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Dear readers!

In the regular issue of the "IISEPS News" analytical bulletin we offer to your attention materials representing the most interesting results of the Institute activity in the third quarter of 2010.

The way Belarusians "feel economically" has been getting more and more "contrasting" recently: the number of respondents who mark improvement of their financial standing, as well as its worsening is increasing. Dynamics of economic expectations look even more disturbing: if the number of those who expect improving of the socio-economic situation in Belarus within the next years remains almost on the same level, then the number of those who expect worsening has grown. It points to the fact that the faith of many people in the "Belarusian economic miracle", their confidence in the future is gradually growing weaker in spite of "the pre-election presents". The problem is not so much in the instability of the "economic feeling" (as feelings are changeable), but rather in the unsteadiness of the economic values it has an influence upon: for instance, the number of people who prefer market economy and work at private enterprises has noticeably decreased during the last years, although its growth had been observed since the middle of the 90s to the middle of the zero years.

The presidential election campaign which has started in Belarus makes actual the interest of Belarusians in politics – in politicians, as well as in political values. Over 35% of Belarusians consider that the personality cult of A. Lukashenko exists in Belarus, additional 28% think there is no personality cult so far; however, there are more and more prerequisites for it. At the same time, those who trust the president simultaneously approve of concentrating of virtually all power in his hands and see no cult in it. It confirms the fact that the authoritarian power in Belarus personified by "the father" possesses rather a wide social base.

Rating of the president has somewhat decreased during three months, and ratings of his opponents have grown. However, the "united" electoral body of the opposition politicians who have registered their initiative groups in the CEC is a lot behind the electoral body of their main opponent. The main motif of electoral preferences of Belarusians is as follows: "he possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country”. At that among those who are ready to vote today for A. Lukashenko this motif was mentioned by twice as many people than among all respondents put together. Already today 60% are saying they will participate in these elections, another quarter "will decide whether to participate in them or not depending on the political situation" (previous experience shows the majority of them will go to the elections), and only 11.4% mentioned they would not take part in them. In addition, readiness of president’s supporters and his opponents to participate in the elections differs greatly: if among those who are ready to vote for A. Lukashenko 78.5% are going to take part in them, then among those who are ready to vote for, e.g. G. Kostusev – only 44.7%.

The gaining strength conflict between the Belarusian and Russian leadership embodied in the NTV series "The Godfather" obviously became the most appreciable summer event. The authorities called it "the absolute lie" and "dirt" and the opposition, on the contrary – the truth signifying "the forthcoming end of the last dictatorship in Europe". The data of the poll confirm the opinion of neither of the parties: every second person knows about the movies, almost every third person watched them, almost every fourth considers them the truth, and only every tenth respondent has changed his opinion for the worse. However, this conflict and the anti-Russian rhetoric of the authorities and of mass propaganda provoked by it had a certain influence upon geopolitical attitudes of Belarusians. Thus, the number of those who are ready to vote "for" at a hypothetical referendum on Belarus joining the European Union has notably increased. Nevertheless, growth of pro-European attitudes, just as it has been the case before, does not lead to a "mirror like" decrease in the pro-Russian ones. The fact, perhaps, can be explained by the following: attitude to Russia of the majority of modern Belarusians is an underlying part of their psychology and culture and thus is not so much prone to the influence of on-line information. It also means that dynamics of attitudes of Belarusians can change while the conflict between Minsk and Moscow is being solved.

The stable character of underlying social structures and values of the Belarusian society, which perhaps determines the inertness and even "resistibility" to changes and innovations, is especially evident in the everyday life. However, if globalization processes inevitably open the world for Belarusians, "water down" their traditions and habits, then life in an authoritarian state, on the contrary, reinforces and sometimes even enhances their natural conservatism. The extremely low level of such a basic socio-psychological characteristic as trust, not the political or socio-economic attitudes of Belarusians, has become the most startling result of the given opinion poll. The question: "Is it possible to trust the majority of people or is it necessary to be very careful in relations with them?" was answered in the affirmative only by 23.6% of respondents, and 72.2% considered that "it is necessary to be very careful in relations with people".

As usual, for those who are interested in our figures more than in assessments, we offer an opportunity to analyze on their own the results of the researches in the form of direct calculation in the frame of the main socio-demographic characteristics.

This time the "Open Forum" has been given to the famous Belarusian poet and leader of the civic initiative "Tell the truth!" V. Neklyaev, who is not only taking an active part in the presidential campaign which has just commenced, but is also seriously thinking about what is going to happen to our motherland and to us after the elections.

In our "Bookshelf" rubric K. Skuratovich, Ph. D., presents to the readers a unique book of the Belarusian writer of political essays A. Tomkovich "Destinies" in which the readers are going to find unknown aspects about the lives of fifty public figures well-known in Belarus.
IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS
In September of 2010 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.527 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.

SEPTEMBER – 2010

Presidential campaign-2010: the electoral landscape
Presidential election campaign of 2010 has started: initiative groups of 16 contenders, a half of which are staunch opponents of A. Lukashenko, are gathering signatures around the country. More and more articles describing and analyzing various aspects of this most important political process – financial and cadre resources of candidates, their programs and mutual relations, connections in the West and in the East, work biographies, characters and private life – appear in non-government mass media with every passing week. Frequent customers of the BY-net can look at the interior of their apartments, members of their families and even at their pets. Various forecasts which take into account everything – from funding sources to charisma – are being made on these grounds.

However, Belarusian electorate somehow "got lost" behind all this diversity or turned into a scarcely distinguishable "background" or "landscape". It is actually present only in virtual reality, and virtually – in reality: several hundreds of the most active forum users, bloggers and the Live Journal (LJ) frequenters already have their favorite, who easily "steal thunder" from the incumbent (so far) president with a breakaway equaling 13 times! The elections results are in fact determined. The only thing that remains is to bring them to the notice of "the world public", which is exactly being done at diplomatic receptions and in the interviews to foreign mass media. It strikingly reminds actions of the "experts at their trade" on the part of the authorities for whom the seven-million-strong Belarusian electorate is the same "landscape" on which the real policy is being pursued and real business is being done with the only difference that they are being pursued and done not at forums, blogs and the LJ, but rather in large offices and lobbies with carpet runners.

It turns out that no one needs the real electorate (which at times gets under everybody’s feet). What is going on in reality? Let us try to sort it out referring to the results of the opinion poll and return the voice of the people to the people themselves.
During three months the rating of the president has somewhat decreased (4.6 percentage points according to the close-ended question, and 6.6 points – to the open-ended one), and ratings of his opponents have grown (Tables 1-2). The biggest growth has occurred by V. Neklyaev (from 1.6% to 5.1%).
It is necessary to emphasize at once that one should give unconditional preference to the close-ended rating comparing the open-ended and the close-ended ones as candidates’ surnames are inherently present in the ballot papers and electors do not have to strain their memory as it happens during answering open-ended questions. Therefore "assessments and forecasts" of well-known politicians, analysts and journalists made recently according to the results of the Baltic Survey opinion poll were in substance political demagogy: they unanimously cited the comfortable for them figure of 33% according to the open-ended rating and also unanimously kept silent about the uncomfortable 44% of the closed-ended one.
These data indicate many things. An analysis shows that the "united" electoral body of eight opposition politicians who have registered their initiative groups in the CEC (i.e. those who are ready to vote today for Y. Glushakov, G. Kostusev, A. Mikhalevich, V. Neklyaev, Y. Romanchuk, V. Rymashevski, A. Sannikov or N. Statkevich) constitutes 20.2%. If we add to this the number of those ready to vote for all opposition politicians who have announced (or hinted at) their presidential ambitions and who are included into the interview form (S. Kalyakin, A. Kozulin, A. Milinkevich, Z. Poznyak, V. Frolov and A. Yaroshuk) we will get 26.9% and taking into account the electoral body of S. Gaidukevich (do not confuse the electoral body with the party members!) – 30.6%. As it follows from the aforesaid, the total number of the opposition electorate has not changed for the last decade and as before constitutes approximately 30%, i.e. about two million voters. For some people it is too few, for others – too many, but obviously these are not 100-150 thousand which "might support the opposition at the elections" according to A. Lukashenko’s recent statement.

	Table 1

	Ratings of possible presidential contenders and their supporters’ readiness to participating 
in presidential election*, %


	Possible 
candidates
	"Whom are you ready to vote for at the presidential elections, and whom won’t you vote for under any 
circumstances?"
	"Do you intend to participate in the forthcoming presidential election?"

	
	I am ready to vote
	I will not vote
	I intend to participate

(60.0)
	I will make a decision depending on the 
political situation (25.6)
	I will not participate

(11.4)

	S. Gaidukevich
	9.2
	61.1
	65.7
	26.4
	6.4

	Y. Glushakov
	1.0
	58.6
	60.0
	26.7
	6.7

	A. Kozulin
	8.8
	56.2
	44.4
	48.9
	3.0

	G. Kostusev
	2.5
	56.4
	44.7
	44.7
	7.9

	A. Lukashenko
	43.6
	33.7
	78.5
	16.1
	3.5

	A. Milinkevich
	12.1
	54.1
	57.8
	36.2
	3.2

	A. Mikhalevich
	2.3
	55.9
	60.0
	34.3
	5.7

	V. Neklyaev
	5.1
	54.3
	51.9
	43.0
	1.3

	Y. Romahchuk
	2.6
	54.9
	61.5
	33.3
	2.6

	V. Rymashevski
	1.0
	56.5
	81.3
	12.5
	6.3

	A. Sannikov
	3.0
	57.0
	52.2
	39.1
	2.2

	N.Statkevich
	2.8
	56.4
	54.8
	35.7
	7.7

	* The table is read across. The data according to the whole sample are given in brackets


	Table 2

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If presidential elections were being held in Belarus tomorrow, whom would you vote for?" (open question)


	Variant of answer
	%

	A. Lukashenko
	39.0

	A. Milinkevich
	6.2

	S. Sidorsky
	4.4

	A. Kozulin
	4.2

	S. Gaidukevich
	2.3

	Z. Poznyak
	1.2

	V. Neklyaev
	1.1

	Another politician (15 surnames, less than 1% each)
	4.4

	A different answer
	5.2

	DA/NA
	32.0


It is also obvious that the "united" electorate of the eight opposition politicians, who have registered their initiative groups, is a lot behind the electoral body of their main opponent: 20.2% vs. 43.6% (the electorate of those who will not vote for these politicians under any circumstances makes up 68.6% and for A. Lukashenko – 33.7%). At the same time, the recent statement of A. Lukashenko ("I would like two thirds to vote for me – it is the constitutional majority and simultaneously an expression of the highest trust, somewhere between 70 and 75%") does not correspond to the present situation and overstates the real figures by more than 20%, i.e. by one and a half million people.

The main motif of electoral preferences of Belarusians is as follows: "he possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country" and "he expresses the interests of such people as me" (Table 3). At that, if among those who are ready to vote today for A. Lukashenko the first motif was noted by 52.3% and the second – by 39.1% of respondents, then among those who are ready to vote for any of the eight opposition politicians – 10.9% and 27.6%.
The question about readiness of voters to take part in the elections deserves special attention. As it can be seen from the data of Table 1, already today 60% are saying they will participate in them, other 25.6% will decide whether to participate in them or not "depending on the political situation" (previous experience shows the majority of them will go to the elections), and only 11.4% have declared they will not take part in them.

The majority of politicians, analysts and journalists use in their "layouts" direct figures of the opinion polls. For instance, if the president’s rating makes up 39% or even 43.6%, a resolute forecast about "the second round" is made. In truth it is a completely incorrect conclusion. First of all, one should count not of the general number of electors, but of the number of those who have really voted. It signifies that if, for example, attendance equals 75%, then the rating of 43.6% means 58.1% of those who have voted "for". Under such attendance the victory of the incumbent president would be ensured in the first round, if the elections took place tomorrow. That is why the attendance question becomes very important for a forecast. Secondly, opposition leaders and activists calling for a boycott of the elections (and even some of them who are gathering signatures today declared they would do it in case of registration refusal) are "preparing a pitfall for themselves". These tactics can be successful only under one condition – if less than a half of respondents come to the polling stations. However, all opinion polls without exception before all presidential elections in Belarus did not show readiness of electors lower than 60% even several months before the elections. Moreover, the simplest calculation shows that the fewer electors come to the polling stations, the larger percent the president will receive. Thus, under the appearance equaling 65%, the rating of 43.6% turns into 67% of those who vote "for", whereas under the appearance of 85% – only 51.3%. Besides, the president’s electorate usually goes to the elections "row upon rows", and his opponents’ electoral body intrinsically hesitates between voting and a boycott. E.g., if among those who are ready to vote for A. Lukashenko 78.5% are going to participate in the elections, then among those who are ready to vote, for instance, for V. Neklyaev, there are only 51.9% of such people, for G. Kostusev – 44.7%. On the whole, among those who declare already today that they will take part in the elections, 51.7% are ready to vote for A. Lukashenko, and for all his opponents put together – less than 2%. Therefore any talks about a boycott of the presidential elections in Belarusian reality are not only disputable, but simply insane tactics which guarantee the opposition an overwhelming defeat at the elections, as well as the loss of authority for a long time after them.

