eastern European countries. These countries are no models for Belarus. However, the relationship here is not so direct. For example, the president of Poland L. Kaczynski in 2006 poll gained rather an insignificant rating. Yet, after his tragic death the majority of respondents (57.2%) expressed the opinion that Belarus should have declared national mourning on the occasion of the death of the president of a neighbouring country and approximately 100 polish politicians, military leaders, public and state figures. But in this case such an opinion might have been motivated not so much by the sympathies with the dead Polish president, as by the scope of the disaster and feelings towards Polish nation and country.

It may be suggested that a heavy shift of warm feelings towards Russian leaders is explained by the prevalence of Pro-Russian trends in the Belarusian community. Yet, this explanation could hardly be satisfactory – according to the data of the mentioned IISEPS poll, proponents of either of the two geopolitical choices are approximately balanced in number. 

It may also be suggested that the geopolitical choice, to say the least, materially affects the feelings towards Russian and non-Russian politicians. The data of Table 55 provide nutriment for thoughts about the enigma of the Belarusian soul. The idols for ”Euro-Belarusians” seeking EU-membership are not leaders of the European Union, as may be assumed, but the leaders of the country, which they want to distance themselves from. Though the pride of the third place in their hierarchy of idols is given to the German Chancellor, neck and neck with D. Medvedev. Meanwhile, the US president together with his antagonist A. Lukashenko actually share the 4th-5th place. And only after the mysteriously popular barbudos of Cuba do come in the leaders of EU grand countries, i.e. France and Italy. While the leaders of Eastern European neighbours of Belarus rank somewhere closer to the bottom.
	Table 55

	Relation of the answers to the question “Who of contemporary politicians of the higher rank do you like most of all, who matches your ideal of a politician?” to the geopolitical preferences, %


	Politician
	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union 
membership, what would you choose?

	
	For EU-membership
	For integration with Russia
	DA/NA

	V. Putin
	32.1
	44.5
	32.8

	D. Medvedev
	21.9
	33.1
	21.3

	A. Merkel
	20.0
	7.7
	9.3

	B. Obama
	18.5
	6.5
	9.8

	A. Lukashenko
	18.1
	60.1
	43.1

	F. Castro
	10.7
	6.0
	7.0

	N. Sarkozy
	9.3
	2.8
	5.9

	S. Berlusconi 
	6.4
	2.1
	5.6

	V. Yanukovich
	5.8
	6.7
	7.3

	D. Cameron
	5.1
	0.9
	1.4

	V. Zatlers
	3.4
	0.5
	2.0

	D. Gribauskaite
	3.1
	1.4
	1.7

	D. Tusk
	1.9
	1.2
	0.6

	Hu Jintao
	1.9
	0.9
	0.6

	H. Van Rompuy
	1.4
	0.4
	0.6

	M. Ahmadinejad
	0.7
	1.1
	1.1


Those who have abstained from the geopolitical choice and preferred a Belarus seeking neither ”shore” have a similar hierarchy: the ratings of Russian leaders in this group are identical with the ratings in the group of ”Euro-Belarusians”, B. Obama and A. Merkel rank among the leading five, but still the list is headed by the domestic idol.

In the group of ”Belo-Russians” V. Putin and D. Medvedev also come in among the three leaders of popularity, besides, their popularity rates are 10 per cent points higher than in two other groups. However, a splitting priority in this group is given to A. Lukashenko.

Hence, the assumption made above is confirmed still partially. The geopolitical choice in favour of Europe does weaken, versus average values, warm feelings towards the Russian leaders and the Belarusian leader and strengthen warm feelings towards the leaders of the European countries. But even this choice does not change  the hierarchy of assessments. Moreover, these are the Russian leaders who in this group prove to carry the palm of popularity superseding their European colleagues as well as their ”bitter friend” A. Lukashenko.

The paradox of high ratings of V. Putin and D. Medvedev among pro-Europeans could hardly be explained exclusively by the fact that Belarusians know them and about them immeasurably more than about the leaders of EU-countries. This is the key factor, but, all things considered, the Russian leaders for a great part of ”Euro-Belarusians” at least in terms of rhetoric, economic policy and, partially, in terms of human-rights policy are more pro-European than their home president.

The heroine of a popular song says to her idol: “I have shaped you of what I had”. In terms of media “what Belarusians had”, even highly Euro-advanced, are A. Lukashenko and V. Putin with D. Medvedev. Well, they choose out of what they have. That’s life in Europe.

Bilingual cultural asset

On the 20th of April the head of the state put out his yearly message. Unlike the campaign “Tell the Truth!”, the public awareness in this case proved considerably higher (Table 56) and exceeded 50%. This rate of awareness characterizes the capabilities of the governmental mass media to bring their truth to the Belarusian community. The rate of information awareness is also restricted by the topicality of information and the level of public excitement. For example, three months prior to the third presidential election in 2006 the percentage of those aware of the President’s message was 68.5% of respondents.

	Table 56

	Dynamics of answering the question, “Do you know that on the 20th of April president A. Lukashenko put out his yearly message to the people of Belarus and the National Assembly?”, %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	06'08
	06'10

	
	
	
	All 
respondents
	Trusting

A. Lukashenko
	Not trusting

A. Lukashenko

	Yes
	68.5
	50.0
	54.8
	60.8
	45.3

	No
	30.9
	45.5
	41.3
	36.8
	51.5


The respondents trusting A. Lukashenko proved more informed than their political opponents. The information concerning their political idol seems more urgent for them. And it is not surprising in view of their strong dependence on the state.

Traditionally, in the middle of the speech A. Lukashenko made a number of allegations or declarations on a wide range of issues. The data of Table 57 make it possible for us to assess the degree of reliability thereof according to the public opinion. It was the declaration on the ability of the head of state to prevent ”color revolutions” in Belarus that gained the largest support. The distribution of votes of those accepting and those denying this declaration practically matched the voting results at the presidential election 2006. Such match is another proof of the stability of the political preferences of the Belarusian voters. It is noteworthy that even among those not trusting A. Lukashenko the belief in his ability to prevent ”color revolutions” is high enough (41.2%).

The attitude towards the right of citizens to build any number of houses and flats is a kind of test of market values assimilation: 30% of adult citizens of the country were not able to pass it even after 20 years of market reforms. Those not trusting A. Lukashenko did surprise: the level of their support of the institution of private property proved lower than the average level in the country!

The attitude towards the declaration on the retaining of the public trust in the power needs no comment, just as the margin of 51.2 points in the assessments of this declaration between the selected social groups of respondents.

A little more than one half of Belarusians believes it is possible to remedy the consequences of the world crisis this year. This belief has not only held back the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko from a downfall, but even caused the improvement thereof by the end of the second quarter.
	Table 57

	Distribution of answers to the question, “What is your attitude towards the following declarations, president A. Lukashenko made while reading his message?”, %



	Declarations
	Agree
	Don’t agree

	
	All 

respondents
	Trusting

A. Lukashenko
	Not trusting

A. Lukashenko
	

	President A. Lukashenko will not allow ‘colour revolutions’ in the country
	60.4
	75.0
	41.2
	27.1

	Citizens have the right to build any number of houses and flats at their own expense
	58.5
	65.1
	49.5
	30.2

	The power managed to keep trust of people, civil peace and peace in society
	51.7
	74.0
	22.8
	34.9

	This year Belarusians shall fully overcome the consequences of the world crisis
	51.0
	73.2
	22.1
	36.5

	Bilingualism is the greatest cultural possession based on the historical choice of people
	49.1
	62.0
	28.2
	32.7

	The Belarusian leadership managed to move to a brand new level of relationship with EU
	45.1
	63.3
	22.2
	37.0

	Belarus needs a nuclear power plant
	44.9
	53.9
	33.5
	38.3

	Belarus has passed the stage of slump in production, and a jump is starting now in the country
	43.5
	66.7
	13.7
	43.4

	Belarusians should not go anywhere: not to Europe, neither to the USA, nor to Russia
	37.7
	52.8
	19.0
	45.2

	There are destructive forces in Belarus seeking to ruin the union of two sister nations
	34.7
	48.9
	17.4
	44.9

	The government will fulfill the obligation of salary increase this year
	35.2
	49.9
	16.8
	49.9

	The actions of Russia’s leadership challenged the survivability of the Belarusian state
	32.7
	44.3
	18.9
	47.8

	Medical service in Belarus is as good in quality as abroad
	27.8
	38.4
	13.6
	58.8


All the following declarations gained support of less than 50% of respondents. Just 0.9% till the coveted point was left for the belief in bilingualism as the greatest cultural asset. It should be noted that in June 12.1% used Russian and Belarusian in everyday communication, whereas 63.8% spoke Russian, and only 2.1% Belarusian. Another 21.8% self-confessedly spoke ”trasyanka” (a kind of crude mixture of Belarusian and Russian). With this layout 49.1% of those having a positive attitude towards bilingualism testify to the success of the proponents of the national cultural resurrection.

The proponents of A. Lukashenko do as well believe in the move to a new level of relationship with EU. Well, that is why they are proponents. They are guided not by real achievements in the European direction, which were practically null in the first half of 2006, but by the declarations of their idol. Among those not trusting the head of state the percentage of such ”believers” is thrice lower.

The percentage of the supporters of nuclear power plant construction in Belarus has been growing over the recent years. The authorities have not conducted for this purpose a special propaganda campaign, but even the timely information put over was enough to change the public opinion. The June poll demonstrated a new increase in the number of supporters of the NPP project.

The declaration of the fact that Belarus should not go anywhere, neither to Europe, nor to the USA, nor to Russia, might be considered a kind of interpretation of the notorious words, “I shall not lead my state after the civilized world”. The inability to decide on the right geopolitical choice is one of the major problems of the Belarusian ruling elite. This causes continuous speculations on the topic of ”the specific way” and these speculations do find support in the community.

The enemy image, this ”ace of base” of the Soviet propaganda, is still popular in modern Belarus. However, it is at the end of the list and this is not by accident. The authorities today try to rely mainly not on the activity, but rather on the inactivity of masses. It is getting risky to constantly stir up the population with the threat of foreign and home enemies. That is the key distinction of the modern hegemony technology from the Soviet one.

Fulfillment of obligations in salary increase is the base of state stability. In 2006 at the peak of Russian grants A. Lukashenko promised to increase the average salary in the country till $ 500 by the end of 2010. Half a year is left, and more than $ 100 till the coveted level. In June 2006 soon after the promulgation of ”the sacred figure” at the third All-Belarusian Assembly, 60.5% of respondents believed in the probability of reaching that objective. Today, the percentage of optimists has boiled down to 35.2%.

The estimate, which A. Lukashenko has given to the actions of the Russian government, sounds like a death-warrant for the Union State. What is most interesting is that this estimate has not found support among those not trusting the president (44.3% vs. 18.9%). Seemingly, the ratio of responses should be reversed, for the opponents of the integration with Russia prevail among the opponents of the authoritarian Batjka (”Father”). However, in this question they have overcome emotions and showed certain rationality.

Concerning the last declaration, even among those trusting A. Lukashenko a minority agreed with him. Probably, the Belarusian pensioners making the backbone of the electoral proponents of the president receive treatment in other hospitals and clinics. And though they do not tour abroad and do not consult western medical guru, they do estimate soberly the level of home medical care.