	Table 3

	Distribution of answers to the question: (If at least one of the politicians has been named) "Why are you ready to vote for this politician?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	He possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country
	23.6

	He expresses the interests of such people as me
	22.8

	I have liked this politicians for a long time
	17.1

	The majority of my acquaintances are inclined to support him
	8.5

	Other
	5.3

	DA/NA
	12.9


	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What kind of person should the future president 
of Belarus be?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	43.2

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	38.2

	It does not matter
	17.6

	DA/NA
	1.0

	

	A supporter of further rapprochement with the European Union
	39.1

	A supporter of further integration with Russia
	24.8

	It does not matter
	34.6

	DA/NA
	1.5

	

	A supporter of market economy
	58.8

	A supporter of planned economy
	14.6

	It does not matter
	25.5

	DA/NA
	1.1

	

	A supporter of powers separation
	43.5

	A supporter of presidential power consolidation
	29.6

	It does not matter
	25.0

	DA/NA
	1.9


The split of the Belarusian society according to political values, which analysts of the IISEPS have been writing about for over 13 years already, is also observed according to how people see the future president of Belarus (Table 4).
However, in spite of a rather democratic character of these expectations, it is going to be difficult for opposition candidates to "try them on". First of all, due to the fact that 53.3% of respondents have no information about candidates and consider TV (25%), access to which is strictly controlled by the authorities, the main source of obtaining it (the Internet – 10%). Secondly, there are also adherents of these values among those who are going to vote for the incumbent president: almost 10% of them are sure that he is able to cardinally change the present policy, 14% consider him a supporter of powers separation, 15.6% – of rapprochement with the European Union, 41.3% – of market economy. And vice versa, among those who are ready to vote for an opposition candidate, 17.6% are supporters of presidential power consolidation, 15.6% – of the present-day policy continuation, 11.4% – of further integration with Russia. Thirdly, as it has been already mentioned above, the president’s electorate usually goes to the elections "row upon rows" as opposed to the electoral body of his opponents. Thus, among the 60% of those who are announcing their participation in the elections already today, 50.9% are going to vote for a supporter of the present-day policy continuation (for a supporter of the policy cardinal change – 34%), and among the 11.4% of those who have declared their nonparticipation in the elections, the ratio of these figures is 12.1% vs. 59.2%. In the first group 32.8% support an advocate of further integration with Russia (a supporter of rapprochement with the European Union – 34.1%), in the second group the ratio of these figures is 11.5% vs. 46.6%. In the first group 38.4% support an adherent of presidential power consolidation (37.2% come out for a supporter of powers separation), and in the second one the ration of these figures is 11.5% vs. 51.7%. It is obvious that a considerable share of the democratic electorate has already "copped out". Fourthly, party identification of some candidates can "scare away" even supporters of democratic values, since less than 15% of re spondents trust the opposition political parties, and 60% do not trust them.

In the context of all the peculiarities of the Belarusian "electoral landscape", consolidation of the potential electorate becomes almost the main success factor of democratic forces. As it follows from Table 1 opposition contenders’ ratings are small so far, but theoretically they can grow up to nearly 30%. A similar precedent has already happened before: during half a year – from the middle of September, 2005 to the middle of March, 2006 A. Milinkevich’s rating grew from 2% to 20%. The problem is that the aforementioned "united electorate" equaling 26.9% is composed of the electors ready to vote for a democratic candidate in this or that combination: someone only for a single candidate, and someone – for several of them. There are less than 2% of those who are ready to give their votes to any out of a dozen of the opposition candidates. It means that consolidation of candidates themselves is a precondition for possible consolidation of electorates. A. Milinkevich’s rating grew 10 times before the previous presidential elections exactly due to the fact that he had become the only candidate in the eyes of the majority of the democratic electorate. Unsuccessful experience of determining a "single" candidate in 2010 has already become the talk of the town; as a result even the 20.2% potential of the gathering signatures "democratic group of eight" is divided into "small portions" from 1% to 5.1%. Are they able to unite around one of them in case he manages to collect the necessary number of signatures? In the opinion of the majority of experts, there are virtually no chances of it. Support of the above mentioned politicians who did not go to the elections on account of various reasons, especially of A. Milinkevich and A. Kozulin, whose "united rating" constitutes 8.8% can give additional rating percentage. Whoever becomes the leader among democrats in the process of collecting signatures, he might fight for the "Spanish Succession" ("the War of the Spanish Succession" was the most sanguinary one in Europe at the beginning of the XVIII century). At the moment A. Milinkevich is in G. Kostusev’s team. However, will he be able to call upon his supporters to vote for V. Neklyaev or Y. Romanchuk in case the candidate of the BPF "withdraws from the race"? Why has not A. Kozulin supported anyone openly? These questions are rhetorical. In addition, it may not be true that even if all the opposition leaders call upon their adherents to support "the single" candidate, the appeal will be heard and supported. First of all, they do not have any direct and effective communication with their supporters. Secondly, even if the appeal reaches the supporters, hardly all of them will follow it. Consolidation of politicians is not yet consolidation of their electorates; however, it could undoubtedly influence their potential supporters.

Many people would say: if the rating equaling 20-25% is the upper limit even in the best case, what is the point in fighting for it – it yields the rating of the main contender two times anyway? In reality there is a lot of sense in it: a candidate who receives a million and a half votes even if it is not according to the data of the CEC (information in Belarus spreads quickly), will get the "trust mandate" which might become an extremely important condition of a new and possibly quite real and not virtual game in the impetuously changing geopolitical situation after the elections.
Pre-election multi-directivity of indices

Such contradictory changes of social indices, as the ones registered in the course of the September opinion poll of 2010, have never occurred during the zero years. While the index of financial standing (IFS) did not virtually change, the expectation index (EI) went down from 11.1 percentage points to 5.9 percentage points, and the index of policy correctness (PCI) grew from 15.9 to 19.4 (Tables 5-7). In addition, when respondents were assessing changes in their financial standing for the last three months and prospects of development of the socio-economic situation in Belarus for the coming year, polarization of opinions took place: i.e., positive and negative assessments increased simultaneously. The mentioned anarchy is a direct consequence of the contradictory signals which have been bombarding the public opinion for the last three months. First of all, the flywheel of the presidential election campaign has begun to work: pensions in the country have been raised since August, 1 and since September, 1 before the very beginning of the poll – standard salaries for certain categories of employees of government-financed organizations. However, a price rise for the basic foodstuffs has started simultaneously. Inflation is perhaps the only macro-indicator which the population can directly sense. One should not disregard the Belarusian-Russian war either, which got a second wind after two “Molotov cocktails” had been thrown over the fence of the Russian embassy in Minsk.

	Table 5

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How has your personal financial 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
	09'10

	It has improved
	21.0
	17.4
	9.4
	1.9
	5.5
	10.9
	7.3
	9.3
	13.9
	18.7

	It has not changed
	64.7
	59.0
	55.4
	31.0
	56.9
	47.9
	65.7
	59.8
	65.1
	56.7

	It has become worse
	12.8
	21.9
	33.8
	63.8
	36.5
	36.9
	26.0
	29.8
	19.7
	23.6

	IFS*
	8.2
	–4.5
	–21.4
	–61.9
	–31.1
	–26.0
	–18.7
	–20.5
	–5.8
	–4.9

	* Index of financial standing (the difference of positive and negative answers)


	Table 6

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


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

	It is going to improve
	42.5
	34.0
	14.2
	13.7
	28.3
	33.0
	34.7
	29.3
	24.7
	25.5

	It is not going to change
	37.7
	40.8
	35.2
	30.5
	38.0
	34.9
	37.3
	46.0
	52.9
	43.9

	It is going to become worse
	10.7
	18.2
	38.2
	45.9
	25.4
	20.8
	15.7
	18.8
	13.6
	19.6

	EI*
	31.8
	15.8
	–24.0
	–32.2
	2.9
	12.2
	19.0
	10.5
	11.1
	5.9

	* Expectation index


	Table 7

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


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

	In the right direction
	56.9
	53.4
	45.3
	40.0
	47.9
	53.3
	47.2
	49.5
	49.5
	51.1

	In the wrong direction
	31.0
	30.0
	34.0
	34.9
	33.6
	31.0
	32.0
	35.6
	33.6
	31.7

	DA/NA
	12.1
	16.6
	20.7
	25.1
	18.5
	15.7
	20.8
	14.9
	16.9
	17.2

	PCI*
	25.9
	23.4
	11.3
	5.1
	14.4
	22.3
	15.2
	13.9
	15.9
	19.4

	* Policy correctness index


A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating has visibly decreased in spite of the generous social payments and the doubled activity of his staff PR-experts: in June – 45.6%, in September – 39%. What was the cause of it? At first sight the decisive contribution was made by the TV series "The Godfather": 10% of respondents indicated that having watched the film they began to treat its main character worse.

However, as it has been already mentioned above, the PCI increased in September (Table 7). It gives us ground to maintain that A. Lukashenko has personally won the public confrontation with Russia; that the policy pursued by him is supported by the majority of Belarusians, although the anxiety concerning people’s future has increased. Quite possibly, the price rise acted as the main "person" responsible for the rating decline. The rating statistics of the end of 2007, when in November and December the price for sunflower oil doubled, also speak well for it. Compare the following: September – 44.9%, December – 39.9%. Neither "wars", nor series with the proper contents were registered at that time.
The data of Table 8 let us estimate the contribution of various socio-demographic groups into polarization of the financial standing changes assessment for the last three months. As it was to be expected, after the August pensions rise the main addition of positive assessments was made by respondents aged 60 and over (+10.1 points). Virtually no increase in negative assessments occurred in this group either. It became possible at the expense of reduction in the share of those whose financial standing did not change.

	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How has your personal financial standing changed for the last three months?" depending on gender, age, education and trust in the president*, %


	Characteristic
	It has improved
	It has become worse

	
	06'10 
	09'10 
	06'10 
	09'10 

	Gender:

	Male
	15.3
	17.5
	21.5
	25.8

	Female
	12.7
	19.7
	18.1
	21.6

	Age:

	18-29
	11.5
	18.7
	21.8
	25.3

	30-39
	12.4
	14.1
	27.2
	29.1

	40-49
	9.7
	12.3
	22.5
	30.0

	50-59
	15.4
	14.6
	15.4
	21.1

	60 and older
	19.5
	29.6
	12.2
	13.9

	Education:

	Primary
	22.1
	29.7
	10.6
	15.6

	Incomplete secondary
	12.4
	28.9
	16.7
	15.3

	Secondary
	12.6
	17.2
	21.9
	24.4

	Vocational
	14.4
	13.7
	20.3
	26.0

	Higher
	14.1
	20.1
	20.0
	26.0

	Trust in the president:

	Trust 
	18.8
	28.3
	13.2
	12.8

	Do not trust
	6.2
	7.8
	30.2
	37.6

	* The table is read across 


The age group of 40-49 year-olds made the largest contribution into the growth of negative assessments. The share of pensioners in this group is insignificant; however the opportunities for one’s career advancement are almost exhausted. Hence the heightened sensitiveness towards negative information follows. On the other hand, pensioners made the decisive contribution into the growth of positive assessments among those respondents who trust A. Lukashenko. It has to be admitted that his policy of targeted support of electoral groups proves to be quite efficient. Among the "trusting" ones the share of those whose financial standing became worse did not increase (to be more exact, of those who sense the worsening of their financial standing).

As for polarization of the EI, the main contribution into the increase of negative expectations was made by the respondents who do not trust the head of state: 25.7% – in June and 36.6% – in September. The apocalyptical vision of one’s future is not peculiar to their political opponents: 6.8% – in June and 7.4% – in September. Reacting to informational wars is the lot of educated people. Among the possessors of university diplomas the share of respondents who agree that the socio-economic situation in Belarus is going to become worse within the next year has grown by 12.7 points for the last three months: from 12.8% to 25.5% (with the average growth of the mentioned indicator equaling 6 percentage points).

Summing up let us mention that in spite of eventfulness (including the negative events, too) no disastrous decline of social indices has occurred for the last three months. The general social background is of course not so propitious for the authorities if we compare it with the one of 2006 (no one has abolished the world financial and economic crisis), however it is better than in 2001. There are sufficient material resources in the state "corn bins" to support social stability during the time left before the elections; and as far as the prospects for the forthcoming five years are concerned, the respondents will be told about them at the fourth All-Belarusian Assembly.

The problem of Buridan’s ass
In 1997 a fourth of Belarusians preferred planned economy (Table 9), and there were considerably more supporters of market economy – 69%. 13 years have passed. The share of "planners" has visibly decreased (from 25.7% to 15.7%); however, the numbers of market economy advocates have not grown. This became possible at the expense of an increase in the share of those who found it difficult to answer: from 2.3% in 1997 to 12.8% in 2010. Growth in the number of respondents who found it difficult to answer during such a considerable period of time is a unique phenomenon. The farther the Belarusian society moves away from the "hard 90s", the smaller the percent in the column "DA" when respondents answer economic questions, as well as the ones connected with the assessment of political events, is.
	Table 9

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What would you prefer for Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	11'97
	10'00
	04'02
	06'04
	06'06 
	09'07 
	10'08 
	09'09 
	09'10 

	Market economy 
	69.0
	68.5
	61.8
	62.2
	63.6
	62.1
	61.2
	65.7
	67.2

	– with insignificant state control
	32.8
	40.4
	40.5
	43.6
	34.8
	37.9
	39.2
	41.3
	36.4

	– with strong state control
	36.2
	28.1
	21.3
	18.6
	28.8
	24.2
	22.0
	24.4
	30.8

	Planned economy
	25.7
	27.0
	18.3
	15.3
	13.2
	18.5
	14.0
	13.4
	15.7


Where is the source of the anomaly? Perhaps, it should be looked for in the public appearances of the head of Belarusian state. Let us refer, as they say – hot on the heels, to the report at the VI congress of Belarus Trade Unions Federation. Here is a typical example of state paternalism: "If we talk about employment, then, frankly speaking, with the modern technological level we might not need so many employees at Minsk Automobile Plant, Belarus Automobile Plant, the tractor plant, "Horizont" and at a number of other plants. However, the question of employment ensuring and social security of our citizens has always been the corner-stone for us; always – whether it was flourishing or recession of economy". After such a decisive "always", what is the point in preferring market economy with insignificant state regulation in addition? The need for safety is among the fundamental ones; therefore when the state is "strong" and there is its invariable "fellow traveler" – centralized planning, there is less risk.
However, let us continue quoting: "That is, if you have produced something, paid taxes and other compulsory payments and you have money, then share it and live. If someone experiences difficulties, we will help him, of course. But we will not bear anyone on our shoulders. Well, I would bear as long as there is such a possibility. However, I am bearing them at the expense of other enterprises. Is it fair? No, it isn’t. That is why we will give you the full authority to be in charge of all this. The norms and the order will be established, even for the state enterprises. Work. And be answerable to your work collectives".

Finishing the quotation, let us cite the words which are able to completely confuse an average citizen: "The task is simple, earthly and clear to everybody. One should not trace out any market reforms, build market relations. Everything is simple: there is something to sell, there are people who want to buy it for big money – we are going to be rich".

The question about economic preferences is quite complicated for the public opinion, so let us refer to the answers to its down-to-earth analogue (Table 10). In this case, too, the same anomaly is being observed, even if it is not so distinctly expressed: 13 years ago 6.3% of respondents found it difficult to answer, today – 9%. The public opinion, just as Buridan’s ass, is not able to make a final choice. However, in its indecision it is simply copying the authorities, which, just like the cat in the famous proverb, would eat fish – increase economy efficiency, and would not wet her feet – lose control over it. It is necessary to remember that the "Belarusian economic model" is able to exist only on conditions that power and ownership are not divided. If these Siamese twins are divided, the majority of authorities’ representatives including the first person will find themselves on the sidelines. Hence the problem described already in the XIV century by the philosopher J. Buridan follows.
	Table 10

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which enterprise would you like to work at?", %


	Variant of answer
	11'97
	10'00
	06'04
	06'06 
	09'07 
	10'08
	09'09 
	09'10 

	At a state enterprise 
	53.5
	47.9
	41.2
	52.0
	47.9
	44.9
	44.1
	42.6

	At a private enterprise
	35.7
	50.3
	47.5
	33.0
	39.3
	33.1
	28.0
	32.9


Let us return to Table 10. In 1996 and 2006 more than a half of respondents preferred to work at state enterprises. In 1997 on the tide of the restoration growth the GDP increased by 11%. The first president kept his word – he launched the plants (the state ones). The year of 2006 was the year of the third presidential elections and simultaneously the year of maximum Russian subsidies, which were generously redistributed among state enterprises, and that could not but tell on their employees’ wages growth rates. The difference between the first and the second line constituted 19% in June, 2006 and in September, 2010 – 9.7%. It is difficult to say how exactly it will look in a year; however, its decrease can be regarded as an indicator warning against the crisis of "the Belarusian economic model" (in November, 2000 the difference was negative).

As it follows from Table 11, women give preference to state enterprises more often than men. Belarusian women are not an exception to this rule, either. One feels in greater safety under the "roof" of the state. It is especially important for those who have to combine work "at the machine sit" with work "at the kitchen range". The young prefer to work at private enterprises, but the preferences change with age. It is especially marked in the preretirement group (50-59 years old). The mentioned trend comes to an end in the group of those who are over 60 years of age. However, it does not mean that respondents of the older age group prefer private enterprises. The variant "a different answer" is omitted in Tables 10-11. If in September, 2010 it was marked on the whole by 15.5% of respondents, then in the older age group – by 28.5%. To all appearances, "a different answer" means working at dachas and on homestead land.
	Table 11

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What enterprise would you like to work at?" depending on gender, age, education and trust in the president*, %


	Characteristics
	At a state enterprise
	At a private enterprise

	Gender:

	Male
	36.0
	40.2

	Female
	48.4
	26.5

	Age:

	18-29
	33.7
	42.5

	30-39
	39.1
	41.4

	40-49
	46.7
	35.0

	50-59
	54.8
	31.2

	60 and older
	43.7
	13.6

	Education:

	Primary
	56.3
	9.4

	Incomplete secondary
	38.6
	15.9

	Secondary
	37.5
	38.1

	Vocational
	46.7
	33.2

	Higher
	46.7
	38.8

	Trust in the president:

	Trust 
	57.1
	21.1

	Do not trust
	24.3
	48.5

	* The table is read across


As for education, its level does not considerably influence the choice between a state and a private enterprise, if we exclude those whose education is limited to primary school. These are generally elderly women who live in the countryside. 25% of respondents with primary and 25% with incomplete secondary education when answering the question of Tables 10-11 in September, 2010 chose "a different answer".

Employees of state enterprises along with pensioners constitute the main electoral body of the head of state. In many respects due to this reason, too, the structure of ownership in Belarus has not changed for many years already. It is not only easier to redistribute the resources through state enterprises, but also to control political preferences of their employees. That is why one should not count upon "the avalanchine privatization" within the next five years.

Between the dictator and the father

The desire of the first Belarusian president to extend his term of office yet again lets us put a question about the personality cult of the "only Belarusian political figure" formed in the country. Within the bounds of the political system which has appeared out of the debris of its Soviet predecessor such statement of the question should not surprise. The principal of separation of powers was declared in the USSR, but was never observed in practice. In the name of Secretary General of the Central Committee  of  the  Communist  Party of the Soviet Union regardless of the person, the state of workers and peasants always had an authoritative mono-subject who used to declare a return to "Lenin standards of joint leadership" only during a short period of time after his assignment. Later he would begin forming his own personal cult. And it was not his private whim. Consolidation of power in the same hands answered the historical nature of the centralized state.

Here is a fresh example. Notwithstanding article 61 of the Electoral Code, A. Lukashenko passed the documents for registration of the initiative group to the Central Election Committee not personally, but through an authorized representative. It is not difficult to understand the mentioned violation within the model of an authoritative mono-subject. A personal visit of the head of state to the CEC would mean that he is equalized in rights with other presidential contenders, i.e. he has to act "just as everybody else". He could not have performed such a thoughtless action, of course; that is why he deliberately violated the law, having emphasized thereby the distance between himself and other candidates. By the same reason A. Lukashenko will never consent to pre-election debates. And the point is not in his fear to lose the debates, although it is also the case. Public debates presuppose equality of participants and therefore officially confirm presence of different opinions. How can one aspire to the title of the "only politician" after that?!

In September over a third of respondents (35.4%) answered the question "Does the personality cult of president A. Lukashenko exist in Belarus, in your opinion?" in the affirmative. Additional 28% consider  that  there  is  no  personality cult so far; however, there are more and more prerequisites for it. 24.7% did not notice any signs of the personality cult, and 11.9% found it difficult to answer. If we compare the cited results with the Russian ones (the Levada-center), then the personality cult of the Belarusian "father" will prove to be mightier than the one of Putin (yes – 27%, not yet – 28%, no – 33%, DA – 12%). Unfortunately, the question about A. Lukashenko’s personality cult was not asked before, that is why we cannot retrace dynamics of its forming. As for the personality cult of V. Putin, the share of affirmative answers grew from 10% in March, 2006 to 27% in July, 2010.

The data of Table 12 let us analyze the public opinion according to the socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences of respondents. The main conclusion is as follows: those who trust A. Lukashenko (in the first place, these are women, the elderly and people with a low level of education) do not notice the personality cult of their political idol. A personality cult is a negative notion. N. Khrushchev’s efforts in this respect were not in vain, that is why Belarusians creating an idol out of A. Lukashenko do not notice the result of their own work.

	Table 12

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Does the personality cult of president A. Lukashenko exist in Belarus, in your opinion?" depending on gender, age, education and trust in the president*, %


	Characteristic
	Yes
	Not yet
	No
	DA

	Gender:

	Male
	41.0
	30.6
	19.2
	8.6

	Female
	30.5
	25.8
	29.4
	12.6

	Age:

	18-29
	38.3
	27.1
	20.2
	13.0

	30-39
	40.4
	32.9
	14.0
	11.7

	40-49
	40.7
	33.3
	18.0
	7.7

	50-59
	31.3
	25.8
	25.8
	15.7

	60 and older
	26.3
	42.8
	42.8
	7.7

	Education:

	Primary
	34.4
	10.9
	43.8
	9.4

	Incomplete secondary
	20.5
	18.4
	48.4
	11.1

	Secondary
	35.6
	29.9
	22.2
	11.0

	Vocational
	39.7
	30.8
	16.9
	11.6

	Higher
	38.8
	30.8
	21.6
	8.6

	Trust in the president:

	Trust 
	19.8
	27.8
	40.2
	11.1

	Do not trust
	55.9
	26.7
	7.5
	8.5

	* The table is read across 


Denying the personality cult of the "only politician", those who trust A. Lukashenko simultaneously approve of consolidation of virtually all power in the country in his hands (Table 13). It once again confirms the fact that the authoritarian power in Belarus personified by "the father" possesses a social base. A. Lukashenko’s victory at the first and so far the only democratic presidential election in 1994 was not accidental. A demand for "a strong personality" at the beginning of the 90s should not be re garded solely as a response to the post-perestroika chaos. It was engendered by the very nature of the Belarusian society. Today under the conditions of stability a need for a strong personality remains by a half of the Belarusian society as well.

The data of Table 14 confirm that, in the opinion of the majority of Belarusians, the situation in the country is stable today. Assessments of political life development in Belarus have not changed for the last year and a half in spite of the world financial and economic crisis. Only 7.3% of respondents agree that chaos and anarchy are increasing in the country. Those who do not trust A. Lukashenko have made the main contribution into such an assessment (15.1%).

Attention should be paid to the following: in the opinion of 40.6% of those who trust A. Lukashenko, developing of democracy is taking place in Belarus. Such a paradox is connected with the fact that the given group of respondents "is looking for democracy in the wrong place" (K. Rogov). We are facing another recurrence of the Soviet past when democracy was interpreted as "representation of the majority" and not as the principle of free competition of public ideas and interests. In view of the above mentioned the authoritarian policy of A. Lukashenko is not regarded by the considerable part of the Belarusian society as contradictory to democratic values.

	Table 13

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the fact that virtually all power in the country is concentrated now in the hands of A. Lukashenko does Belarus good or gives the country nothing 
positive?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'09
	09'10

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

	It does Belarus good
	44.4
	44.1
	72.9
	11.0

	It gives the country nothing positive
	36.0
	38.5
	12.5
	72.6

	DA/NA
	19.6
	17.4
	10.3
	9.6


	Table 14

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What direction is political life of Belarus developing now?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	09'10

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

	Establishment of authoritarianism, 

dictatorship
	29.4
	33.4
	16.7
	53.3

	Development of democracy
	24.7
	23.5
	40.6
	4.7

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	19.9
	19.9
	22.5
	16.4

	Chaos, anarchy and the threat of coup d'etat increase
	7.3
	7.3
	1.3
	15.1

	DA/NA
	18.7
	15.9
	17.9
	10.1


How is the loss of stability going to tell on political preferences of Belarusians? Let us once again refer to the research of the Levada-center for a hint. In December, 2009 the growth of chaos and anarchy  was  felt  by  19%  of  Russians  (in  Belarus – 7.3%). Accordingly, the share of those who noted that consolidation of all power in the hands of V. Putin was for the benefit of Russia made up 63% (in Belarus – 44.4%).

To the World level! Passing the European one…

Speaking at the press conference for the representatives of the Russian regional mass media on October, 1 A. Lukashenko defined the electoral resource of the opposition candidates as 100-150 thousand people. According to him, the opposition group of activists includes 400 people, and the number of the prospective meetings participants does not exceed 800 people. The Central Election Committee accountable to the head of state gives a different figure. In accordance with the official report posted on the website of the CEC, 552 888 electors (5.7% of all who voted) voted for A. Kozulin and A. Milinkevich at the presidential elections of 2006.