To conclude we should note that making promises is a mandatory attribute of any power. But if it is a democratic power, the authorities have to incur responsibility for their promises. And in order to ensure this there exist relevant institutions in democratic countries. But in Belarus the whole political system is reduced to the institution of the first person. Thus, there is no use showing surprise that the text of the regular message contains a list of tasks, but no report on the accomplishment of the tasks set a year before.

Political geography of Belarus

The pending presidential election in Belarus again begins to draw attention (true, still only that of the politically-minded public and foreign experts) to the ratings of potential candidates. The June public opinion poll showed that the electoral rating (by the open-ended question) of A. Lukashenko is stable as before. Moreover, in view of the new conflict with Moscow it has even grown from 42.7% to 45.6% (it seems from the point of view of the majority of citizens Batjka (Father) has won in this conflict rather than lost). The spirit of the pending presidential election manifests itself also in the fact that the ratings of his opponents have improved, too: that of A. Milinkevich, from 4.7% to 5.4%, that of A. Kozulin, from 2.7% to 4.4% (Table 58).
	Table 58

	Distribution of answers to the question, “If the presidential election in Belarus were held tomorrow, who would you vote for?” (open question)


	Variant of answer
	%

	A. Lukashenko
	45.6

	A. Milinkevich
	5.4

	A. Kozulin
	4.4

	S. Gaidukevich
	1.2

	S. Sidorsky
	1.0

	A different politician (18 names, less than 1% each)
	3.0

	A different answer
	5.7

	DA/NA
	33.7


	Table 59

	Distribution of answers to the question, “A regular presidential election in Belarus is pending. Some politicians and public figures have already announced (or might announce) their bids for presidency. If their names are on the ballot list, who would you vote for?”


	Variant of answer
	%

	Alexander Lukashenko, president of the Republic of Belarus
	48.3

	Alexander Milinkevich, leader of the movement “For Freedom”
	9.9

	Alexander Kozulin, ex-rector of the Belarusian State University 
	7.5

	Sergey Gaidukevich, chairman of Liberal Democratic Party
	3.5

	Ales Mikhalevich, former vice chairman of the party Belarusian People’s Front
	2.4

	Sergey Kalyakin, chairman of the Belarusian Left-Wing Party “Fair World”
	1.9

	Alexander Yaroshuk, chairman of the Belarusian Congress of Democratic Trade Unions
	1.6

	Vladimir Neklyaev, leader of the civil campaign “Tell the Truth!”
	1.6

	Vitaly Rymashevsky, co-chairman of the unregistered party “Belarusian Christian Democracy”
	1.0

	Yaroslav Romanchuk, vice chairman of the United Civil Party
	1.0

	Nikolay Statkevich, chairman of the organizational committee for creation of the social democratic party “Narodnaya Gramada”
	0.8

	Levon Borshchevsky, ex-chairman of the party Belarusian People’s Front
	0.7

	Andrei Sannikov, coordinator of the civil initiative “Charter-97”
	0.5

	For a different candidate
	2.3

	DA/NA 
	17.0


As for the closed-ended question when respondents are offered a list of possible candidates for presidency, all ratings naturally increase (Table 59).
Obviously, all the listed candidates, more precisely, their potential electorates form three distinctive groups: the electorate of the incumbent president, the electorate of his rivals at the election 2006 (all of them have passed the 3%-threshold of sampling error), and the electorate of new alternative candidates (none of whom have passed the sampling error threshold). The specific features of the candidates themselves, as well as of the bodies supporting them, their teams, programs, etc., have been elaborately addressed to in dozens of articles, unlike their potential electorates (except for A. Lukashenko’s electorate), of which we still know little. The purpose of this text is to analyze these electorates, their distinctive features, and based thereupon to determine the opportunities of the specified candidates. The free press often uses colorful metaphors, for example, referring to A. Sannikov’s team, which is forming mainly from ”BPF’s renegades”, they write about ”Sannikov’s Front”. In continuation of this tradition, we will use the geographical glossary (in this case, political geography), and name the electorate of the first group ”Lukashenko Archipelago”, the electorate of the second group – ”The Isles of Milinkevich-Kozulin-Gaidukevich”, and the electorate of the third group – ”Sannikov Land”.

Before making a comparative analysis of the electorates of these groups, let us recall the dynamics of the rating of the main candidate, President A. Lukashenko. The readers of IISEPS Analytics might remember that over a period of more than ten years we for the sake of ”intensity of the picture” have been giving estimates and, consequently, outlooks with respect of the attitudes of Belarusians towards A. Lukashenko on the basis of three criteria reflecting major elements of the psychological structure of a personality, these are cognitive, emotional and motivational elements (Table 60).

The typology of the Belarusian electorate is also based on this aggregated criterion and its dynamics is presented in Table 61.
	Table 60

	Dynamics of the structure of the aggregated indicator of attitude towards A. Lukashenko, %



	Attitude indicators
	Variant А

	
	11'97
	09'98
	06'99
	08'00
	08'01
	04'02
	09'03
	11'04
	06'06
	06'08
	06'10

	Would vote for A. Lukashenko at a new presidential election
	44.3
	52.2
	45.0
	33.8
	44.4
	30.9
	31.7
	47.7
	54.7
	38.9
	45.6

	Would vote for A. Lukashenko at the election of the Belarus-Russia president
	35.2
	44.7
	38.4
	19.5
	27.8
	14.0
	21.1
	29.8
	39.3
	27.7
	28.6

	Trusting the president
	45.0
	48.0
	44.1
	36.3
	43.8
	32.4
	40.4
	47.2
	60.8
	47.3
	54.3

	Consider A. Lukashenko an ideal of a politician
	50.4
	51.5
	47.4
	31.3
	39.4
	26.0
	26.6
	40.6
	41.4
	32.2
	39.8

	Attitude indicators
	Variant B

	
	11'97
	09'98
	06'99
	08'00
	08'01
	04'02
	09'03
	11'04
	06'06
	06'08
	06'10

	Would not vote for A. Lukashenko at a new presidential election
	55.7
	47.8
	55.7
	66.2
	55.6
	69.1
	68.3
	52.3
	45.3
	61.1
	54.4

	Would not vote for A. Lukashenko at the election of the Belarus-Russia president
	64.8
	55.3
	61.6
	80.5
	72.2
	86.0
	78.9
	70.2
	60.7
	72.3
	71.4

	Not trusting the president
	22.5
	22.1
	28.4
	38.6
	37.1
	50.1
	44.8
	37.0
	30.6
	39.5
	34.1

	Don’t consider A. Lukashenko an ideal of a politician
	49.6
	48.5
	52.6
	68.7
	60.6
	74.0
	73.4
	59.4
	58.6
	67.8
	60.2


	Table 61

	Dynamics of Belarusian electorate typology, %



	Electorate Typology
	11'97
	09'98
	06'99
	08'00
	08'01
	04'02
	09'03
	11'04
	06'06
	06'08
	06'10

	Strong supporters of A. Lukashenko (gave A-answers to all the four questions)
	26.0
	29.3
	26.2
	13.5
	21.8
	10.4
	14.9
	21.9
	21.9
	18.5
	21.2

	Hesitating
	53.2
	53.3
	48.1
	50.0
	46.1
	42.7
	42.5
	47.0
	47.0
	47.0
	49.6

	Strong opponents of A. Lukashenko (gave B-answers to all the four questions)
	20.8
	17.4
	25.7
	36.5
	32.1
	46.9
	42.6
	31.1
	31.1
	34.5
	29.2


One can’t but notice that, firstly, the dynamics of this typology in general is distinguished by an enviable stability, and secondly, ”the electoral deviations” appearing from time to time are closely correlated with political and economic ”deviations”. Thus, ”a splash of people’s love” towards the president in September 1998 was explained by the default in Russia, against which the situation in Belarus seemed more stable, and in June 2006, by the inertia of the mobilization effect of the electoral campaign, when the ”bread and circuses” gathered in spring were still sufficient to satisfy many. And the maximum downfall of this love was observed in 2002, when the resources of the mobilization campaign of the second presidential election were almost exhausted, and the dividends from the Russian ”offshore oil” had not been paid yet.

Now we can carry out a comparative analysis of the electorates of the present candidates for presidency, or using the glossary of political geography, get acquainted with the ”inhabitants of these territories” (Table 62).

	Table 62

	Comparative ”sociological portrait” of the inhabitants of ”Lukashenko Archipelago”, ”The Isles of Milinkevich-Kozulin-Gaidukevich” and ”Sannikov Land”, %



	Sociological characteristics of electorates
	Electorate

	
	Lukashenko

(48.3)
	M-K-G

(20.9)
	Other

(11.4)*

	Socio-demographic characteristics:

	Gender:

	Masculine 
	36.2
	57.5
	55.6

	Feminine 
	63.8
	42.5
	44.4

	Age:

	Under 30 yrs
	11.9
	35.0
	26.8

	From 30 to 50
	31.7
	41.7
	51.9

	Over 50 
	56.4
	23.2
	21.2

	Education:

	Primary/junior secondary
	31.8
	14.3
	6.7

	General secondary
	34.7
	41.9
	43.8

	Vocational secondary/higher
	33.5
	43.9
	49.5

	Social status:

	Employed in the private sector of economy
	14.0
	35.1
	38.8

	Employed in the public sector of economy
	36.0
	36.3
	40.9

	Students
	4.6
	8.7
	8.1

	Pensioners
	42.2
	13.7
	7.5

	Unemployed/housewives
	3.3
	6.0
	4.6

	Type of settlement:

	Capital
	16.8
	22.2
	13.7

	Regional center
	18.4
	10.8
	23.4

	Big city
	16.8
	23.1
	17.9

	Town
	17.2
	18.0
	30.7

	Village
	30.8
	25.8
	14.3

	Region: 

	Minsk
	16.8
	22.2
	13.7

	Minsk Region
	11.5
	14.8
	15.4

	Brest Region
	14.5
	12.9
	34.4

	Vitebsk Region
	11.9
	15.0
	9.7

	Grodno Region
	10.0
	18.7
	7.1

	Mogilev Region
	11.6
	12.6
	12.5

	Gomel Region
	23.7
	3.8
	7.2

	Language of everyday communication:

	Belarusian
	2.3
	3.5
	1.5

	Russian
	59.3
	66.0
	76.2

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	12.8
	14.2
	7.6

	Mixed (“trasyanka“)
	25.4
	16.4
	14.6

	Socio-economic characteristics:

	Average income per family member in May 2010 

	Under 270 thousand roubles (up to MLB=$ 90)
	7.9
	12.5
	7.7

	From 270 to 450 thousand roubles (from MLB to MCB=$ 150)
	49.0
	38.5
	39.4

	From 450 to 900 thousand roubles (from MLB to 2xMCB =$ 300)
	38.0
	44.6
	46.1

	Over 900 thousand roubles (over 2xMCB)
	5.0
	4.4
	6.8

	How has your material standing changed for the last three months?

	Improved 
	19.9
	7.7
	10.1

	No change 
	68.5
	57.3
	65.5

	Worsened 
	10.1
	34.1
	24.4

	In your opinion, how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the coming years?