The IISEPS has different voting data. The poll held immediately after the presidential elections of 2006 registered support of the opposition candidates at the level of 26% (of the number of respondents) or 28% (of the number of those who had participated in voting).

However, the limit of 100-150 thousand defined by A. Lukashenko for the opposition has not been pulled out of a hat. In his opinion, it is the minimum which does not spoil the general picture of the "Belarusian people’s unity" and lets him remain in the rank of the "only political figure" expressing the national interests. All the rest are attributed to the category of "goons" and "people’s enemies" as they do not express anybody’s interests.

The data of Table 15 present the structure of the "only Belarusian political figure’s" support from the point of view of the public opinion. It has not changed in essence for the last three years. A. Lukashenko has not lost his supporters; however, he has not acquired any new ones either. He still relies on the members of the top brass, pensioners and bureaucrats. Relative to the previous year the role of bureaucrats and pensioners as the head’s of state support has increased by 7.6 and 7.3 percentage points. Countrymen have also added 6.6 points. It is difficult to say, why the public opinion singled out people wearing shoulder straps – they have not made themselves much noticed on the state TV channels recently. As for the pensioners, it is a direct consequence of the pensions rise. The head of state also paid attention to villagers – the drought in Russia favored the fact.

As for the professional groups which traditionally occupy the last lines in the "support rating", they have remained the way they used to be. Even the world financial and economic crisis did not help them. A state official has always been and still remains the main subject of the "Belarusian economic model". The destiny of modernization of the economic structure (and by that they mean "transition to a higher technological level of manufacture, wide introduction of innovation into all spheres" called upon "to provide higher competitiveness in the world not only of the Belarusian produce, but of the country as a whole" (a report at the VI congress of the Trade Union Federation of Belarus) is directly related to his creative abilities.

	Table 15

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Who, in your opinion, does A. Lukashenko mainly rely on?", % (more than one answer is possible)


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

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

	On the presidential top-down command structure
	37.0
	39.7
	39.3
	33.7
	46.3

	On the military men, the Ministry of the Interior, the KGB
	48.6
	37.8
	45.4
	39.0
	55.0

	On pensioners
	41.4
	37.7
	45.0
	45.1
	45.3

	On state officials
	20.5
	27.2
	27.7
	22.8
	33.3

	On common people
	34.2
	24.1
	24.2
	37.1
	10.1

	On countrymen
	30.2
	23.8
	30.2
	32.3
	27.7

	On directors of large enterprises
	13.5
	12.8
	13.4
	12.7
	15.3

	On specialists
	9.9
	8.4
	8.5
	13.8
	2.3

	On the cultural and scientific elite
	8.3
	4.0
	4.6
	7.1
	2.0

	On businessmen
	4.5
	2.2
	3.5
	4.0
	2.4


The growth of people’s life quality up to the level of "the most advanced countries of our world" should become the outcome of such creative ideas. In 2006 at the third All-Belarusian Assembly achieving the European standard of life within the next five years was at issue. Today this task is not urgent any more. There is a new summit ahead, and the union of members of the top brass, bureaucrats and pensioners will have to conquer it.

I do not trust you!

In order to turn the population out of the uncoordinated aggregate of representatives of the biological species Homo sapiens into a modern society based on solidarity and mutual values, on the feeling of involvement and mutual interests, people should trust each other. Institutional regulation is impossible without trust. When we deal with public health we trust the doctor and medicine, with economy – our business partners, with law – the spirit of lawfulness and the judge, with school and university – the teacher, with science – the knowledge we receive, with the army – the commanding officer. And whom do we trust when we deal with the politics? In authoritarian societies people trust their supremos, and in democratic ones – political parties and their leaders.

According to the IISEPS September opinion poll, in Belarus 49.7% trust "the supremo" in the person of the president, 25.8% trust political parties which support the authorities, and 14.9% – opposition parties. Taking into account such distribution of trust between the authorities and the opposition, one should not be surprised by the fewness of "mass protest actions" which have been conducted under the opposition banner during the last years. However, the problem of public inactivity should not be reduced to the low trust rating of the parties; if people are to go into the square they must trust each other, and there is exactly a problem with it.

In September when answering the question "Is it possible to trust the majority of people or is it necessary to be very careful in relations with them?" only 23.6% of respondents answered in the affirmative ("The majority of people can be trusted"). The absolute majority (72.2%) chose the variant of an swer "It is necessary to be very careful in relations with people". 4.2% found it difficult to answer. Let us mention that in Russia where atomization of the society, in the opinion of sociologists, is not a less significant problem than bad roads and fools the rating of mutual trust has not fallen lower than 26% for the last five years (according to the data of the Levada-center).

The data of Table 16 let us compose socio-demographic portraits of "trustful" and "distrustful" Belarusians. Among women, contrary to the popular in everyday life notions about women’s rivalry and men’s solidarity, the share of the "trustful" is noticeably larger, than among men (27.1% vs. 19.6%). Growth in the share of the "trustful" with age turned out to be unexpected, too. It might seem that the need for communication and interpersonal contacts is peculiar, in the first place, to young people. However, readiness to trust people around us in the age group from 18 to 29 years old proved to be 2.2 times lower than among those who are over sixty years of age (17.6% vs. 38.8%).

Education is also contra-indicated to mutual trust. As it has been repeatedly mentioned before, knowledge in Belarus gives rise not only to sorrow, but also to mutual estrangement. Compare: among respondents whose level of education is limited to primary school, 43.8% are ready to trust the people around them, and among specialists with a degree – 19.3%. Under such dependence of the trust level on socio-demographic characteristics, the threefold excess of the share of the “trustful” among supporters of the president over their political opponents looks quite logical (34.2% vs. 10.6%).

	Table 16

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Is it possible to trust the majority of people or is it 
necessary to be very careful in relations with them?" depending on gender, age, education and 
trust in the president*, %


	Characteristics
	Yes

(23.6)
	No

(72.2)

	Gender:

	Male
	19.6
	76.1

	Female
	27.1
	68.7

	Age:

	18-29
	17.6
	78.1

	30-39
	14.9
	80.2

	40-49
	18.4
	77.6

	50-59
	27.1
	67.8

	60 and older
	38.8
	58.3

	Education:

	Primary
	43.8
	56.3

	Incomplete secondary
	33.9
	61.4

	Secondary
	23.4
	72.9

	Vocational
	19.0
	75.5

	Higher
	19.3
	77.6

	Trust in the president:

	Trust
	34.2
	60.9

	Do not trust
	10.6
	86.3

	* The table is read across


The obtained results require an explanation. The low level of trust among young and educated people can be blamed on the modern means of communication. For the sake of explaining the above mentioned let us quote the Polish sociologist Z. Bauman: "The cellular telephone offering independence even from cable networks and connectors has delivered the final attack at those claims to spiritual community (set off in bold by us) which spatial nearness could have put forth". Z. Bauman elucidates further that we live in the epoch when "It is not clear, whom and what one can believe as there is no one who could control the general order of things–no one can guarantee that everything will go in the expected direction. Life under the conditions of non-safety is life in the context of risk, and a person who makes decisions should pay for the risks he takes on his own".

The fact that everything enumerated by the Polish sociologist can be regarded as a greeting from the impetuously developing future does not give rise to doubts. It is clear that in the first place young and educated people are its conductors into the present. However, one should not forget about the past, either. "It is interesting to examine" the changes which have taken place in Belarus during the years of independence "as a forced adjustment to the process of totalitarian state institutions decay" (L. Gudkov, sociologist). Belarus inherited from the Soviet past a repressive state and a society accus tomed to adapting to repressions mainly at the expense of developing individual survival strategies. Hence the short trust radius follows. It is unsafe to trust the majority. One can only trust one’s relatives and close friends.

We have mentioned more than once that a socially oriented police state has been built in Belarus by A. Lukashenko’s efforts, and these components are distributed unevenly in the society. The state is turned primarily by its social side to the peripheral social groups (pensioners, the disabled, etc.), and to the groups possessing personal resources (to the young and educated) – by the police one. Elderly people do not often have to open a business of their own, let alone registering non-governmental organizations. Their interpersonal contacts are closed up on familiar people they know well, and they trust the majority of them.

The short trust radius is evidence of the citizens’ inability towards complex interactions within the framework of modern institutions (economic, political and social). When the trust radius is short, the world is divided into the "ours" and "not ours". Such a black and white world is incompatible with the universal standards of law and morality. For the sake of an example let us refer to criminal communities which live according to "their own" laws, violation of which is followed by strict punitive sanctions. If such principles are transferred into public policy, then all who do not agree with the official line turn into "people’s enemies".

There is a popular opinion among liberal economists that in order to replace "the Belarusian economic model" by the market one in its west-European variety, it is enough to replace the present government team by a team of reformers. We recommend to supporters of such a perfunctory view to read the book by the American futurologist F. Fukuyama: "Trust: The Social Virtues and the Creation of Prosperity". The author, having scrutinized successful and unsuccessful economic models, came to a conclusion about the importance of trust in the post-industrial epoch.

In the opinion of specialists in the field of institutional economy, a low level of trust among business partners leads to the growth of transactions costs (control costs). The given opinion is well illustrated by ancient Chinese wisdom: "When we keep checking the person we have charged with a mission, don’t we become similar to the man who each time pulls a shoot out of the soil with the only purpose to ascertain whether the roots are growing or not?"
"The Godfather" in the mirror of the public opinion

The run of the three parts of the series "The Godfather" on the Russian channel NTV has become one of the most significant events in the Belarusian-Russian relations for the last months. Tough criticism towards A. Lukashenko, accusations of corruption and other crimes – everything which had been present in the pages of Belarusian opposition and western press before, was broadcasted by the Russian TV. It is possible to assume that the main goal of those who had ordered the series was not simply academic enlightening of Belarusian and Russian citizens, but rather changing of their attitude towards president of Belarus.

The data of the September opinion poll of 2010 let us evaluate the effect of this influence upon Belarusians (Tables 17-19).
	Table 17

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you know about the movies "The Godfather", 
"The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3" about president of Belarus A. Lukashenko recently 
broadcasted by the Russian TV channel NTV?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, I do
	50.6

	No, I do not
	48.7

	NA
	0.7


	Table 18

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you watched the movies yourself?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	I have not watched any of them
	58.4

	I have watched all three movies
	11.8

	I have watched two movies
	7.3

	I have watched one movie
	10.6

	NA
	11.9


	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you know about the movies "The Godfather", "The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then how did you learn about them?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	I watched them on a DVD
	10.9

	I watched them on TV
	10.0

	I watched them on the Internet
	10.0

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	4.6

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends 
and relatives
	17.5


As it follows from the cited data, a half of the country learned about the movies one way or another. It is interesting to mention, that in July a Lithuanian research center Baltic Surveys conducted a telephone inquiry among the urban population concerning their attitude to the series (at that moment only two movies had gone on the air). 34.7% of the interrogated city dwellers answered then they were informed of the movies. Taking into account the fact that city dwellers are usually better informed than villagers, it should be said that spreading of information about the movies had made great progress during two months – according to the IISEPS data, in September every second resident of the country already knew about them.

At that, as it follows from Table 18, 29.7% of respondents have watched at least one of the movies. The knowledge of others is drawn from other sources, and as it can be seen from Table 19 mainly from the common talk. Such considerable value of this source (17.5%) testifies to the quite intensive circulation of information about the movies in the society – they were discussed, their contents were told to other people. And the fact that each tenth respondent watched the movies on a DVD is evidence of many people’s applying certain efforts in order to get information about them.

The data of Tables 20 and 21 show distribution of answers to the questions of Tables 18 and 19 among those who answered they were informed of the movies.

	Table 20

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you watched the movies yourself?" 
(among those who know about the movies)


	Variant of answer
	%

	I have not watched any
	41.5

	I have watched all three movies
	23.3

	I have watched two movies
	14.2

	I have watched one movie
	20.9


	Table 21

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you know about the movies "The Godfather", 
"The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then how did you learn about them?" 
(among those who know about the movies, more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	I watched them on a DVD
	19.7

	I have watched them on TV
	19.8

	I have watched them on the Internet
	21.5

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	8.8

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends and 
relatives
	32.1


	Table 22

	Attitude of knowledge about the movies with some socio-demographic characteristics, %


	Characteristics
	Know about the movies

	Gender:

	Male
	60.1

	Female
	42.4

	Age:

	18-30
	58.6

	31-59
	57.3

	60 and older
	28.8

	Education:

	Primary
	26.6

	Incomplete secondary
	20.5

	Secondary
	51.5

	Vocational
	57.8

	Higher
	64.2

	Type of settlement:

	The capital – Minsk
	58.5

	A regional center
	52.9

	A city (over 50 thousand residents)
	43.7

	A town (fewer than 50 thousand residents) 
	55.1

	A rural settlement
	45.4


The data of Table 22 demonstrate the role of circulation of information about the movies still more obviously: among those who know about the movies almost every second person has not seen them personally.

Table 22 presents connection of knowledge about the movies with respondents’ socio-demographic characteristics.

As it was to be expected, among respondents of young and middle age, among town/city dwellers and men the share of those who know about the movies is noticeably larger, than on the average. There is almost a linear dependence on education: the higher its level is, the larger the share of those who know about the movies is.

In other words, a quite large part of the country’s population has learnt about the movies. However, what effect did this knowledge produce? What changes in political attitudes did it lead to? The data of Tables 23-26 give an idea about it.
	Table 23

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you know the contents of the movies "The Godfather", 
"The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then how do you assess them?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is the truth
	10.1

	It is mainly the truth
	13.3

	It is mainly not true
	7.7

	It is not true
	4.3

	DA/NA
	64.6


	Table 24

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you know the contents of the movies "The Godfather", 
"The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then how do you assess them?" 
(among those who know about the movies)


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is the truth
	19.8

	It is mainly the truth
	26.3

	It is mainly not true
	14.9

	It is not true
	8.2

	DA/NA
	30.8


	Table 25

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you know the contents of the movies "The Godfather", 
"The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then did they influence your attitude towards president A. Lukashenko?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to.
	27.5

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse.
	10.1

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better.
	1.7

	DA/NA
	60.7


	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you know the contents of the movies "The Godfather", 
"The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then did they influence your attitude towards president A. Lukashenko?" (among those who know about the movies)


	Variant of answer
	%

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to.
	53.2

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse.
	19.7

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better.
	3.4

	DA/NA
	23.7


As it can be seen, the assessments are rather mixed. However, they are all the same quite far from the version circulating in the pages of some newspapers that the movies have only added popularity and people’s love to the main character of the series. Among those who had watched "The Godfather" more people believed than did not believe the contents of the movies – 46.1% vs. 23.1%. The balance of political effect did not turn out to be in favor of the president, either: indeed 1.7 % of respondents (3.4% of those who knew the contents of the movies) had begun to treat him better; however, there were several times more of those who had begun to treat him worse.

The data of Table 27 obviously prove that the higher the intensity of movies "consumption" is, the more trustworthy their contents are. At that there is a linear dependence: the more episodes the respondents have watched, the larger the share of those, who think that the contents of movies are the real truth, is.

Connection between confidence in the contents of the movies and the declared change in the attitude towards the president also looks quite natural (Table 28).
	Table 27

	Attitude between the assessment of the contents and knowledge about the movies*, %


	Variant of answer
	Not true
	Mainly not true
	Mainly true
	The truth
	DA/NA

	Has watched none of the movies
	3.1
	4.5
	4.4
	2.2
	85.8

	Has watched all three movies
	6.1
	11.1
	35.6
	41.7
	5.5

	Has watched two movies
	9.7
	17.7
	37.2
	24.8
	10.6

	Has watched one movie
	9.3
	23.0
	35.4
	19.3
	13.0

	* The table is read across


	Table 28

	Attitude between the assessment of movies contents truthfulness and the change in the attitude
towards president*, %


	Variant of answer
	Better
	Has not changed
	Worse
	DA/NA

	It is not true
	20
	73.8
	3.1
	3.1

	It is mainly not true
	6.8
	83.8
	7.7
	1.7

	It is mainly the truth
	2.5
	59.8
	34.3
	3.4

	It is the truth
	0
	57.1
	42.9
	0

	DA/NA
	0
	31.2
	2.1
	66.7

	* The table is read across


	Table 29

	Attitude between the assessment of the movies "The Godfather" truthfulness and the answers 
to the question what kind of person future president should be *, %


	Variant of answer
	"How do you assess the contents of the movies 
"The Godfather"?"

	
	Not true
	Mainly not true
	Mainly true
	The truth

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	7.2
	8.2
	3.8
	1.4

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	1.8
	7.6
	22.7
	20.8

	It does not matter
	3.4
	6.7
	11.6
	3.0

	

	A supporter of further integration with Russia
	5.8
	4.5
	7.9
	2.4

	A supporter of further rapprochement with the 
European Union
	2.7
	8.9
	17.4
	19.3

	It does not matter
	5.1
	8.7
	13.0
	4.9

	

	A supporter of planned economy
	4.9
	9.0
	4.0
	1.8

	A supporter of market economy
	3.9
	7.7
	19.0
	14.9

	It does not matter
	4.6
	7.5
	6.4
	2.8

	

	A supporter of presidential power consolidation
	6.4
	7.5
	4.9
	2.0

	A supporter of powers separation
	3.0
	7.8
	22.4
	19.1

	It does not matter
	3.4
	7.6
	8.1
	3.9

	* The table is read across


Among those who did not trust the contents of the movies the balance of improvement and worsening of the attitude to the president proved to be in favor of improvement. Amongst them the share of those who were imbued with sympathy towards the "defamed" president turned out to be larger than the share of those who began to treat him worse. How ever, among those who believed in the contents of the movies the balance of change of the attitude towards A. Lukashenko turned out to be the opposite. It should be noted, nevertheless, that even among them more than a half of respondents did not change their attitude towards the hero of the series.

In order to describe the true aftereffect of the series, one should take into account that even before its appearance not all Belarusians admired the head of state. And it may well be so that the movies only strengthened political attitudes of these people: those who had not felt any particular sympathy to A. Lukashenko before believed them, and those for whom he had been a political hero did not.

The data of Table 29 show that respondents whose political views and attitudes are alternative to those of A. Lukashenko, were much more inclined to believe the contents of the movies "The Godfather". The above-mentioned confirms that the message contained in the movies was to a considerable extent apprehended by the people, who anyway had not supported the incumbent president of Belarus before.
Table 30 indicates how the change of attitude to the television series "hero" influenced readiness to vote for him at the presidential elections.

	Table 30

	Attitude of change in the attitude towards A. Lukashenko under the influence of the movies 
"The Godfather", trust in him and readiness to vote for him, %


	Variant of answer
	"Do you trust the president?"
	"Whom would you vote for at the presidential elections?"

	
	Yes
	No
	For A. Lukashenko

	The attitude became better
	76.0
	16.0
	57.7

	The attitude did not change
	43.3
	49.5
	27.4

	The attitude became worse
	16.9
	73.4
	3.9

	DA/NA
	52.9
	29.4
	42.9

	* The table is read across


As it can be seen, the data of Table 30 let us talk about a certain political effect of the series "The Godfather": respondents who having received information about the movies declared a change in their attitude towards president demonstrated in the majority of cases an attitude corresponding to the change. Those who said that their attitude had improved put a lot of trust in A. Lukashenko and expressed their readiness to vote for him. Those whose attitude to him had become worse mainly expressed their distrust in the president and unwillingness to vote for him.

So long as the ratio of those who declared that they had begun to treat A. Lukashenko better and worse is in favor of the latter, it is possible to ascertain that the movies succeeded to a certain extent and caused image losses to A. Lukashenko which constituted several percentage points. On the other hand, since the share of those who announced that they had begun to treat the president worse is comparatively not large, it is possible that the losses turned out to be smaller than the ones counted upon by the creators and ordering customers of the series.
Always tell the truth and you’ll be heard

In the course of public opinion polls respondents were asked questions about their awareness of the campaign “Tell the truth!” and about their attitude to it the second time in succession. The campaign "Tell the truth!" started from scratch. Its initiators, judging by numerous statements of experts and party activists, possess rather serious resources by Belarusian standards; that is why the obtained results quite clearly illustrate agitation potential of the opposition, as well as the level of support of opposition ideas in the society.

The data of the polls are presented in Tables 31-32. Their interpretation, by all appearances, will depend on the level of interpreters’ involvement in the campaign organization. On the one hand, the share of citizens who answered the question "Do you know anything about the civil campaign "Tell the truth!" in the affirmative has grown almost twice for three months (from 12.5% to 23.5%).
On the other hand, the share of the campaign potential supporters has not even reached 11% during the time of its promotion. In other words, among those who know something about the campaign only less than a half of respondents assess it positively.

	Table 31

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you know anything about the civil campaign 
"Tell the truth!"?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'10
	09'10

	Yes
	87.2
	75.3

	No
	12.5
	23.5

	NA
	0.3
	1.2


	Table 32

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If your answer is "yes", then what is your attitude 
towards it: positive, indifferent or negative?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'10
	09'10

	Positive
	5.1
	10.7

	Indifferent
	6.9
	11.6

	Negative
	0.9
	1.7

	NA
	87.1
	76.0


The data of Table 33 let us estimate the socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences of those respondents who know something about the campaign "Tell the truth!" There is nothing surprising in the fact that among those who do not trust A. Lukashenko the share of well-informed citizens turned out to be two times larger than among those who do. Attention should be paid to the following: three months ago the advantage of the former over the latter constituted 1.5 times.
	Table 33

	Dynamics of positive answers to the question: "Do you know anything about the civil campaign 
"Tell the truth!"?" depending on gender, age, education and trust in the president, %


	Characteristic
	Yes

(06'10)
	Yes

(09'10)

	Gender:

	Male
	15.0
	28.8

	Female
	10.3
	18.9

	Age:

	18-29
	14.2
	30.8

	30-39
	14.4
	28.0

	40-49
	13.5
	23.7

	50-59
	12.3
	21.2

	60 and older
	9.1
	14.1

	Education:

	Primary
	10.6
	9.4

	Incomplete secondary
	9.1
	11.1

	Secondary
	11.6
	24.8

	Vocational
	11.7
	24.0

	Higher
	20.5
	32.3

	Trust in the president:

	Trust
	10.6
	16.9

	Do not trust
	15.5
	32.1


Dependence of propagation velocity of information about the campaign on respondents’ political preferences can also be easily explained. First of all, information sources of those who trust and do not trust A. Lukashenko do not completely coincide. Supporters of the president prefer state mass media, and organizers of the campaign could not, of course, use them. Secondly, each person singles out from the information flow chiefly those messages which correspond to his world view. It means each of us hears mainly what he or she wishes to hear.

Owing to the fact that the initiative group of the poet V. Neklyaev, leader of the campaign "Tell the truth!", was officially registered, state mass media began a campaign to discredit him. Therefore one should expect a considerable increase in the company’s recognizability rating. However, in view of understandable reasons no similar growth of positive assessments among the well-informed citizens is going to occur.

At the same time, an increase in the share of Belarusians who treat the campaign "Tell the truth!" positively does not automatically become transformed into a desire to vote for its leader. The electoral rating of V. Neklyaev according to the open-ended question asked in September constituted only 1.1%, and according to the closed-ended one – 5.1% (with limit of the coverage error equaling 3%), although it exceeded the ratings of his opposition rivals.

Taking into account the fact that according to the IISEPS data opposition candidates received 26-27% of votes of the number of respondents at the presidential elections of 1994, 2001 and 2006, one may most probably expect a repetition of the same outcome in 2010. In this case such insignificant electoral ratings should not mislead us: maximum 30% is the approximate limit. At that, if several opposition representatives find themselves on the ballot paper, they are going to share the mentioned percentage among themselves.

Human rights defenders through the eyes of the population

As the IISEPS research proves, there is a rather mixed attitude towards human rights defenders in the Belarusian society. In many respects it is connected with the fact that official organizations (courts, militia, the public prosecutor's office and other special services) called to stand sentinel over the law are not perceived by the population as human rights guilds. In addition, employees of some of them quite often neglect the law in order to please political interests of the people in power. On the other hand, attitude of the state to nongovernment civic  organizations (NGO) upholding the rights of citizens possesses a clearly pronounced discriminatory nature. For instance, there are fewer than a dozen of human rights NGO in the ten-million-strong country, and there are almost no officially registered ones among them; however, virtually each one of them was subject to pressure or even to direct repressions on the part of the authorities at some point. Official mass media are also keeping up with the authorities: it is impossible to find any positive publications with respect to human rights defenders for the last years. It is enough to remember several "thousands of armed observers" who, according to the state mass media, were getting ready for the "power assumption" in the country on the threshold of the presidential elections.

Nevertheless, Belarusian human rights defenders do not yield much to their state counterparts, as far as the level of public confidence is concerned. The data of Table 34 gives us an idea of it. Simultaneously the data show that for the last years the public opinion has become well-established in relation to the institutions under discussion.
	Table 34

	Dynamics of confidence in human rights organizations and law-enforcement agencies, %


	Institutions
	10'06
	12'07
	10'08
	06'09
	09'10

	Public defender’s office
	50.9
	44.6
	46.9
	45.5
	49.5

	Courts
	50.4
	49.9
	48.5
	47.9
	49.3

	Public prosecutor's office
	48.3
	45.4
	45.2
	43.5
	45.3

	Militia
	42.8
	43.8
	41.7
	42.1
	40.5

	KGB
	44.1
	40.7
	42.5
	41.3
	37.9

	Human rights NGO
	38.4
	40.9
	37.6
	35.0
	38.2


Along with this the authorities’ policy towards NGO, including the human rights ones, impedes their interaction with the society, to put it mildly. What kind of interaction can at all be at issue, if two thirds of Belarusians are not even aware of such organizations’ existence? The data of Table 35 particularly testify to it. By the way, these are answers to the close-ended question when respondents saw the list of human rights NGO. If it were an open-ended question, i.e. a question without such a list, the result would most probably be even more deplorable.