	It will improve 
	39.5
	10.3
	12.8

	It won’t change 
	46.7
	51.8
	65.5

	It will get worse 
	4.9
	28.6
	16.1

	Which point of view concerning Belarus is closer to you?

	We might expect deepening of the crisis and accumulation of the problems connected with it 
	6.3
	32.9
	15.2

	The crisis has already reached “the bottom” and it is not going to become worse 
	33.4
	36.3
	47.3

	Belarus has already begun to come out of the crisis 
	51.4
	19.6
	28.2

	Use the Internet regularly (every day or several times a week):
	17.2
	41.9
	50.3

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

	In the right direction 
	77.5
	18.6
	26.7

	In the wrong direction 
	8.8
	66.0
	52.8

	What statement do you agree with?

	Belarus needs changes 
	47.2
	82.8
	59.0

	Belarus does not need changes
	37.3
	11.8
	35.4

	Socio-political characteristics:

	Did you take part in voting at the Local Council Deputies’ election 2010?

	Yes
	74.1
	53.9
	65.5

	No
	25.8
	46.1
	34.5

	In your opinion, may the declared results of Local Council Deputies’ election be considered trustworthy?

	Yes
	72.4
	30.5
	40.4

	No
	12.6
	49.5
	37.3

	If the presidential election in Belarus were held tomorrow, who would you vote for? (open-ended question)

	For A. Lukashenko
	89.6
	4.8
	6.7

	For A. Milinkevich, A. Kozulin or S. Gaidukevich
	0.1
	48.6
	1.9

	For other alternative candidates
	0.1
	0.1
	8.2

	Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s resignation from presidency life in Belarus will become better, others, on the contrary, that it will become worse. And what do you think?

	Life will become better
	4.3
	45.4
	32.6

	Life will not change
	35.0
	35.5
	38.0

	Life will become worse
	45.0
	6.5
	17.3

	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, yes
	17.4
	4.4
	3.7

	More likely, yes
	44.8
	23.1
	22.2

	More likely, no
	27.3
	42.3
	53.8

	Definitely, no
	4.5
	26.1
	13.9

	Assessing the activity of the civil campaign positively: 

	“Tell the Truth!”
	2.6
	11.0
	7.1

	“Our Home”
	3.0
	12.8
	5.4

	What is your assessment of the events of the 6th-7th of April in Kyrgyzstan, which were accompanied by bloodshed and resulted in the change of power in this country?

	It is an anticonstitutional coup
	31.4
	15.9
	14.5

	It is a popular uprising against the corrupted power
	33.8
	64.3
	62.5

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?

	Integration with Russia
	53.0
	20.6
	18.3

	EU-membership
	20.8
	62.2
	62.3

	Would you like fundamental changes in home and foreign policy of Belarus to happen within the next five years? 

	Yes
	28.9
	68.5
	50.4

	No
	36.4
	9.8
	26.9

	It makes no difference to me
	20.0
	16.0
	15.3

	* This group does not include 2.3% of those willing to vote for “a different candidate”, as among “the different” there were representatives of the authorities as well


The analysis reveals material differences among the potential electorates of these candidates for presidency. Thus, by socio-demographic characteristics there exist material differences between the first and the second groups depending on gender (among the electors of A. Lukashenko women vividly predominate, and among the electors of his rivals at the previous election, men); depending on age (first group – over 50, and second group – youth and middle-aged citizens); depending on education (first group – low level, second group – high level); depending on type of settlement (first group – rural dwellers, second group – capital dwellers); depending on region (first group – Gomel Region dwellers, second group – Brest Region); depending on the language of everyday use (first group – ”trasyanka”-speaking, second group – Russian-speaking). By socio-economic characteristics the real incomes in all the three groups are approximately equal, but the interpretation of one’s own material standing and socio-economic situation on the whole differ much: Lukashenko’s electors have a more optimistic view of the situation than the electors of his opponents; their assessments of the country’s development are almost ”mirror”. But the most marginal differences between them are revealed according to socio-political characteristics. Thus, the representatives of the first group have a quite loyal attitude towards the present authorities and therefore uphold the status-quo, whereas those of the second group have a critical attitude and want changes. In the sphere of foreign policy the first group is oriented rather to Russia, while the second group is directed towards the European Union. Though if ”we paint the portrait not with a full brush, but use the pointillist technique”, i.e. if we descend to details, we could notice that one third of the representatives of the first group feel themselves rather or definitely unprotected from the arbitrary actions of authorities and consider the spring events in Kyrgyzstan a popular uprising against the corrupted power, whereas 35.4% of representatives of the third group think that “Belarus does not need changes”. This means that among the potential electors of these candidates there are people with different characteristics, therefore it would be more accurate to speak about ”dominating” rather than ‘pure’ electoral types.
One of the most differentiating characteristics of these types is willingness or unwillingness of fundamental changes in the domestic and foreign policy: as for the first type 36.4% took a stand against changes and another 20% found it difficult to answer, while in the second group 68.5% spoke for changes. In our opinion, the main reason for such a controversial attitude towards changes in the Belarusian community lies not in fear or total apathy (as is a common belief in ”the democratic world”), but rather in ambiguity of the methods of implementation of these changes and results thereof – ”life after Lukashenko”. Thus, 22.4% of the respondents believe that after A. Lukashenko’s resignation life in Belarus will become better, 25.2% think it will become worse, and 34.8% suppose life will be the same. If almost three of four Belarusians still do not see in the promised ”new life” actual changes to the better, so “what for to strain” (“half a loaf is better than no bread”)? The absence of a comprehensive ”project of another Belarus” (and clear ways of its implementation), which could ”shield” ”the project of the independent state of Belarus” associated by the majority of the population with A. Lukashenko’s rule, make all attempts to trigger fundamental changes inefficient. Even the civil campaign “Tell the Truth!”, which short before polling seemed to have won itself a name and a halo of the persecuted for the truth, is known only to 12.5%, only 5.1% of respondents have a positive attitude towards it (from 7.1% to 11% even among the electorates of alternative candidates).

In general this picture coincides with the picture we described before the second and the third presidential elections (only the names of opponents change). We should admit that ”the portrait” of the new alternative candidates’ electorate proved surprising. First, by many characteristics this group lands somewhere in-between A. Lukashenko’s electorate and that of his opponents 2006, though obviously closer to the second group. This might be explained by the fact that a greater part of the strong opponents of the president have already decided on their choice and continue to hold to it, whereas another part of them and the hesitating part ”are trying for size” new alternatives. Second, only their ”aggregate electorate” proved significant for analysis, as individually no one of them has fallen outside the sampling error limits.

The general conclusion of this comparative analysis lies in the fact that there is no ”electoral continent” in the Belarusian political geography at all. Even the most populated and well-consolidated electorate of the incumbent president does not exceed one half of electors and ”is concentrated” in the definite social groups (that is why it is named ”Lukashenko Archipelago”). The electorate of his opponents legitimized by election 2006 is rather small and despite their likemindedness does not form ‘a single territory’ (that is why it is named ”The Isles of Milinkevich-Kozulin-Gaidukevich”). As regards the electorates of the new alternative candidates (nowadays there are even more of them than listed in the questionnaire), they evidently form extremely small and still unstable (in terms of their positions) ”territories”. ”Sannikov Land”, if we mean not a generalized image of electorates of all the new alternative candidates, but an image of the electorate of a concrete persona, in reality proves to be not ”a mysterious northern Atlantis” from a children’s novel, but actually ”a desolate territory”. Whether all these ‘isles and islets’ are able to form ”a single territory” comparable in size (up to one third of the whole electorate) to the ”territory” of their principal rival will depend, first of all, on the solidarity of the candidates themselves and their ‘project of life after Lukashenko’ which should appeal to Belarusians.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in June, 2010, %
1. "Will the line our country is pursuing remain the same, change a little or change fundamentally within the next year or two?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Will remain the same
	31.0
	25.8
	29.1
	30.9
	31.4
	29.3
	31.8
	32.9

	Will change a little
	52.5
	53.2
	51.1
	54.4
	49.8
	58.6
	54.4
	48.9

	Will change fundamentally
	8.5
	14.5
	10.6
	6.6
	9.7
	6.2
	8.2
	8.3

	DA/NA
	8.0
	6.5
	9.2
	8.1
	9.1
	5.9
	5.6
	9.9


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Will remain the same
	26.8
	40.4
	31.8
	29.9
	24.1

	Will change a little
	48.2
	46.2
	52.3
	52.9
	60.9

	Will change fundamentally
	7.1
	7.7
	7.7
	10.6
	8.2

	DA/NA
	17.9
	5.7
	8.2
	6.6
	6.8


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Will remain the same
	31.1
	30.9
	24.7
	31.4
	36.7

	Will change a little
	53.2
	54.4
	57.0
	49.4
	48.1

	Will change fundamentally
	7.4
	8.2
	12.9
	9.1
	6.3

	DA/NA
	8.3
	6.5
	5.4
	10.1
	8.9


Table 1.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Will remain the same
	40.8
	31.8
	14.7
	42.3
	31.5
	20.8
	33.0

	Will change a little
	49.5
	50.2
	67.6
	44.0
	37.5
	62.4
	55.7

	Will change fundamentally
	4.5
	11.2
	16.9
	11.4
	5.0
	6.7
	4.8

	DA/NA
	5.2
	6.8
	0.8
	2.3
	26.0
	10.2
	6.5


Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Will remain the same
	40.8
	23.6
	37.7
	22.8
	29.9

	Will change a little
	49.5
	47.6
	51.6
	60.0
	52.8

	Will change fundamentally
	4.5
	8.6
	6.4
	12.1
	10.2

	DA/NA
	5.2
	20.2
	4.3
	5.1
	7.1


2. "What is more important: improvement of Belarus economic position or independence of the 
country?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Improvement of Belarus economic position
	62.3
	68.3
	63.1
	63.2
	65.9
	66.9
	62.9
	54.0

	Independence of the country
	30.4
	27.0
	29.1
	33.1
	28.1
	26.6
	30.4
	35.1

	DA/NA
	7.3
	4.7
	7.8
	3.7
	6.0
	6.5
	6.7
	10.9


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Improvement of Belarus economic position
	49.1
	62.2
	65.5
	61.4
	62.3

	Independence of the country
	40.2
	29.2
	27.2
	31.7
	32.7

	DA/NA
	10.7
	8.6
	7.3
	6.9
	5.0


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Improvement of Belarus economic position
	64.5
	65.7
	65.6
	54.1
	65.8

	Independence of the country
	32.8
	27.9
	24.7
	34.8
	21.5

	DA/NA
	2.6
	6.4
	9.7
	11.1
	12.6


Table 2.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Improvement of Belarus economic position
	63.4
	76.3
	35.4
	64.6
	75.1
	63.8
	58.7

	Independence of the country
	33.4
	12.5
	59.6
	30.9
	15.9
	23.2
	33.5

	DA/NA
	3.1
	11.2
	4.9
	4.6
	9.0
	13.0
	7.8


Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Improvement of Belarus economic position
	63.4
	64.0
	70.5
	56.7
	58.6