	Table 35

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which human rights organizations do you know?" 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	I do not know any
	64.9

	The human rights center
	15.6

	"The Belarusian Helsinki committee"
	12.8

	"Aid in legal matters for the population"
	8.0

	"The protection committee of political repression victims "Solidarity"
	6.2

	"Viasna"
	4.5

	"The human rights alliance"
	3.5

	"The legal initiative"
	2.6

	Other
	0.3


At the same time there is an obvious demand for such organizations activity. It clearly follows from the data of Tables 36-38. According to Table 36, almost a half of our fellow citizens do not feel protected from the arbitrary rule of various government institutions. At that violations of their socio-economic rights worry the citizens in the first place, although every fifth respondent mentioned violations of the political rights, too (Table 37). Only every seventh respondent does not worry about violation of any rights at all.
The data of Table 38 show that Belarusians consider employees of different institutions of the large state machine, including Presidential Administration and the president himself, the main violators of the citizens’ rights. In other words, the overwhelming share of citizens’ rights violations comes from the state, and at that from the "socially-oriented one" as it is written down in its Constitution!

	Table 36

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Traffic Patrol Department, the internal revenue service, courts and other government institutions?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Definitely / more likely yes
	46.7

	More likely / definitely no
	48.9


	Table 37

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you do not feel protected from the arbitrary rule of the 
authorities, then violations of which rights worries you most of all?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Violation of socio-economic rights (to housing, work, education, medical care, social service and other)
	39.1

	Violation of political rights (to expression of one's opinion, to peaceful meetings and associations, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected into bodies of state administration and other)
	19.7

	It does not worry me
	15.4


	Table 38

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who, in your opinion, violates the human rights in Belarus most of all?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Employees of various government institutions (state officials, employees of the law-enforcement agencies and so on)
	36.2

	Opposition politicians
	5.0

	Others
	0.9


Where do our fellow citizens address their complaints to, in case their rights are violated? For the sake of answering this question, let us refer to the data of Table 39.
	Table 39

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If the state violates your rights, where will you apply for help in the first place?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	There is no point in defending oneself, the state is going to win anyway
	29.0

	To the law-enforcement agencies (militia, the public prosecutor's office, courts)
	21.6

	To the Presidential Administration
	13.8

	To state officials (the city executive committee, the province executive committee)
	6.8

	To nongovernment organizations
	5.0

	To a deputy
	3.9

	Other
	4.4

	I will defend myself on my own
	15.5

	* Relative to 100%


As it can be seen, almost a third of respondents considers that there is no sense in defending oneself from the state, as it is going to win in any case. In  addition,  every  sixth  respondent is going to defend himself on his own. Almost all the rest of respondents try to solve the emerged problems in various government bodies, and only every twentieth person applies to an NGO. The data of Table 40 show what particular human rights NGO the citizens who have suffered from the arbitrary rule of the state apply to. One should bear in mind that the presented distribution of address directions cannot be considered representative taking into account the coverage error (3%).
	Table 40

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If your rights had ever been violated, did you apply for help to human rights organizations?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	My rights had been violated, but I did not apply anywhere
	40.1

	"Aid in legal matters for the population" 
	2.3

	The human rights center
	1.2

	"The Belarusian Helsinki committee"
	0.6

	"Viasna"
	0.5

	"The legal initiative"
	0.5

	"The protection committee of political repression victims "Solidarity"
	0.4

	"The human rights alliance"
	0.1

	My rights had been violated, but I applied to other organizations
	10.0


It is clear that people seldom apply to human rights NGO not only due to their insufficient awareness of  these  organizations, but because of their certainty they will not be helped there. Such perception of human rights organizations’ low value does not give respondents any grounds to assume any considerable support of them on the part of the citizens: as the data of Table 41 show, almost 70% are not ready to support the activity of the Belarusian human rights defenders.

	Table 41

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you ready to support the activity of the Belarusian human rights defenders?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	No
	69.0

	I am ready to sign an appeal to the government agencies
	15.5

	I am ready to take part in distribution of human rights information
	10.2

	I am ready to take part in the protest actions (meetings, pickets, etc.)
	4.5

	I am ready to support it financially
	3.0


	Table 42

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What do Belarusian human rights defenders really want, in your opinion?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	To earn money
	39.6

	To help the victims of human rights violations
	26.0

	To help the opposition in its struggle against the authorities
	13.2


In turn insufficient awareness of the activity combined with the feeling of low value and regular libel on the part of state mass media lead to the following: many respondents regard the activity of the Belarusian human rights defenders as a way to earn money (almost 40%) which is shown by the data of Table 42. Only every fourth respondent thinks that this activity is directed at helping victims of human rights violations. However, it should be mentioned that it is a good enough achievement for human rights defenders in Belarusian reality.
"Belarus is our Russia"

The data of the IISEPS September opinion poll of 2010 concerning the geopolitical preferences of Belarusians testify to a slight advantage of pro-European attitudes over the pro-Russian ones. However, there is no complete unambiguousness in the answers, and some trends possess contradictory character (Table 43).
In spite of the tough gas conflict which burst out in June, of the fierce information war between Minsk and Moscow during the last months and criticism of Russia and its leadership heard from the state mass media and the most important rostrums, readiness to integrate with the eastern neighbor (in the wording of the question of Table 43) has even grown a little bit for three months.  The  growth was insignifi-cant, it only slightly exceeded the coverage error, but at least it did not go down.
	Table 43

	Dynamics of answering the question "If a referendum on the question of Belarus and Russia integration were being held today, how would you vote?", %


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

	For integration
	53.8
	57.5
	42.9
	46.4
	43.6
	35.7
	33.1
	39.1
	32.1
	29.3
	33.1

	Against integration
	26.3
	23.8
	25.0
	33.5
	31.6
	38.8
	43.2
	40.6
	44.5
	48.6
	45.4


	Table 44

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


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

	For
	36.6
	37.1
	26.7
	30.1
	34.9
	44.1
	40.7
	36.2
	36.4
	42.2

	Against
	36.2
	35.0
	51.9
	40.6
	36.3
	32.8
	34.6
	37.2
	39.4
	32.5


On the other hand, pro-European sympathy has gone up by 6 percentage points for the same three months having almost reached the record level of the previous year. 

In Tables 43-44 the question about the geopolitical choice was asked separately about Russia and the European Union. In Table 45 the choice is offered as a dilemma – "either-or".

	Table 45

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


	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
	09'10

	Integration with the Russia
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	54.0
	46.0
	42.4
	42.1
	38.3
	42.1
	41.4
	37.7
	34.9

	Joining the EU
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	26.2
	30.1
	35.1
	41.4
	42.7
	42.3
	40.4
	38.9
	41.7

	DA/NA
	23.6
	14.2
	19.2
	19.8
	23.9
	22.5
	16.5
	19.0
	15.6
	18.2
	23.4
	23.4


Under such choice Russia yields to Europe. During the second poll in succession the historic "Russian minimum" – the lowest index of disposition to wards integration with Russia for many years of observation – is being registered in this question. A quite large share of those who altogether reject the choice between closer relations either with Russia or with the EU also pays attention to itself in Table 45. It can be supposed that this group has been replenished mainly at the expense of the disappointed supporters of integration with Russia.

The data of Table 46 describe the relations between the geopolitical choice (expressed in Table 45) and other characteristics.
As it can be seen, the link with demographic characteristics is strong and traditional: older respondents with a lower level of education and women are more inclined to give preference to integration with Russia; well-educated respondents, young people and men – to the membership of Belarus in the EU. The demographic groups which are more inclined to integration with Russia are simultaneously more disposed towards abstaining from choosing between the two geopolitical "magnets".

The European choice is slightly more inherently harmonized and depends less on the wording of the question: 71.1% of those who had chosen the EU in the question of Table 43 remained faithful to it answering the dichotomic question of Table 45 as well. At the same time, 67.1% of those who had declared for integration with Russia answering the question of Table 43 gave the same answer to the question of Table 45.

Distribution of geopolitical choices depending on the attitude to the contents of the NTV movies “The Godfather” is extremely interesting. This rather critical towards president A. Lukashenko series shot and shown by the Russian TV company represented, in the opinion of some people, an information attack of the Russian Federation leadership against their Belarusian colleague. It is striking, however, that there is an utterly linear and quite strong connection – respondents inclined to trust the contents of the Russian series turned out to be more inclined to the geopolitical choice not in favor of the country where it had been created, but in favor of Europe. Among them there is also the small est  share  of  those  who refused to make a choice either in favor of Russia or Europe.

As for the attitude to politicians, a strong link can be observed here, too: supporters of the incumbent president are disposed to integration with Russia, and his opponents as well as supporters of other politicians (including Prime Minister S. Sidorsky and V. Neklyaev who demonstrates his pro-Russian sympathy) – towards membership of Belarus in the EU.

	Table 46

	Attitude of the geopolitical choice with socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences, %


	Variant of answer
	"If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the 
European Union, what choice would you make?"

	
	Integration with Russia
	Joining the EU
	DA/NA

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

	In the right direction
	46.8
	27.1
	26.1

	In the wrong direction
	21.7
	63.1
	15.2

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

	In the right direction
	46.8
	27.1
	26.1

	In the wrong direction
	21.7
	63.1
	15.2

	Do you trust the president?

	I do
	45.8
	27.3
	26.9

	I do not
	21.7
	59.1
	19.2

	If tomorrow presidential elections were being held, whom would you vote for?

	A. Lukashenko (39.0)
	51.3
	21.8
	26.9

	А. Milinkevich(6.2)
	12.6
	75.8
	11.6

	S. Sidorsky (4.4)
	25.8
	36.4
	37.8

	A. Kozulin (4.2)
	23.4
	70.3
	6.3

	S. Gaidukevich (2.3)
	29.7
	45.9
	24.4

	Z. Poznyak (1.2)
	10.5
	84.2
	5.3

	V. Neklyaev (1.1)
	12.5
	87.5
	0

	If you are familiar with the contents of the movies "The Godfather", "The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", what is your opinion about them?

	It is not true
	49.2
	20.0
	30.8

	It is mainly not true
	29.1
	42.7
	28.2

	It is mainly the truth
	21.6
	57.8
	20.6

	It is the truth
	16.2
	76.6
	7.2

	Voting at the referendum on Belarus joining the EU:

	For
	22.7
	71.7
	5.6

	Against
	55.4
	22.2
	22.4

	Voting at the referendum on integrating with Russia:

	For
	67.1
	25.1
	7.8

	Against
	17.9
	63.5
	18.6

	Gender:

	Male
	29.4
	48.3
	22.3

	Female
	39.7
	36.1
	24.2

	Age:

	18-30
	22.8
	57.6
	19.6

	31-59
	32.7
	45.0
	22.3

	60 and over
	50.9
	20.0
	29.1

	Education:

	Primary
	48.4
	15.6
	36.1

	Incomplete secondary
	53.2
	20.5
	26.3

	Secondary
	32.1
	43.5
	24.4

	Vocational
	33.8
	46.1
	20.1

	Higher
	26.3
	52.5
	21.2


This result looks rather odd against the background  of  the  ongoing  informational  war between the officials of Minsk and Moscow. One might be tempted to explain the fact by inertness of the public consciousness: A. Lukashenko has been associated in it with Russia for many years, and people do not simply realize, somehow do not notice the present conflicts and Moscow attacks upon him, as well as his actions.

However, a different and more structured explanation can be suggested in this case. In 2003 leader of the Conservative Christian Party BNF Z. Poznyak wrote in his article "Belarus – Eastern Europe": "Nothing good is expecting us in modern liberal western Europe. We are strangers there, just as we are in Russia. We are a different type of Europeans, as we have not lost our soul. Belarus is our Europe" (http://www.bielarus.net/archives/2003/12/14/63).
It seems president A. Lukashenko (and a considerable part of his adherents) could suggest a symmetrical wording: "Belarus is our Russia". In a sense, these people display their sympathy exactly to this ideal Russia personified, according to them, in their motherland. And the real RF which is located to the east of Orsha… well, what does it have to do with all this? There are oligarchs, real mess and terrorism there; they drink hard one and all. They are not complete strangers, of course; however, they are by no means an ideal, an example or an advisor, either.

When interpreted this way, the paradox becomes not a consequence of inertness, but a rather logical result: supporters of Belarus in the form of "our Russia" perceive many actions of real Russia worse than those for whom Belarus is not ideal Russia and is not Russia at all.

In conclusion let us talk about the dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s rating for the last quarter. In the open-ended question "Whom would you vote for at the presidential elections?" a slight, but significant decrease in the share of those who answering this question wrote in the name of A. Lukashenko has been registered from June till September – from 45.6% to 39%. We shall analyze, what the geopolitical orientation of the groups at the expense of which the decrease has occurred is (Table 47).