	Independence of the country
	33.4
	26.1
	27.4
	34.6
	30.2

	DA/NA
	3.2
	9.9
	2.1
	8.7
	11.2


3. "What statement do you agree with?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarus needs changes 
	62.0
	82.3
	71.6
	76.3
	70.0
	68.6
	56.6
	41.8

	Belarus does not need changes
	25.4
	14.5
	17.7
	13.3
	19.7
	21.7
	28.6
	39.5

	DA/NA
	12.6
	3.2
	10.7
	10.4
	10.3
	9.7
	14.8
	18.7


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Belarus needs changes 
	44.2
	44.7
	62.8
	70.3
	70.5

	Belarus does not need changes
	34.5
	43.3
	23.8
	19.8
	18.2

	DA/NA
	21.3
	12.0
	13.4
	9.9
	11.3


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Belarus needs changes 
	68.1
	68.0
	79.8
	42.2
	69.6

	Belarus does not need changes
	20.2
	21.5
	16.0
	38.8
	20.3

	DA/NA
	11.7
	10.5
	4.3
	19.0
	10.1


Table 3.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Belarus needs changes 
	68.3
	69.2
	28.7
	70.7
	66.0
	53.9
	75.2

	Belarus does not need changes
	19.5
	17.8
	66.4
	22.4
	11.0
	22.5
	17.4

	DA/NA
	12.2
	13.0
	4.9
	6.9
	23.0
	23.6
	7.4


Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarus needs changes 
	68.3
	51.1
	64.8
	63.1
	61.4

	Belarus does not need changes
	19.5
	24.8
	28.1
	24.8
	28.7

	DA/NA
	12.2
	24.1
	7.1
	12.1
	9.9


4. "Do you know that on the 20th of April President A. Lukashenko put out his yearly message to the people of Belarus and the National Assembly?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	54.8
	24.2
	40.0
	44.4
	59.2
	61.4
	67.2
	54.2

	No
	41.3
	72.6
	55.7
	52.6
	36.5
	36.2
	30.8
	40.0

	DA/NA
	3.9
	3.2
	4.3
	2.9
	4.3
	2.4
	2.1
	5.8


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	43.8
	58.4
	48.4
	59.1
	66.1

	No
	40.2
	40.2
	48.3
	37.3
	31.7

	DA/NA
	16.0
	1.4
	3.3
	3.6
	2.2


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	51.9
	61.3
	35.5
	55.9
	38.0

	No
	42.8
	36.3
	63.4
	38.7
	57.0

	DA/NA
	5.3
	2.4
	1.1
	5.4
	5.0


Table 4.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	49.5
	50.4
	32.1
	62.9
	57.7
	74.6
	64.3

	No
	49.5
	47.8
	64.3
	36.0
	27.9
	22.0
	32.2

	DA/NA
	1.0
	1.8
	3.6
	1.1
	14.4
	3.4
	3.5


Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	49.5
	55.8
	61.1
	49.5
	57.6

	No
	49.5
	33.6
	36.8
	47.1
	39.3

	DA/NA
	1.0
	10.6
	2.1
	3.4
	3.1


5. "In your opinion, are fundamental changes possible in home and foreign policy of Belarus within the next five years?"
Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Quite possible
	30.4
	37.1
	32.6
	28.7
	28.9
	30.7
	28.7
	31.1

	Unlikely
	49.0
	51.6
	48.2
	57.4
	50.3
	50.0
	54.4
	41.8

	Impossible
	13.5
	8.1
	12.1
	8.1
	14.4
	13.4
	10.8
	17.2

	DA/NA
	7.1
	3.2
	7.1
	5.8
	6.4
	5.9
	6.1
	9.9


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Quite possible
	24.1
	30.8
	29.9
	33.4
	29.2

	Unlikely
	44.6
	45.2
	50.0
	49.4
	51.6

	Impossible
	13.4
	15.9
	14.6
	11.1
	12.3

	DA/NA
	17.9
	8.1
	5.5
	6.1
	6.8


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Quite possible
	27.9
	31.9
	36.6
	31.5
	20.0

	Unlikely
	55.9
	51.6
	46.2
	40.1
	45.0

	Impossible
	11.7
	10.6
	11.8
	17.7
	22.5

	DA/NA
	4.5
	5.9
	5.4
	10.6
	12.5


Table 5.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Quite possible
	36.2
	14.3
	16.4
	34.3
	33.0
	36.2
	43.5

	Unlikely
	53.0
	56.3
	52.9
	42.3
	40.5
	45.2
	48.3

	Impossible
	7.0
	21.0
	27.1
	20.0
	4.5
	14.1
	3.0

	DA/NA
	3.8
	8.4
	3.6
	3.6
	22.0
	4.5
	5.2


Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Quite possible
	36.2
	27.4
	27.0
	31.8
	29.7

	Unlikely
	53.0
	42.9
	53.9
	48.1
	47.2

	Impossible
	7.0
	13.9
	13.5
	15.9
	16.2

	DA/NA
	3.8
	15.8
	5.7
	4.2
	6.9


6. "Would you like such changes to happen?"
Table 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	46.8
	69.4
	51.8
	62.5
	55.0
	47.6
	40.7
	31.7

	No
	24.0
	6.5
	14.2
	9.6
	21.1
	22.4
	27.8
	36.8

	It makes no difference to me
	17.3
	17.7
	22.7
	14.7
	12.4
	16.6
	17.0
	20.8

	DA/NA
	11.9
	6.4
	11.3
	13.2
	11.5
	13.4
	14.5
	10.7


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	33.9
	33.0
	44.5
	53.8
	59.5

	No
	25.9
	38.8
	23.8
	19.5
	18.2

	It makes no difference to me
	20.5
	21.1
	21.2
	12.9
	9.5

	DA/NA
	19.7
	7.1
	10.5
	13.8
	12.8


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	50.0
	50.5
	67.0
	32.3
	53.2

	No
	16.5
	22.9
	10.6
	36.0
	22.8

	It makes no difference to me
	21.5
	12.8
	17.0
	20.2
	15.2

	DA/NA
	12.0
	13.8
	5.4
	11.5
	8.8


Table 6.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	42.5
	52.5
	20.1
	57.1
	58.0
	40.7
	59.3

	No
	19.9
	22.4
	52.2
	19.4
	9.5
	23.7
	19.5

	It makes no difference to me
	22.0
	18.4
	22.8
	20.6
	11.5
	15.3
	9.5

	DA/NA
	15.6
	6.7
	4.9
	2.9
	21.0
	20.3
	11.7


Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	42.5
	41.1
	56.2
	48.8
	45.4

	No
	19.9
	24.9
	21.4
	23.9
	28.4

	It makes no difference to me
	22.0
	9.4
	14.6
	21.5
	18.0

	DA/NA
	15.6
	24.6
	7.8
	5.8
	8.2


7. "Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s resignation from presidency life in Belarus will become better, others, on the contrary, that it will become worse. And what do you think?"
Table 7.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Life will become better
	22.4
	30.2
	27.0
	33.3
	28.4
	25.6
	18.9
	10.4

	Life will not change
	34.8
	28.6
	32.6
	35.6
	35.5
	33.6
	40.3
	33.8

	Life will become worse
	25.2
	17.5
	19.1
	12.6
	17.1
	21.1
	27.0
	41.4

	DA/NA
	17.6
	23.7
	21.3
	18.5
	19.0
	19.7
	13.8
	14.4


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Life will become better
	9.9
	13.4
	22.9
	25.8
	29.5

	Life will not change
	29.7
	34.4
	37.0
	33.9
	33.2

	Life will become worse
	40.5
	40.2
	22.5
	20.5
	19.1

	DA/NA
	19.9
	12.0
	17.6
	19.8
	18.2


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Life will become better
	27.7
	24.5
	31.2
	10.8
	30.4

	Life will not change
	41.5
	33.9
	21.5
	33.5
	30.4

	Life will become worse
	16.8
	21.1
	20.4
	41.1
	20.2

	DA/NA
	14.0
	20.5
	26.9
	14.6
	19.0


Table 7.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Life will become better
	24.5
	38.8
	8.6
	32.6
	15.5
	31.1
	8.7

	Life will not change
	42.0
	39.7
	53.6
	28.6
	21.0
	17.5
	32.9

	Life will become worse
	22.7
	18.8
	32.8
	29.1
	22.5
	25.4
	26.4

	DA/NA
	10.8
	2.7
	5.0
	9.7
	41.0
	26.0
	32.0


Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Life will become better
	24.5
	15.8
	22.8
	27.7
	21.3

	Life will not change
	42.0
	26.7
	34.5
	32.2
	36.8

	Life will become worse
	22.7
	19.5
	28.1
	26.0
	28.4

	DA/NA
	10.8
	38.0
	14.6
	14.1
	13.5


8. "If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would you choose?"
Table 8.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Integration with Russia
	37.7
	25.8
	26.4
	24.4
	32.1
	36.6
	37.6
	53.2

	European Union membership
	38.9
	64.5
	58.6
	56.3
	45.8
	40.0
	32.5
	19.0

	DA/NA
	23.4
	9.7
	15.0
	19.3
	22.1
	23.4
	29.9
	27.8


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Integration with Russia
	52.7
	54.3
	33.7
	37.0
	25.5

	European Union membership
	18.8
	26.4
	41.0
	40.0
	53.2

	DA/NA
	28.5
	19.3
	25.3
	23.0
	21.3


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Integration with Russia
	29.9
	35.0
	26.9
	52.7
	29.5

	European Union membership
	48.8
	40.7
	61.3
	20.2
	47.4

	DA/NA
	21.3
	24.3
	11.8
	27.1
	23.1


Table 8.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Integration with Russia
	36.6
	27.7
	31.7
	37.1
	34.8
	36.7
	58.0

	European Union membership
	38.0
	39.3
	56.7
	43.4
	32.3
	39.5
	23.8

	DA/NA
	25.4
	33.0
	11.6
	19.5
	32.9
	23.8
	18.2


Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Integration with Russia
	36.6
	42.5
	37.7
	33.8
	37.8

	European Union membership
	38.0
	33.1
	46.3
	41.4
	36.3

	DA/NA
	25.4
	24.4
	26.0
	24.8
	25.9


9. "What is your assessment of the events of the 6th-7th of April in Kyrgyzstan, which were attended by bloodshed and resulted in the change of power in this country?"
Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	This is an anticonstitutional coup
	23.2
	19.0
	20.6
	17.0
	19.7
	24.1
	27.8
	26.6

	This is a popular uprising against the corrupted power
	47.2
	50.8
	46.8
	57.8
	53.8
	50.7
	45.4
	36.5

	DA/NA
	29.6
	30.2
	32.6
	25.2
	26.5
	25.2
	26.8
	36.9


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	This is an anticonstitutional coup
	21.2
	24.4
	22.4
	21.8
	27.6

	This is a popular uprising against the corrupted power
	26.5
	40.2
	47.9
	53.7
	51.1

	DA/NA
	52.3
	34.4
	29.7
	24.5
	20.3


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	This is an anticonstitutional coup
	18.4
	24.5
	22.6
	26.6
	20.3

	This is a popular uprising against the corrupted power
	59.6
	47.2
	45.2
	36.2
	48.1