	Table 47

	A. Lukashenko’s rating and the geopolitical choice, %



	Variant of answer
	06'10
	09'10

	Ready to vote for A. Lukashenko
	45.6
	39.0

	Supporters of integration with the RF ready to vote for A. Lukashenko (the absolute percent)*
	24.5
	20.0

	Supporters of Belarus joining the EU ready to vote for A. Lukashenko (the absolute percent)
	9.5
	8.5

	An uncertain choice between the RF and the EU and ready to vote for A. Lukashenko (the absolute percent)
	11.6
	10.5

	* The sum of values of the last three lines in each column gives the value of the first line


As it follows from the table 47, supporters of integration with Russia constitute over a half of the president’s supporters. It is also obvious that A. Lukashenko incurred the most considerable losses exactly among the adherents of integration with Russia: he lost 4 percentage points among them, whereas among pro-Europeans and among those who did not make their geopolitical choice – one percentage point respectively.

It should, however, be reminded, that the share of adherents of integration with Russia has decreased during the quarter (Table 45). At what expense then did the loss occur – at the expense of the decrease in the share or under different reasons? In June the share of A. Lukashenko’s supporters among "Belo-Russians" amounted to 64.9% (24.5 : 37.7), and in September – 57.3% (20.0 : 34.9). Thus, a reduction of the president’s rating among "Belo-Russians" was conditioned by the evident influence of both factors – by a decrease in the share of "Belo-Russians" among all respondents, as well as by a decrease in the share of A. Lukashenko’s supporters among "Belo-Russians".

Religiousness and morals of Belarusians

The results of the September opinion poll gave some answers to the questions about the attitude of the population to religion, marriage, family, and alcohol and tobacco consumption. 

As it follows from the data of Table 48, the overwhelming majority of Belarusians consider themselves Orthodox believers; Catholics rank second. There are comparatively few nonbelievers and atheists. These data have been changing insignificantly during the last years.

However, religion does not occupy any significant place in the life of the majority of Belarusians: frequent church visits are rather a rarity than a rule (Table 49).

As it can be seen from Table 50, among Christian confessions the Orthodox are the least inclined to go to church frequently.

The data of Table 51 give an idea about the socio-demographic characteristics of the population versus church attendance frequency as an indicator of religiousness.

As it can be seen, women are noticeably more pious than men. A certain connection with age can also be traced, although it is weaker than in case of gender – people of the advanced age go to church more often than the young. Connection with education is more complicated: the share of those who attend church frequently is smaller among educated people. However, the share of those who do not go to church at all is smaller among them, too. Attendance of church once a year is the most widespread position among the better educated.
The data of Tables 52 and 53 describe disposition of Belarusians towards obsessive habits – smoking and consumption of alcohol.

As it can be seen, propensity for drinking alcohol has not virtually changed for more than 4 years; de- viations inside each position are within the bounds of the coverage error.

	Table 48

	Dynamics of answering the question about religion, %


	Variant of answer
	03'99
	03'03
	12'09
	09'10

	Orthodox
	59.7
	74.5
	78.5
	78.8

	Catholic
	9.8
	12.7
	13.1
	11.1

	Protestant (Lutheran, Pentecostal, Baptist, Adventist and so on)
	0.5
	1.4
	0.6
	0.7

	Muslim
	–
	0.4
	0.4
	0.1

	Jew
	0.1
	0.1
	0.2
	0.1

	Other religion
	0.4
	0.4
	0.9
	0.3

	Nonbeliever / atheist
	7.5
	10.2
	6.1
	8.8

	NA
	11.2
	0.3
	0.2
	0.1


	Table 49

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How often do you go to church?", %


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

	Every day
	0.5
	0.7
	0.5

	Several times a week
	2.5
	2.0
	3.0

	Once a week
	7.8
	7.0
	7.5

	Once a month
	12.6
	12.7
	13.5

	Several times a year
	46.6
	48.9
	46.0

	I do not go at all
	29.3
	28.2
	29.5


	Table 50

	Attitude between belonging to a confession and frequency of church attendance, %


	Variant of answer
	The Orthodox
	The Catholics
	The Protestants

	Once a week and more often
	8.2
	34.9
	63.6

	Once a month
	14.0
	20.1
	27.3

	Several times a year
	53.1
	30.8
	9.1

	I do not go at all
	24.7
	14.2
	0


	Table 51

	Religiousness versus some socio-demographic characteristics*, %


	Variant of answer
	"How often do you go to church?"

	
	Daily
	Several times a week
	Once a week
	Once a month
	Several times a year
	I do not go at all

	Gender:

	Male
	0
	2.1
	3.8
	8.6
	39.5
	46.0

	Female
	0.9
	3.8
	10.6
	17.6
	51.8
	15.4

	Age:

	18-30
	0.6
	0.9
	6.9
	10.1
	50.6
	31.0

	31-59
	0.4
	2.7
	6.5
	13.5
	47.6
	29.3

	60 and older
	0.5
	5.9
	10.4
	16.5
	38.3
	28.5

	Education:

	Primary
	1.6
	14.3
	20.6
	12.7
	17.5
	33.3

	Incomplete secondary
	1.1
	3.7
	6.9
	14.9
	36.2
	37.2

	Secondary
	0.3
	3.3
	6.7
	12.4
	45.2
	32.1

	Vocational
	0.2
	1.8
	7.7
	14.4
	51
	24.8

	Higher
	0.4
	0.8
	6.3
	13.4
	54.3
	24.8

	* The table is read across


Dependence of obsessive habits on socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences is of some interest, too (Table 54).

Propensity to obsessive habits proves to be quite closely connected with gender. The second rather valid factor is religiousness, although it is also connected with gender, as it has been shown above. Connections among the variables which appear in Table 54 are rather complicated. It is not ruled out that the effect of false correlation is present in many cases. For instance, the fact that the people who do not trust the president drink more than those who do, is most probably explained not by the bigger frustrations experienced by the former and their craving for “the cure” for any sorrow. The president is more trusted by women, who are very religious people, and by those of the advanced age, and they are disposed to drinking alcohol to the least extent.

	Table 52

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you smoke?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	No
	61.4

	Yes
	38.2


	Table 53

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How often do you consume alcoholic beverages (including beer)?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	09'10

	Daily
	1.3
	1.0

	Several times a week
	10.1
	11.1

	Several times a month
	35.8
	35.4

	Several times a year
	30.4
	33.1

	I do not at all consume them
	18.5
	19.4


	Table 54

	Attitude of smoking and alcohol consuming with socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences*, %


	Variant of answer
	Smokers
	"How often do you consume alcohol?"

	
	
	Daily
	Several times a week
	Several times a month
	Several times a year
	I do not at all consume it

	Gender:

	Male
	59.6
	1.6
	18.6
	46.4
	24.4
	9.0

	Female
	19.6
	0.5
	4.6
	25.9
	40.5
	28.4

	Age:

	18-30
	49.6
	0.9
	13.8
	42.1
	31.7
	11.5

	31-59
	43.1
	1.1
	13.4
	40.2
	33.3
	11.9

	60 and older
	16.8
	0.8
	3.5
	18.9
	33.9
	42.9

	Education:

	Primary
	20.3
	0
	7.8
	9.4
	32.8
	50.0

	Incomplete secondary
	25.3
	2.6
	5.8
	23.3
	30.2
	38.1

	Secondary
	47.8
	1.4
	15.2
	37.2
	30.2
	16.0

	Vocational
	37.9
	0.5
	9.1
	40.4
	36.1
	13.9

	Higher
	31.0
	0
	9.8
	38.2
	37.0
	15.0

	How often do you go to church?

	Once a week and more often
	17.3
	0.6
	5.4
	26.8
	31.0
	36.3

	Once a month
	15.1
	0.5
	2.9
	26.3
	47.3
	22.9

	Several times a year
	37.4
	0.6
	7.3
	37.0
	37.6
	17.6

	I do not go at all
	57.8
	2.0
	22.9
	40.4
	20.4
	14.2

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	28.9
	0.9
	7.2
	29.0
	36.0
	26.9

	No
	49.7
	1.1
	16.3
	42.1
	29.1
	11.4

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?

	Integration with the Russia
	31.5
	1.1
	8.3
	29.6
	33.0
	28.0

	Joining the EU
	45.1
	0.6
	16.1
	40.4
	31.7
	11.1

	* The table is read across


As it follows from the data of Table 55, attitude to the right to abortion has not changed during the year: a little bit less than a half of respondents support the unconditional realization of the right, approximately every fifth person supports banning it.

As the data of Table 56 show, the public opinion in  our  country  is  not  in  favor of a family with few children: more than a half of Belarusians advocated the idea that a family should have several children, whereas only every eighth respondent supported a family with one child or no children at all.

	Table 55

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Should abortions be banned in our country?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'09
	09'10

	No, abortions should not be banned. A woman has the right to make such a decision herself
	46.6
	45.8

	They should generally be banned; only therapeutic abortions should be allowed
	20.9
	22.4

	Yes, abortions should be banned
	20.5
	19.3


	Table 56

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How many children should a family have, in your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	One child
	9.1

	Several children
	51.5

	As many, as God will give
	29.9

	It is better without children
	3.0


The data of Table 57 are a visual proof of the relatively high ritual religiousness of Belarusians: almost a half of respondents consider that marriage should be blessed in church. At that, the institution of marriage blessed either by the state or by church remains quite firm in the life of Belarusians–only 10% of respondents preferred marriage de facto. 

	Table 57

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How many children should a family have, in your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Marriage blessed in church
	8.1

	Marriage registered in a registry office
	35.1

	Marriage blessed in church and registered in a registry office
	40.4

	De facto marriage (living together)
	10.1

	I do not need a family
	2.1


	Table 58

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In some countries homosexual marriages (a union of two men or two women) are legalized. And what is your attitude to the official recognition of such marriages in Belarus?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Negative
	71.6

	Indifferent
	23.1

	Positive
	3.7


However, the institution of same-sex marriage finds support among a rather insignificant share of respondents with the overwhelming majority treating the innovation in the negative way (Table 58).

Connection of answers about families and children with some socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences is presented in Tables 59-62.

As it follows from Table 59, in contrast to the situation  with religiousness connection with gender is virtually absent in respect of the right to abortion. However, attitude to this right turns out to be generally  connected with characteristics determining adherence to conservative or liberal values: people with a high level of education, of young and middle age, of lesser religiousness, those who do not rust A. Lukashenko and prefer Euro-integration of Belarus, are more inclined to support the unconditional right to abortion.

Attitude of men and women to the question of the number of children in the family is quite similar; however, among women the religious motivation “As many, as God will give” is more common (Table 60). The same motivation is also peculiar to a half of the advanced age respondents. At the same time, the young stick to such strategy of family planning more seldom than other age groups, and more often than representatives of older ages – to the formula “one child”. The situation with education and religiousness resembles the above mentioned one: educated people and those who do not attend church adhere to the “As many, as God will give” strategy to the least extent, and to the greatest extent – to “one child” and “several children”. Religious motivation is also closer to supporters of the president and adherents of Belarus integration with Russia.

	Table 59

	Attitude to abortions and socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences*, %


	Variant of answer
	"Should abortions be banned in our country?"

	
	Yes, abortions should be banned
	They should generally be banned; only therapeutic abortions should be allowed
	No, abortions should not be banned. A woman has the right to make such a decision herself
	DA

	Gender:

	Male
	17.0
	20.4
	47.6
	15.0

	Female
	19.8
	21.8
	50.5
	7.9

	Age:

	18-30
	14.1
	22.4
	51.8
	11.8

	31-59
	14.1
	21.3
	53.0
	11.6

	60 and older
	36.3
	19.4
	32.3
	12.1

	Education:

	Primary
	41.5
	17.0
	24.5
	17.0

	Incomplete secondary
	60.9
	4.3
	26.1
	8.7

	Secondary
	15.9
	18.3
	50.0
	15.9

	Vocational
	16.3
	20.1
	53.6
	10.0

	Higher
	11.6
	27.1
	52.2
	9.2

	How often do you go to church?

	Once a week and more often
	48.8
	26.3
	17.5
	7.5

	Once a month
	29.8
	25.0
	38.1
	7.1

	Several times a year
	12.6
	23.4
	54.2
	9.8

	I do not go at all
	9.7
	14.1
	58.3
	18.0

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	26.4
	24.3
	41.0
	8.3

	No
	13.5
	17.5
	52.9
	16.2

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?

	Integration with the Russia
	27.1
	20.8
	41.6
	10.4

	Joining the EU
	13.3
	23.2
	53.3
	10.2

	* The table is read across


	Table 60

	Attitude of the desirable number of children with socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences*, %


	Variant of answer
	"How many children should a family have, in your opinion?"

	
	One child
	Several children
	As many, as God will give
	It is better without children
	DA/NA

	Gender:

	Male
	9.3
	52.4
	25.5
	2.8
	9.9

	Female
	8.9
	49.8
	34.7
	1.0
	5.6

	Age:

	18-30
	16.5
	48.2
	24.7
	3.5
	7.1

	31-59
	9.6
	54.1
	25.1
	2.0
	9.2

	60 and older
	2.4
	42.7
	50.0
	0.8
	4.0

	Education:

	Primary
	5.7
	34.0
	56.6
	3.8
	0

	Incomplete secondary
	4.3
	39.1
	47.8
	0
	8.7

	Secondary
	9.8
	45.1
	29.9
	1.2
	14.0

	Vocational
	10.5
	54.5
	24.4
	2.4
	8.1

	Higher
	8.7
	58.5
	26.1
	1.9
	4.8

	How often do you go to church?