	DA/NA
	22.0
	28.3
	32.2
	37.2
	31.6


Table 9.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	This is an anticonstitutional coup
	21.3
	21.9
	13.4
	37.7
	15.9
	30.5
	26.1

	This is a popular uprising against the corrupted power
	48.4
	40.2
	71.0
	39.4
	50.2
	42.4
	36.1

	DA/NA
	30.3
	37.9
	15.6
	22.9
	33.9
	27.1
	37.8


Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	This is an anticonstitutional coup
	21.3
	17.7
	25.6
	26.6
	24.1

	This is a popular uprising against the corrupted power
	48.4
	42.9
	45.2
	51.6
	47.3

	DA/NA
	30.3
	39.4
	29.2
	21.8
	28.6


10. "The president of Belarus A. Lukashenko granted asylum in Belarus to the ousted Kyrgyz president K. Bakiev. What is your assessment of this decision?"
Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a legitimate president of 
Kyrgyzstan, he was removed from power illegally
	17.9
	11.3
	15.6
	11.2
	12.0
	13.8
	22.1
	27.1

	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a rightful popular uprising
	24.1
	19.4
	24.1
	35.8
	28.1
	28.6
	21.0
	16.2

	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to intermeddle in their political conflicts
	40.6
	54.8
	43.3
	40.3
	41.5
	40.0
	44.6
	35.7

	DA/NA
	17.4
	14.5
	17.0
	12.7
	18.4
	17.6
	12.3
	21.0


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a 
legitimate president of Kyrgyzstan, he was 
removed from power illegally
	24.1
	23.6
	14.3
	19.0
	17.7

	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a rightful popular uprising
	14.3
	19.7
	22.7
	28.1
	29.5

	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to 
intermeddle in their political conflicts
	31.3
	35.1
	44.2
	40.3
	41.4

	DA/NA
	30.3
	21.6
	18.8
	12.6
	11.4


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a legitimate president of Kyrgyz-stan, he was removed from power illegally
	10.1
	17.9
	19.4
	25.9
	12.7

	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a rightful popular uprising
	31.7
	24.3
	19.4
	18.0
	22.8

	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to intermeddle in their political conflicts
	42.4
	41.6
	43.0
	35.0
	51.9

	DA/NA
	15.8
	16.2
	18.2
	21.1
	12.6


Table 10.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a legitimate president of Kyrgyzstan, he was removed from power illegally
	21.3
	18.8
	8.1
	29.1
	12.0
	11.3
	23.9

	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a 
rightful popular uprising
	13.6
	26.8
	50.9
	18.9
	22.0
	22.0
	16.5

	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to intermeddle in their political conflicts
	49.5
	42.4
	32.4
	40.6
	39.5
	44.1
	34.3

	DA/NA
	15.6
	12.0
	8.6
	11.4
	26.5
	22.6
	25.3


Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	This is a correct decision, K. Bakiev is still a legitimate president of Kyrgyzstan, he was removed from power illegally
	21.3
	14.3
	17.8
	17.0
	18.5

	This is a wrong decision, K. Bakiev was ousted by a rightful popular uprising
	13.6
	23.4
	24.6
	32.9
	25.4

	This decision is wrong, whoever be right there in Kyrgyzstan, it is not a business of Belarus to intermeddle in their political conflicts
	49.5
	33.2
	45.2
	40.5
	36.3

	DA/NA
	15.6
	29.1
	12.4
	9.6
	19.8


11. "The new Kyrgyzstan authorities have sent to Belarus a request on extradition of K. Bakiev, whom they lay to charge that on his order more than 80 marchers had been killed during the events on the 7th of April in Kyrgyzstan. In your opinion, should or should not Belarus extradite the ousted Kyrgyz president to the Kyrgyzstan authorities?"
Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarus should not do it, he was defending his legitimate right to power
	11.0
	6.3
	12.1
	5.1
	8.1
	9.3
	13.8
	15.4

	Belarus should not do it, once Belarus granted asylum to him, there is no retreat
	20.1
	20.6
	20.6
	17.6
	19.1
	19.7
	23.1
	20.5

	Belarus should do it, killing shall not be left unpunished
	17.5
	17.5
	19.9
	17.6
	20.8
	17.9
	16.4
	14.1

	Belarus should do it, Kyrgyzstan home conflict is not our business
	34.2
	41.3
	29.8
	37.5
	36.6
	37.9
	32.8
	29.8

	DA/NA
	17.2
	14.3
	17.6
	22.2
	15.4
	15.2
	13.8
	19.2


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Belarus should not do it, he was defending his legitimate right to power
	15.2
	14.8
	9.0
	10.7
	11.4

	Belarus should not do it, once Belarus granted asylum to him, there is no retreat
	11.6
	25.2
	22.0
	18.0
	17.7

	Belarus should do it, killing shall not be left unpunished
	17.0
	13.3
	15.8
	20.1
	22.3

	Belarus should do it, Kyrgyzstan home conflict is not our business
	25.9
	26.7
	38.0
	36.2
	31.8

	DA/NA
	30.3
	20.0
	15.2
	15.0
	16.8


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	 Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Belarus should not do it, he was defending his legitimate right to power
	7.2
	11.9
	9.7
	14.6
	6.4

	Belarus should not do it, once Belarus granted asylum to him, there is no retreat
	21.0
	18.9
	20.4
	21.2
	17.9

	Belarus should do it, killing shall not be left unpunished
	17.8
	18.1
	21.5
	14.3
	24.4

	Belarus should do it, Kyrgyzstan home conflict is not our business
	38.6
	34.1
	32.3
	29.9
	37.2

	DA/NA
	15.4
	17.0
	16.1
	20.0
	14.1


Table 11.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Belarus should not do it, he was defending his legitimate right to power
	17.1
	10.8
	3.6
	20.6
	7.0
	6.8
	10.4

	Belarus should not do it, once Belarus granted asylum to him, there is no retreat
	20.2
	15.2
	52.0
	13.1
	7.0
	7.3
	20.4

	Belarus should do it, killing shall not be left unpunished
	36.2
	39.1
	18.4
	38.8
	45.0
	40.7
	24.4

	Belarus should do it, Kyrgyz-stan home conflict is not our business
	8.0
	25.1
	16.6
	18.9
	14.5
	25.4
	18.3

	DA/NA
	18.5
	9.8
	9.4
	8.6
	26.5
	19.8
	26.5


Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarus should not do it, he was defending his legitimate right to power
	17.1
	7.2
	11.7
	7.9
	10.9

	Belarus should not do it, once Belarus granted asylum to him, there is no retreat
	20.2
	18.9
	21.7
	26.5
	15.0

	Belarus should do it, killing shall not be left unpunished
	8.0
	12.8
	17.8
	23.7
	22.8

	Belarus should do it, Kyrgyzstan home 
conflict is not our business
	36.2
	30.2
	38.4
	32.3
	33.8

	DA/NA
	18.5
	30.9
	10.4
	9.6
	17.5


12. "On the 10th of April 2010 Polish President Lech Kaczynski and about 100 Polish politicians, military leaders, public and state figures were killed in a plane crash near Smolensk. An official mourning for them was proclaimed not only in Poland, but in some other countries as well, including the Belarus’ neighbours. In your opinion, should Belarus also declare an official mourning following this accident?"
Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	57.2
	46.0
	52.5
	65.2
	55.9
	54.5
	61.0
	59.2

	No
	42.4
	54.0
	47.5
	34.1
	43.8
	45.5
	37.4
	40.5

	NA
	0.4
	0
	0
	0.7
	0.3
	0
	1.6
	0.3


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	52.2
	56.5
	55.5
	59.2
	60.9

	No
	47.8
	43.5
	44.3
	40.0
	38.2

	NA
	0
	0
	0.2
	0.8
	0.9


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	54.7
	57.6
	59.1
	61.1
	44.3

	No
	45.1
	41.7
	40.9
	38.7
	55.7

	NA
	0.2
	0.7
	0
	0.2
	0


Table 12.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	58.0
	68.3
	74.1
	58.6
	42.8
	40.1
	53.5

	No
	42.0
	31.7
	25.9
	40.8
	56.7
	59.3
	45.2

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	0.5
	0.6
	1.3


Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	58.0
	46.2
	58.4
	63.7
	58.4

	No
	42.0
	53.0
	40.9
	36.3
	41.1

	NA
	0
	0.8
	0.7
	0
	0.5


13. "Did you take part in voting at the Local Council Deputies’ election in April 2010?"
Table 13.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	64.6
	35.5
	53.2
	48.5
	63.9
	69.7
	72.3
	72.1

	No
	35.3
	64.5
	46.8
	50.7
	36.1
	30.3
	27.7
	27.9

	NA
	0.1
	0
	0
	0.8
	0
	0
	0
	0


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	60.2
	70.8
	61.4
	66.1
	66.5

	No
	39.8
	29.2
	38.6
	33.9
	33.0

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.5


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	51.5
	71.9
	54.3
	73.3
	43.0

	No
	48.3
	28.1
	45.7
	26.7
	57.0

	NA
	0.2
	0
	0
	0
	0


Table 13.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	47.4
	74.6
	66.8
	61.7
	72.1
	57.3
	75.7

	No
	52.6
	25.4
	33.2
	37.7
	27.9
	42.7
	24.3

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	0
	0
	0


Table 13.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	47.4
	62.8
	59.1
	77.6
	72.6

	No
	52.6
	37.2
	40.6
	22.4
	27.4

	NA
	0
	0
	0.3
	0
	0


14. "When did you vote?"
Table 14.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	I voted ahead of schedule (20-24 April)
	17.3
	12.9
	16.3
	11.8
	19.7
	15.6
	19.9
	18.2

	I voted on the 25th of April
	47.3
	22.6
	36.2
	37.5
	43.8
	54.3
	52.0
	53.7

	I didn’t take part in voting
	35.1
	64.5
	46.8
	50.0
	35.5
	29.8
	28.1
	28.1

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0.7
	0.7
	1.0
	0.3
	0
	0


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	I voted ahead of schedule (20-24 April)
	25.7
	14.8
	15.9
	15.7
	21.4

	I voted on the 25th of April
	36.3
	55.5
	45.5
	49.9
	45.0

	I didn’t take part in voting
	38.0
	29.7
	38.4
	33.4
	33.2

	NA
	0
	0
	0.2
	1.0
	0.4


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	I voted ahead of schedule (20-24 April)
	12.3
	20.1
	23.4
	18.3
	8.9

	I voted on the 25th of April
	38.7
	52.0
	29.8
	55.3
	34.1

	I didn’t take part in voting
	48.8
	27.2
	45.7
	26.4
	57.0

	NA
	0.2
	0.7
	1.1
	0
	0


Table 14.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I voted ahead of schedule (20-24 April)
	12.9
	11.6
	10.7
	17.6
	17.4
	21.9
	30.9

	I voted on the 25th of April
	35.0
	62.9
	55.4
	43.2
	55.2
	35.4
	44.8

	I didn’t take part in voting
	52.1
	25.4
	33.9
	35.8
	27.4
	42.7
	24.3

	NA
	0
	0.1
	0
	3.4
	0
	0
	0


Table 14.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I voted ahead of schedule (20-24 April)
	12.9
	12.4
	21.6
	14.9
	22.6

	I voted on the 25th of April
	35.0
	49.1
	37.2
	63.3
	50.3

	I didn’t take part in voting
	52.1
	36.7
	40.8
	21.8
	27.1

	NA
	0
	1.8
	0.4
	0
	0


15. "In your opinion, did all candidates for Local Council Deputies have equal conditions in the course of the election?"
Table 15.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	45.6
	28.6
	37.1
	30.1
	41.5
	40.7
	56.4
	58.2

	No
	27.2
	19.0
	30.0
	36.8
	32.4
	31.4
	25.1
	18.2

	DA/NA
	27.2
	52.4
	32.9
	33.1
	26.1
	27.9
	18.5
	23.6


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	50.9
	55.8
	42.0
	44.8
	44.3

	No
	11.6
	19.7
	27.2
	31.6
	33.9

	DA/NA
	37.5
	24.5
	30.8
	23.6
	21.8


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	1.3
	1.2
	4.3
	0.7
	0

	No
	30.9
	49.0
	38.3
	59.5
	29.1

	DA/NA
	33.8
	23.8
	34.4
	22.2
	32.9


Table 15.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	37.6
	63.2
	26.8
	43.7
	42.5
	44.1
	62.2

	No
	28.2
	18.4
	47.3
	27.6
	25.5
	26.6
	16.5

	DA/NA
	34.1
	18.4
	25.9
	28.8
	32.0
	21.3
	21.3


Table 15.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	37.6
	42.9
	46.3
	46.6
	52.0

	No
	28.2
	18.4
	23.1
	31.7
	32.0

	DA/NA
	34.1
	38.7
	30.6
	21.7
	16.0


16. "For what candidate did you vote?"
Table 16.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	For a candidate – supporter of A. Lukashenko
	31.2
	12.9
	19.3
	18.7
	23.7
	26.9
	33.8
	50.3

	For a candidate – opponent of A. Lukashenko
	9.4
	4.8
	6.4
	9.7
	9.7
	16.2
	8.7
	6.1

	For another candidate
	10.7
	6.5
	8.6
	9.0
	10.7
	11.4
	14.4
	10.7

	Against all
	5.9
	9.7
	8.6
	5.2
	9.0
	5.5
	6.7
	2.0

	I damaged the ballot
	0.5
	0
	0.7
	0
	0.3
	2.1
	0
	0

	I did not take part in voting
	31.2
	58.1
	39.3
	44.8
	32.8
	28.3
	25.1
	23.1

	Refused to answer
	7.9
	3.2
	10.0
	6.6
	10.0
	8.6
	8.7
	5.6

	NA
	3.2
	4.8
	7.1
	6.0
	3.8
	1.0
	2.6
	2.2


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	For a candidate – supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	49.6
	42.4
	26.4
	31.2
	24.0

	For a candidate – opponent of 
A. Lukashenko
	4.4
	12.9
	10.0
	10.9
	14.0

	For another candidate
	4.4
	7.6
	9.2
	11.9
	9.5

	Against all
	0
	2.4
	7.1
	5.6
	9.0

	I damaged the ballot
	0
	0
	0.3
	1.0
	0.5

	I did not take part in voting
	29.2
	27.1
	34.5
	29.2
	30.8

	Refused to answer
	6.2
	7.1
	8.8
	6.9
	9.0

	NA
	6.2
	0.5
	3.7
	3.3
	3.2


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	 Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	For a candidate – supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	16.5
	32.0
	18.1
	50.4
	15.0

	For a candidate – opponent of 
A. Lukashenko
	10.7
	10.8
	8.5
	5.9
	11.3

	For another candidate
	10.1
	11.7
	8.5
	10.4
	12.5

	Against all
	6.4
	6.4
	14.9
	2.5
	5.0

	I damaged the ballot
	1.6
	0.2
	0
	0
	0

	I did not take part in voting
	42.7
	25.8
	37.2
	22.7
	50.0

	Refused to answer
	8.3
	10.1
	4.3
	5.9
	3.8

	NA
	3.7
	3.0
	8.5
	2.2
	2.4


Table 16.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	For a candidate – supporter of A. Lukashenko
	16.0
	41.3
	30.8
	34.5
	35.2
	24.3
	41.1

	For a candidate – opponent of A. Lukashenko
	3.8
	13.5
	13.8
	8.0
	17.6
	6.2
	4.3

	For another candidate
	19.5
	5.4
	5.8
	13.2
	5.5
	15.8
	8.2

	Against all
	6.3
	9.0
	5.4
	0.6
	10.1
	2.8
	5.2

	I damaged the ballot
	1.4
	0
	0
	0.6
	1.5
	0
	0

	I did not take part in voting
	51.6
	23.8
	28.1
	32.8
	12.6
	42.9
	21.6

	Refused to answer
	1.4
	2.2
	16.1
	6.3
	4.5
	7.9
	16.9

	NA
	0
	4.8
	0
	4.0
	13.1
	0.1
	2.7


Table 16.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For a candidate – supporter of 
A. Lukashenko
	16.0
	29.3
	28.1
	36.6
	42.1

	For a candidate – opponent of 
A. Lukashenko
	3.8
	9.0
	10.7
	14.9
	8.6

	For another candidate
	19.5
	12.0
	7.5
	7.3
	8.4

	Against all
	6.3
	3.8
	5.3
	11.4
	3.3

	I damaged the ballot
	1.4
	0
	1.4
	0
	0

	I did not take part in voting
	51.6
	21.4
	37.4
	21.1
	25.6

	Refused to answer
	1.4
	11.7
	6.4
	8.0
	10.4

	NA
	0
	12.8
	3.2
	0.7
	1.6


17. "Do you know the voting results of the election to Local Deputy Councils?"
Table 17.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	42.1
	12.7
	27.1
	35.6
	41.5
	46.4
	49.5
	47.8

	No
	51.1
	77.8
	67.1
	59.3
	50.2
	47.8
	43.9
	45.1

	DA/NA
	6.8
	9.5
	5.8
	5.1
	8.3
	5.8
	6.6
	7.1


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	38.9
	43.3
	38.3
	43.0
	50.9

	No
	53.1
	49.5
	54.5
	49.6
	44.5

	DA/NA
	8.0
	7.2
	7.2
	7.3
	4.6


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	39.9
	44.7
	20.4
	46.7
	36.7

	No
	52.9
	48.6
	72.0
	46.2
	59.5

	DA/NA
	7.2
	6.7
	7.6
	7.1
	3.8


Table 17.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	27.6
	50.2
	47.3
	53.4
	49.0
	39.3
	34.3

	No
	67.1
	48.4
	39.7
	43.1
	43.0
	48.3
	60.0

	DA/NA
	5.3
	1.4
	13.0
	3.5
	8.0
	12.4
	5.7


Table 17.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	27.6
	35.7
	44.6
	49.7
	49.6

	No
	67.1
	51.9
	50.7
	42.8
	45.1

	DA/NA
	5.3
	12.4
	4.7
	7.5
	5.3


18. "Was the candidate you had voted for elected deputy?"
Table 18.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	24.2
	4.8
	9.2
	16.3
	22.8
	22.8
	22.8
	35.4

	No
	17.0
	16.1
	23.4
	20.7
	15.8
	21.4
	16.4
	11.6

	DA/NA
	58.8
	79.1
	67.4
	63.0
	71.4
	55.9
	55.4
	52.9


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	29.5
	29.2
	21.2
	25.4
	22.3

	No
	8.9
	14.4
	17.6
	18.5
	20.0

	DA/NA
	61.6
	56.4
	41.2
	56.1
	57.7


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	15.2
	27.0
	5.4
	34.3
	17.7

	No
	19.5
	17.7
	21.5
	13.1
	15.2

	DA/NA
	65.3
	52.3
	73.1
	52.6
	67.1


Table 18.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	10.8
	26.0
	24.7
	36.6
	30.0
	21.9
	26.5

	No
	7.7
	18.8
	27.3
	16.6
	19.0
	15.1
	17.0

	DA/NA
	81.5
	55.2
	48.0
	46.8
	51.0
	63.0
	56.5


Table 18.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	10.8
	23.3
	25.0
	30.8
	29.2

	No
	7.7
	17.3
	15.7
	19.0
	23.1

	DA/NA
	81.5
	59.4
	59.3
	50.2
	47.7


19. "In your opinion, may the declared results of the Local Councils Deputies’ election be considered trustworthy?"
Table 19.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Yes
	52.6
	36.5
	39.7
	32.6
	47.8
	50.9
	60.5
	67.6

	No
	27.3
	31.7
	35.5
	49.6
	30.4
	26.0
	23.1
	17.0

	DA/NA
	20.1
	31.8
	24.8
	17.8
	21.8
	23.1
	16.4
	15.4


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Yes
	70.5
	60.8
	47.7
	50.9
	51.8

	No
	12.5
	21.1
	30.3
	29.1
	30.0

	DA/NA
	17.0
	18.1
	22.0
	20.0
	18.2


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Yes
	35.7
	55.5
	43.0
	68.6
	42.3

	No
	40.8
	24.8
	26.9
	16.8
	35.9

	DA/NA
	23.5
	19.7
	30.1
	14.6
	21.8


Table 19.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	46.3
	74.6
	38.4
	64.0
	36.3
	44.6
	64.8

	No
	36.9
	11.2
	41.1
	28.0
	26.9
	29.9
	15.2

	DA/NA
	16.8
	14.2
	20.5
	8.0
	36.8
	25.5
	20.0


Table 19.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	46.3
	40.2
	52.7
	58.5
	61.4

	No
	36.9
	26.3
	23.5
	23.2
	26.7

	DA/NA
	16.8
	33.5
	23.8
	18.3
	11.9


20. "What language do you mainly use in everyday communication?"
Table 20.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, years

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

	Belarusian
	2.1
	1.6
	0
	0
	1.7
	0.7
	1.5
	5.1

	Russian
	63.8
	71.4
	80.7
	82.2
	72.6
	69.7
	64.9
	38.8

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	12.1
	14.3
	12.1
	9.6
	11.7
	11.0
	12.4
	13.7

	Mixed ("trasyanka")
	21.8
	12.7
	7.1
	8.1
	14.0
	17.6
	21.1
	42.4

	Other
	0.1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.7
	0
	0

	NA
	0.1
	0
	0.1
	0.1
	0
	0.3
	0.1
	0


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (income-plete higher)

	Belarusian
	8.8
	3.3
	1.9
	1.3
	0

	Russian
	31.9
	51.9
	65.7
	67.3
	80.0

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	4.4
	14.3
	11.9
	12.4
	14.1

	Mixed ("trasyanka")
	54.9
	30.5
	20.3
	18.5
	5.9

	Other
	0
	0
	0
	0.5
	0

	NA
	0
	0
	0.2
	0
	0


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	Unemployed, housewives

	Belarusian
	0.8
	1.2
	1.1
	4.2
	5.1

	Russian
	82.1
	65.1
	78.5
	40.8
	69.2

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	10.7
	12.1
	10.8
	12.8
	16.7

	Mixed ("trasyanka")
	5.9
	21.5
	9.6
	42.2
	9.0

	Other
	0.3
	0.1
	0
	0
	0

	NA
	0.2
	0
	0
	0
	0


Table 20.4. Depending on place of residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Belarusian
	0
	0.9
	0.4
	12.0
	3.0
	0.6
	0.4

	Russian
	87.1
	44.2
	79.0
	53.1
	62.7
	54.8
	55.2

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	6.6
	9.4
	12.1
	21.1
	15.9
	7.3
	15.2

	Mixed ("trasyanka")
	6.3
	45.5
	8.5
	12.6
	17.9
	37.3
	29.1

	Other
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	0.5
	0
	0

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	0
	0
	0.1


Table 20.5. Depending on type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarusian
	0
	0.4
	1.4
	2.8
	4.6

	Russian
	87.1
	84.5
	74.7
	45.2
	38.8

	Both Russian and Belarusian
	6.6
	10.2
	11.0
	12.4
	18.0

	Mixed ("trasyanka")
	6.3
	4.9
	12.8
	39.0
	38.3

	Other
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	0

	NA
	0
	0
	0.1
	0
	0.3


OPEN FORUM
Regular readers of our Bulletin should remember the headline "State vs. Independent Research", under which five years ago we published the repression documents against IISEPS. Today, we have to renew this subject: "Open Forum" will disclose to the readers the evidence of the new wave of persecution of prof. O. Manaev, the founder of the Institute. One can’t but notice, that these "waves" surprisingly coincide with the major political campaigns, and first of all, the presidential election.

NEW WAVE OF REPRESSION AGAINST

INDEPENDENT RESEARCHES

STATEMENT

by Prof. O. Manaev

On June 1, 2010 the leadership of the Belarusian State University where I have worked (including student years) for 40 years, through the Dean of the School of Philosophy and Social Sciences, where I have worked as a Professor last 18 years, demanded me to write a self-resignation statement "by mutual agreement" without any explanations. I refused to do this because never violated either labor law or academic discipline, and have no reprimands. Besides, I have just one and a half year before my retirement. Next day I got another demand "to resolve this problem within ten days". As soon as my colleagues abroad got to know about this situation they initiated collecting signatures for the protest which was sent to the leadership of the BSU and the Presidential administration.

At last on June 18 I had a personal conversation with Rector Academician S. Ablameyko and Vice-Rector Prof. V. Klyunya. They said they "have nothing against my teaching or research works". The problem is of the other kind. "As an employee of the State University I must not take any actions going out the frames of the state politics". As an example of such actions they noted my contacts with different structures and leaders of the opposition, which "conduct anti-state politics". I tried to explain that as a professional sociologist studying Belarusian society I meet and discuss various problems with various people who represent both authorities and opposition. If someone is interested in my opinion I express it regardless of political views of persons whom I talk to. This is the very essence of my profession - in Belarus or any other country. Thus, during my work at the Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies (IISEPS) I published some books, dozens of research and media publications on the most important problems of Belarusian society, including critical analysis of both authorities and opposition actions. There are numerous examples of their use by different political forces. One of the last examples was mentioning of the IISEPS data in the April President's Address to the Belarusian people and the National Assembly.

However, these arguments did not convince the BSU leadership. They said "the issue of my resignation is not in the agenda at the moment" but I "have to follow the above frames". In fact, it means my further work at the University will depend on my political loyalty, and not so much at but out of the University. I appreciate my alma mater very much, and do my best for new generations of students have the same sentiments. But for sure I will never follow any ideological or political "frames", even for remaining my job, because it contradicts to my professional and civil duties.

I would also like to express my great appreciation to all foreign colleagues for their understanding and support to my activities. There are no doubts exactly their united voice at least delayed, if not terminated, a process of my resignation "by mutual agreement".

Minsk, June 20, 2010
PROTEST
On behalf of academics throughout the world, we the undersigned hereby strongly protest the continued unfair treatment and the threats made against Dr. Oleg Manaev, Professor at the Faculty of Philosophy and Social Sciences at the Belarusian State University.

A well-respected scholar in the international academic community, Dr. Manaev's work is in the spirit of the worldwide democratic movement that puts emphasis on civil, human, and individual rights. We know, however, that it is precisely because of this that Dr. Manaev has been the victim of official persecution for many years.

Dr. Manaev's long service to the Belarus State University and to the Republic of Belarus deserves respect and not censure, and we strongly urge both to recognize that academic freedom is sacrosanct in the civilized world.

We, the undersigned, find the plan to force our colleague, Dr. Manaev, to resign his faculty position or to be fired, because he remains true to universally recognized democratic and academic values, to be unconscionable, retrograde and unacceptable.

We, the undersigned, appeal to Academician Sergey Ablameyko, the Rector of the Belarus State University, to respect the academic freedom and the achievements of our colleague, Dr. Manaev, and ensure his continued employment. We call for the respect of academic freedom for all our colleagues in the Republic of Belarus.

We, the undersigned, appeal to President Alexander Lukashenko and his administration to cease pressuring the University to obtain Dr. Manaev's resignation or to fire him.

We, the undersigned, embrace all of our Belarus colleagues in the spirit of solidarity and look forward to scholarly collaborations with them, but we can only do so if academic freedom is recognized for all.
1. Dr. Andrey Alekseev, Institute of Sociology, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
2. Dr. Paul Ashdown, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
3. Dr. Rem Barantsev, St.-Petersburg University (Russia)
4. Dr. Benjamin Bates, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
5. Dr. Ralph Beliveau, University of Oklahoma (U.S.A.)
6. Dr. Maria Belousova, Independent researcher (Russia, U.S.A.)
7. Dr. Robert Beveridge, Edinburgh Napier University (UK)
8. Ms. Lisl Biggs-Davison, Center for Research into Post-Communist Economies (UK)
9. Dr. Hans Bohrmann, University of Dortmund (Germany)
10. Dr. Jerome Bourdon, Tel Aviv University (Israel)
11. Dr. Udo Branahl, University of Dortmund (Germany)
12. Dr. Andrzej Brzeski, University of California Davis (U.S.A.)
13. Dr. Seffen Burkhardt, University of Hamburg (Germany)
14. Dr. Nico Carpentier, European Communication Research and Education Association (Belgium)
15. Dr. Edward Caudill, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
16. Dr. Mihai Coman, University of Bucharest (Romania)
17. Dr. Farrel Corcoran, Dublin City University (Ireland)
18. Dr. Peter Dahlgren, Lund University (Sweden)
19. Dr. Henri-Jose Deulofeu, Universite Aix-Marseille I (France)
20. Dr. Sumedha Dhani, Maharshi Dayanand University, Rohtak (India)
21. Dr. Ainars Dimants, School of Business Administration, Turiba (Latvia)
22. Dr. Vilaly Dmitrieyvski, State Institute of Art (Russia)
23. Dr. Boris Doktorov, Independent Analyst (U.S.A.)
24. Dr. John D.H. Downing, Southern Illinois University (U.S.A.)
25. Dr. Boris Dubin, Levada-Center (Russia)
26. Dr. Claus Eurich, University of Dortmund (Germany)
27. Dr. Susanne Fengler, University of Dortmund (Germany)
28. Dr. Riadh Ferjani, University of Tunis - Manouba (Tunis)
29. Dr. Boris Firsov, Honorable Rector, European University, St. Petersburg (Russia)
30. Dr. Peter Gade, University of Oklahoma (U.S.A.)
31. Dr. Valentin Gefter, Intitute for Human Rights (Russia)
32. Dr. Tomasz Goban-Klas, Jagiellonian University (Poland)
33. Dr. Anna Gotlib, Samara State University (Russia)
34. Dr. Peter Gross, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
35. Dr. Oliver Hahn, University of Applied Sciences (Germany)
36. Dr. Daniele C. Hallin, University of California (U.S.A.)
37. Dr. Phillip Hanson, Royal Institute of International Affairs-Chatham House (UK)
38. Mr. Miklos Haraszti, (former) Office of Security and Cooperation in Europe Representative on Freedom of 
      the Media (Hungary)
39. Dr. Uwe Hasebrink, Hans Bredow Institute, Hamburg (Germany)
40. Dr. Michitaka Hattori, Institute for Russian & NIS Economic Studies (Japan)
41. Dr. Francois Heinderyckx, European Communication Research and Education Association (Belgium)
42. Dr. Jurgen Heinrich, University of Dortmund (Germany)
43. Dr. Elizabeth Hendrickson, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
44. Dr. John Hochheimer, Southern Illinois University (U.S.A.)
45. Dr. Svennik Hoyer, University of Oslo (Norway)
46. Dr. Pertti Hurme, University of Jyvaskyla (Finland)
47. Mr. Francois-Xavier Hutin, Ouest-France (France)
48. Dr. Vladimir Ilyin, St.-Petersburg State University (Russia)
49. Dr. Grigory Ioffe, Radford University (U.S.A.)
50. Dr. Per Jauert, Aarhus University (Denmark)
51. Dr. Karol Jakubowicz, (former) Chairman of the Intergovernmental Council of the Information for All Pro
      gramme of UNESCO (Poland)
52. Dr. Josiane Jouet, Institute Francaise de Presse (France)
53. Dr. Antoni Kaminski, Institute of Political Studies, Polish Academy of Sciences (Poland)
54. Dr. Richard Lance Keeble, University of Lincoln (UK)
55. Dr. Abdur Razzaque Khan, The University of Hong Kong (China)
56. Dr. Elizabeth Klaus, University of Salzburg (Austria)
57. Dr. Hans Kleinsteuber, University of Hamburg (Germany)
58. Dr. Beata Klimkiewicz, Jagiellonian University (Poland)
59. Dr. Igor Kon, Institute of Ethnology and Anthropology, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
60. Dr. Gerd Kopper, University of Dortmund (Germany)
61. Dr. Vladimir Kostyushev, State University - Higher School of Economics (Russia)
62. Dr. Dean Kruckeberg, University of North Carolina at Charlotte (U.S.A)
63. Dr. Epp Lauk, University of Jyvaskyla (Finland)
64. Dr. Marju Lauristin, University of Tartu (Estonia)
65. Dr. Roman Lenchovski, Kiev International Institute of Sociology (Ukraine)
66. Dr. Mark Littmann, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
67. Dr. Julia Loennendonker, University of Dortmund (Germany)
68. Dr. Catherine Luther, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
69. Dr. Klaus Maier, University of Dortmund (Germany)
70. Dr. Robin Mansell, London School of Economics (UK)
71. Dr. Tristan Mattelart, University of Paris (France)
72. Dr. Richard Maxwell, Queens College - City University of New York (U.S.A.)
73. Dr. Natalia Mazlumyanova, Institute of Sociology, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
74. Dr. Gianpietro Mazzolini, Universita degli Studi di Milano (Italy)
75. Dr. Dennis McQuail, University of Amsterdam (Netherlands)
76. Dr. Eileen R. Meehan, Southern Illinois University (U.S.A.)
77. Dr. Bernard Miege, Universite Stendhal - Grenoble (France)
78. Dr. Sabina Mihelj, Loughborough University (UK)
79. Dr. Toril Moi, Duke University (U.S.A.)
80. Dr. Peter Molnar, Central European University (Hungary)
81. Dr. Barbara Moore, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
82. Dr. Inka Salovaara Moring, University of Helsinki (Finland)
83. Dr. Tom Moring, University of Helsinki (Finland)
84. Dr. Alina Mungiu-Pippidi, Hertie School of Governance (Germany)
85. Dr. Yuly Nisnevich, State University - Higher School of Economics (Russia)
86. Dr. James Nixey, Royal Institute of International Affairs-Chatham House (UK)
87. Dr Andrzej Nowosad, Jagiellonian University (Poland)
88. Dr. Alexander Osipov, Institute of Sociology, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
89. Dr. Claudia Padovani, University of Padova (Italy)
90. Dr. David Paletz, Duke University (U.S.A.)
91. Mr. Gabriel M. Paletz, The Prague Film School (Czech Republic)
92. Dr. Michael Palmer, Universite de la Sorbonne Nouvelle (France)
93. Dr. Ingrid Paus-Hasebrink, University of Salzburg (Austria)
94. Dr. Anbarasan Perumal, Tezpur University (India)
95. Dr. Thomas Peterson, Institut fur Demoskopie Allensbach (Germany)
96. Dr. Horst Pottker, University of Dortmund (Germany)
97. Dr. Marc Raboy, McGill University (Canada)
98. Dr. Laura Ranca, Loughborough University (UK)
99. Dr. Kay Richardson, University of Liverpool (UK)
100. Dr. Alfred Sarno, University of Tampere (Finland)
101. Dr. Teresa Sasinska-Klas, Jagiellonian University (Poland)
102. Dr. Roland Schroeder, BiTS University of Applied Science (Germany)
103. Dr. Charles Self, University of Oklahoma (U.S.A.)
104. Dr. Hedwig de Smaele, Hogeschool - Universiteit Brussel (Belgium)
105. Dr. Krassen Stanchev, Institute for Market Economics (Bulgaria)
106. Dr. Jessica Thern Smith, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
107. Dr. Colin Sparks, University of Westminster (UK)
108. Dr. Slavko Splichal, University of Ljubljana (Slovenia)
109. Dr. James Stovall, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
110. Dr. Miklos Sukosd, University of Hong Kong (China)
111. Dr. Jakob Svensson, Karlstad University (Sweden)
112. Dr. Marie Claude Taranger, Universite Aix-Marseille I (France)
113. Dr. Dwight Teeter, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
114. Dr. Alexander Tikhonov, Institute of Sociology, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
115. Dr. Josef Trappel, University of Salzburg (Austria)
116. Dr. Mohammad Sahid Ullah, Chittagong University (Bangladesh)
117. Dr. Peeter Vihalemm, University of Tartu (Estonia)
118. Dr. Katrin Voltmer, University of Leeds (UK)
119. Dr. Viktor Voronkov, The Centre for Independent Social Research (Russia)
120. Dr. Dwayne Winseck, Carleton University (Canada)
121. Dr. Michael O. Wirth, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
122. Dr. Chistropher Wohlwend, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
123. Dr. Holger Wormer, University of Dortmund (Germany)
124. Dr. Vladimir Yadov, (former) Director, Institute of Sociology, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
125. Dr. Elena Zdravomyslova, European University, St.-Petersburg (Russia)
126. Dr. Michael Fitzgerald, University of Tennessee (U.S.A.)
127. Dr. Algirdas Degutis, Institute of Culture, Philosophy and Art (Lithuania)
128. Dr. Andrew Irvine, Maryville College (U.S.A.)
129. Dr. Viktor Sheinis, Institute for World Economics and International Relations, Russian Academy of Sciences 
        (Russia)
130. Dr. Annabelle Sreberny President of the International Association for Media and Communication Research 
        (UK)


IAMCR http://iamcr.org/news/637-manaev
ECREA http://www.ecrea.eu/news/article/id/91
Chronology of the state repressions against Prof. Manaev and
Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies (IISEPS)
1. March 2002 – letter from the President's Administration with demand "to remove from the rented space" in the state-run building on Moskovskaya St. 18, where IISEPS rented apartment during seven years

2. September 2003 – first Official warning to IISEPS from the Ministry of Justice "About inadmissibility of law violation" (for discrepancy of legal address to a factual one)

3. October 2004 – subpoena of IISEPS Director Prof. Manaev to Minister of Justice on the occasion of violating by the IISEPS the Law "On Public Associations"

4. November 2004 – second Official warning to IISEPS from the Ministry of Justice "About inadmissibility of law violation" (for refusal to present a filled copy of questionnaire of public opinion poll)

5. November 2004 – subpoena of Prof. Manaev to the General Prosecutor Office on the occasion of conducting exit polls during Constitutional referendum in October 2004

6. December 2004 – night KGB search at the IISEPS Office

7. January 2005 – lawsuit "IISEPS vs. Ministry of Justice" in the Supreme Court

8. April 2005 – liquidation of the IISEPS by the Supreme Court on the suit of the Ministry of Justice on the article 57 of the Civil Code

9. August 2005 – subpoena of Prof. Manaev to the Department of Mass Actions of the Minsk City Interior Ministry on the occasion of the IISEPS quarterly briefing at the Lithuanian Embassy

10. December 2005 – subpoena of Prof. Manaev to the General Prosecutor Office and handing of a first Official warning "About inadmissibility of law violation" (violation of the electoral legislations)

11. January 2006 – temporary suspension of the Belarusian Think Tanks Association activity on the suit of the Ministry of Justice on the article 25 of the Law "On Public Associations"

12. June 2006 – subpoena of Prof. Manaev to the General Prosecutor Office and handing of a second Official warning "About inadmissibility of law violation" (with threat to use a new Article 369-1 of the Criminal Code "Discrediting of the Republic of Belarus" stipulated imprisonment up to two years)

13. August 2006 – liquidation of the Belarusian Think Tanks Association by the Supreme Court on the suit of the Ministry of Justice on the article 57 of the Civil Code

14. April 2007 – subpoena of Prof. Manaev to the General Prosecutor Office on the occasion of organizing the National Conference "Belarus and "wider Europe", and followed publications in independent press

15. July 2008 – the State Control Committee's order to Prof. Manaev "within 5 days to present information about all incomes and property" for the last two years, and notification "that in case of misconduct of this order you will be charged according to the conditions of laws of the Republic of Belarus"

16. October 2009 – the State Tax Committee's order to Prof. Manaev "as a Chairman of the Belarusian Think Tanks to submit documents about activity of this Association including bookkeeping and tax records", despite BTT was shut down the Supreme Court on the suit of the Ministry of Justice in August 2006

17. May 2010 – the State Tax Committee's order to Prof. Manaev "to prove observance of Tax Law, and with this regard to submit all tax records since 2000"

18. June 2010 – leadership of the Belarusian State University (Rector Academician S. Ablameyko and Vice Rector Prof. V. Klyunya) following order from KGB and Administration made pressure on Prof. Manaev "within 10 days to submit a self-resignation statement" despite of 40 years of his service (including student years) for this institutions, and 1.5 years before his retirement

BOOKSHELF
Baichun A. 100 Faces of Unemployment / Illustrators U. Fiodarau, A. Haurylava. – Moscow: "The Publishing House "Renaissance", 2010. – 232 pp.

IISEPS long-term surveying shows that unemployment is one of the most vexed social problems, which proves to be a major reason of systematic stress for many people. For example, according to the opinion poll, unemployment together with price increase and impoverishment ranks among the first three pressing problems. Moreover, every third adult citizen in our country is afraid of losing work.
It stands to reason, unemployment exists in all countries and people suffer from it everywhere. However, in many countries the authorities do not sidestep the problem, on the contrary, they have been long and quite successfully fighting it, are constantly seeking and finding various ways to provide optimal employment for the population; and if for various reasons a person still can’t find a place of employment, they provide adequate support to make it easier for this person to overcome life problems, to cure of the stress, to restore one’s self-confidence, and, eventually, to find a suitable employment.

Upon gaining independence an unemployment control system was created and lawfully established in our country. Based on the experience of many foreign countries it was articulate enough and included all the necessary elements, literally pained by the civilization. Unfortunately, this system had a short-lived existence. Just the first steps of the president of the country, who has concentrated absolute power, caused disorganization of this system, disintegration of its elements, cancellation of autonomous financing. The responsibility for unemployment control was delegated from the top government level to local authorities concerned not with the problem solution, but rather with ‘neat’ reporting. As a result, the system stopped serving its goal, degraded and the problem of unemployment in the country regained it acuteness. The methods of registration of the unemployment level invented in the depths of the Belarusian bureaucracy have been demonstrating the country’s "achievements" concealing the real state of affairs. Could one be serious saying that the unemployment level in the country is below 1% of the economically active population, if even according to the imperfect data of the state authorities over a million and a half of able-bodied Belarusians have to look for work outside the country? At the insinuation of the country’s top leadership one can often hear that the unemployed are actually don’t want to work, that they are antisocial elements spoiling the overall picture of the country’s ‘welfare’ and ‘achievements’ of the Belarusian model of economic development.
For the sake of inviting attention of the community to this acute social problem, the campaign "Tell the Truth!" has decided to publish this collected volume. "100 Faces of Unemployment" is one hundred truthful stories of real people who have for one reason or another lost their job and are now trying to find work, but in vain. These are the people whom unemployment made "face" the problem of elementary survival. It stands to reason that the book’s authors had no problem finding personages, as there are not symbolic 100 of them, but many and many thousands.
There are indeed different people among the volume’s characters. Here one can meet the politicians S. Skrebets, V.Levonevsky, P. Nozdrya, the lawyers L. Svetik, S. Ponomarev, the journalists T. Polynskaya, A. Serdyukov, etc.. However, most of the stories feature ordinary citizens: teachers, physicians, entrepreneurs, salesmen, workers of various trades. And each hero has his or her own history of work loss, own difficulties in job search and own idiocrasy of life under present circumstances. But all of them have one common reason, which has led them to their problems in life – inability of the state under the ruling of an irremovable leader to provide normal living conditions, i.e. inability to fulfill its purpose.

It is noteworthy, that the volume is duly executed and illustrated. The system of headings seems especially successful. Each of five sections has a meaningful heading beginning with the prefix "ne" (English "un"): "Neschantsounyya" ("The Unlucky"), "Nestandrtnyya" ("The Unstandardized"), "Nyazruchnyya" ("The Undesirable"), "Nyavopytnyya" ("The Unexperienced"), and finally, "Nelayalnyya" ("The Unloyal"). And despite some "misclassification", under each heading there come the confessions of people most adequately fitting it. As regards images, the volume’s cover makes the strongest impact: an emphatic composition solution to present all the heroes at once and a fairly good colour scheme.

Among the volume’s drawbacks I’d mention the text bilingualism: whereas it is quite acceptable in the stories for the language of the heroes and authors, the mixture of languages in the cover text, headings and publisher’s remarks raises certain doubts. Even without that, the mixing of two sister languages has given rise to ugly calquing forms, an appalling illiteracy both in writing and in oral speech.
On the whole, it should be pointed out that the book despite its limited edition hit the nail on the head of the official propaganda. Hence, the authorities’ repressions in relation to the activists of the campaign "Tell the Truth!" took nobody by surprise.

Andrey Sokolov, Ph. D.
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( The trust index is calculated by dividing the difference value of the trusting and not trusting by the number of respondents