	Once a week and more often
	2.5
	32.5
	61.3
	1.3
	2.5

	Once a month
	6.0
	35.7
	57.1
	0
	1.2

	Several times a year
	7.3
	63.6
	21.7
	1.0
	6.3

	I do not go at all
	15.5
	47.6
	17.5
	4.4
	15.0

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	7.3
	45.1
	42.7
	0.7
	4.2

	No
	10.8
	52.9
	20.9
	3.7
	11.8

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?

	Integration with the Russia
	7.2
	46.2
	36.2
	1.8
	8.6

	Joining the EU
	8.8
	57.2
	24.9
	2.8
	6.3

	* The table is read across


	Table 61

	Attitude of the desirable marital union status with socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences*, %


	Variant of answer
	"What type of relations seems the best to you in order to create a family?"

	
	Marriage blessed in church
	Marriage registered in a registry office
	Marriage blessed in church and registered in a registry office
	De facto marriage (living together)
	I do not need a family

	Gender:

	Male
	5.7
	38.0
	32.3
	16.4
	2.3

	Female
	11.6
	30.7
	47.2
	6.6
	0.7

	Age:

	18-30
	8.2
	29.4
	41.2
	11.8
	4.7

	31-59
	7.2
	37.1
	35.3
	13.9
	1.3

	60 and older
	12.9
	29.0
	51.6
	4.8
	0

	Education:

	Primary
	13.2
	24.5
	50.9
	9.4
	0

	Incomplete secondary
	26.1
	8.7
	47.8
	8.7
	0

	Secondary
	9.8
	33.5
	36.6
	15.2
	1.8

	Vocational
	5.3
	42.6
	33.0
	12.0
	1.9

	Higher
	7.2
	32.9
	43.5
	10.1
	1.4

	How often do you go to church?

	Once a week and more often
	16.3
	10.0
	61.3
	7.5
	2.5

	Once a month
	14.3
	25.0
	57.1
	2.4
	0

	Several times a year
	6.6
	37.4
	43.0
	9.8
	0.3

	I do not go at all
	5.3
	44.2
	18.0
	20.4
	3.4

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	11.1
	27.1
	51.0
	8.3
	0.7

	No
	6.1
	37.0
	31.3
	16.2
	2.4

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?

	Integration with the Russia
	11.3
	28.5
	45.2
	9.0
	1.4

	Joining the EU
	6.7
	39.6
	36.5
	11.9
	1.1

	* The table is read across


Among men the shares of supporters of marriage registration in a registry office as well as of living together are noticeably larger (Table 61). On the other hand, connection with age is not unambiguous: blessing of marriage in church is mainly preferred by respondents of the advanced age, but at the same time it is also very popular among young people. An obvious and quite strong connection is observed as far as religiousness is concerned. The large number (20%) of supporters of marriage de facto among those who do not attend church is quite impressive. Trust in the president, just as in other questions, conditions a more conservative approach – commitment to the marriage blessed by the church and a weaker inclination to living together. Nevertheless, it should be noted that the number of marriage de facto supporters is noticeably above zero in all the groups under consideration.
	Table 62

	Attitude of same-sex marriages’ legalization with socio-demographic characteristics, religiousness and political preferences*, %


	Variant of answer
	"What is your attitude to the official recognition of same-sex marriages?"

	
	Positive
	Negative
	Indifferent
	DA

	Gender:

	Male
	3.1
	68.8
	25.8
	2.3

	Female
	2.3
	72.6
	22.8
	2.0

	Age:

	18-30
	3.5
	61.2
	32.9
	2.4

	31-59
	3.4
	67.3
	27.1
	2.0

	60 and older
	0
	88.7
	8.9
	2.4

	Education:

	Primary
	0
	81.1
	13.2
	5.7

	Incomplete secondary
	4.3
	82.6
	8.7
	4.3

	Secondary
	2.4
	64.6
	29.3
	3.7

	Vocational
	2.9
	72.7
	23.4
	1.0

	Higher
	3.4
	69.1
	26.1
	1.0

	How often do you go to church?

	Once a week and more often
	0
	83.8
	13.8
	1.3

	Once a month
	1.2
	79.8
	16.7
	2.4

	Several times a year
	1.7
	74.5
	22.0
	1.7

	I do not go at all
	5.8
	56.3
	35.0
	2.9

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	1.0
	79.2
	17.4
	2.1

	No
	4.7
	63.0
	30.3
	2.0

	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?

	Integration with the RF
	2.7
	78.3
	16.3
	2.7

	Joining the EU
	4.2
	63.5
	30.2
	1.8

	* The table is read across


Belarusian society is not tolerant at all to the idea of the same-sex marriages’ official recognition. In all the groups of different political views supporters the share of such marriages’ opponents is not lower than 63%, and in the groups of the advanced age and of deeply religious people the share goes beyond 80% (Table 62). The gender has virtually no influence here. Young people are a little bit more tolerant to same-sex marriages. Among the groups of different education levels respondents with secondary education are the least intolerant. Supporters of the president and integration with Russia, as in many other previous questions, demonstrate larger conservatism in this case, too; and their opponents – a somewhat larger tolerance, or rather a lesser intolerance.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in September, 2010 (%)

1. "How has your financial standing changed for the last three months?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It has improved
	18.7
	18.8
	19.4
	18.0
	14.1
	12.3
	14.6
	29.6

	It has not changed
	56.7
	56.3
	56.3
	54.7
	55.9
	56.0
	63.3
	55.7

	It has become worse
	23.6
	21.9
	24.3
	27.3
	29.0
	30.0
	21.1
	13.9

	DA
	1.0
	3.0
	0
	0
	1.0
	1.7
	1.0
	0.8


Table 1.2. Depending on education 

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It has improved
	29.7
	28.9
	17.2
	13.7
	20.1

	It has not changed
	54.7
	54.2
	57.6
	59.1
	53.1

	It has become worse
	15.6
	15.3
	24.4
	26.0
	26.0

	DA
	0
	1.6
	0.8
	1.2
	0.8


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	It has improved
	12.4
	18.0
	14.4
	28.9
	6.4

	It has not changed
	58.5
	57.1
	60.8
	55.5
	48.9

	It has become worse
	28.5
	24.1
	22.7
	14.6
	41.5

	DA
	0.6
	0.8
	2.1
	1.0
	3.2


Table 1.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It has improved
	8.7
	10.0
	19.4
	19.9
	24.1
	25.6
	28.1

	It has not changed
	63.9
	58.5
	59.9
	54.0
	52.8
	51.7
	52.4

	It has become worse
	27.1
	31.0
	20.3
	25.0
	18.6
	22.7
	19.0

	DA
	0.3
	0.5
	0.4
	1.1
	4.5
	0
	0.5


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It has improved
	8.7
	19.1
	14.6
	22.9
	25.9

	It has not changed
	63.9
	59.2
	56.3
	50.0
	54.8

	It has become worse
	27.1
	18.8
	28.5
	26.7
	18.6

	DA
	0.3
	2.9
	0.6
	0.4
	0.7


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

Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is going to improve
	25.5
	17.2
	30.3
	19.6
	17.6
	22.7
	25.6
	36.0

	It is not going to change
	43.9
	50.0
	47.6
	48.6
	45.9
	42.0
	39.7
	41.9

	It is going to become worse
	19.6
	20.3
	13.1
	21.0
	22.5
	24.7
	21.1
	14.1

	DA/NA
	11.0
	12.5
	9.0
	10.8
	14.0
	10.6
	13.6
	7.5


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is going to improve
	46.9
	32.8
	25.1
	23.5
	18.4

	It is not going to change
	31.3
	37.6
	45.0
	48.4
	41.6

	It is going to become worse
	14.1
	18.0
	17.7
	20.3
	25.5

	DA/NA
	7.9
	11.6
	12.2
	7.7
	14.5


Table 2.3. Depending on status 

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	It is going to improve
	15.3
	25.5
	24.7
	35.8
	19.1

	It is not going to change
	43.8
	45.6
	50.5
	40.4
	40.4

	It is going to become worse
	25.6
	19.3
	13.4
	14.1
	29.8

	DA/NA
	15.3
	9.6
	11.4
	9.7
	10.7


Table 2.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is going to improve
	12.5
	13.2
	30.1
	33.5
	28.0
	26.6
	40.3

	It is not going to change
	47.9
	63.6
	55.8
	38.6
	28.5
	28.8
	36.8

	It is going to become worse
	25.7
	17.1
	11.9
	20.5
	22.0
	28.8
	12.1

	DA/NA
	13.9
	6.1
	2.2
	7.4
	21.5
	15.8
	10.8


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is going to improve
	12.5
	30.9
	20.1
	33.8
	29.9

	It is not going to change
	47.9
	36.8
	46.2
	41.0
	46.0

	It is going to become worse
	25.7
	14.0
	23.8
	15.4
	18.3

	DA/NA
	13.9
	18.3
	9.9
	9.8
	5.8


3. "Do you know about the movies "The Godfather", "The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3" about president of Belarus A. Lukashenko recently broadcasted by the Russian TV channel NTV?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, I do
	50.6
	53.1
	55.2
	64.7
	62.9
	57.0
	49.0
	28.8

	No, I do not
	48.7
	45.3
	44.8
	34.5
	37.1
	42.7
	49.5
	69.9

	NA
	0.7
	1.6
	0
	0.8
	0
	0.3
	1.5
	1.3


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	26.6
	20.5
	51.5
	57.8
	64.2

	No, I do not
	73.4
	77.4
	47.8
	41.6
	35.8

	NA
	0
	2.1
	0.7
	0.6
	0


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	Yes, I do
	64.0
	57.4
	56.3
	27.6
	48.4

	No, I do not
	35.1
	42.2
	43.7
	70.9
	51.6

	NA
	0.9
	0.4
	0
	1.5
	0


Table 3.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I do
	58.5
	65.1
	34.4
	47.2
	59.5
	29.4
	53.2

	No, I do not
	41.2
	34.9
	64.8
	52.8
	39.0
	68.9
	45.9

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0.8
	0
	1.5
	1.7
	0.9


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	58.5
	52.9
	43.7
	55.1
	45.4

	No, I do not
	41.2
	46.0
	56.0
	44.2
	53.6

	NA
	0.3
	1.1
	0.3
	0.7
	1.0


4. "Have you watched the movies yourself?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I have watched all three movies
	11.8
	17.5
	11.8
	16.5
	16.3
	14.7
	9.6
	4.0

	I have watched two movies
	7.3
	9.5
	11.1
	7.2
	10.1
	7.4
	8.6
	2.7

	I have watched one movie
	10.6
	9.5
	16.0
	15.1
	16.0
	9.0
	6.1
	6.4

	I have not watched any of them
	58.4
	58.7
	54.9
	54.0
	47.9
	57.9
	61.9
	69.1

	NA
	11.9
	4.8
	6.2
	7.2
	9.7
	11.0
	13.8
	17.8


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I have watched all three movies
	0
	2.1
	13.1
	12.3
	17.6

	I have watched two movies
	0
	1.6
	7.7
	9.8
	8.2

	I have watched one movie
	0
	3.7
	11.0
	14.4
	11.0

	I have not watched any of them
	96.8
	74.1
	56.8
	49.8
	56.5

	NA
	3.2
	18.5
	11.4
	13.7
	6.7


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	I have watched all three movies
	21.3
	11.2
	15.6
	3.6
	11.6

	I have watched two movies
	8.3
	9.4
	10.4
	3.1
	5.3

	I have watched one movie
	12.4
	12.4
	14.6
	5.9
	8.4

	I have not watched any of them
	48.2
	55.9
	55.2
	69.9
	66.3

	NA
	9.8
	11.1
	4.2
	17.5
	8.4


Table 4.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I have watched all three movies
	17.0
	8.3
	15.5
	14.8
	10.9
	7.4
	6.9

	I have watched two movies
	6.3
	20.5
	1.8
	9.7
	3.5
	2.8
	6.0

	I have watched one movie
	15.6
	18.8
	5.3
	11.3
	5.5
	8.0
	7.8

	I have not watched any of them
	60.4
	52.0
	44.2
	64.2
	55.2
	63.1
	71.1

	NA
	0.7
	0.4
	33.2
	0
	24.9
	18.7
	8.2


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I have watched all three movies
	17.0
	15.4
	12.9
	10.2
	5.8

	I have watched two movies
	6.3
	3.7
	7.3
	13.2
	6.8

	I have watched one movie
	15.6
	7.0
	7.9
	12.8
	10.0

	I have not watched any of them
	60.4
	48.9
	58.7
	47.8
	70.4

	NA
	0.7
	25.0
	13.2
	16.0
	7.0


5. "If you know about the movies "The Godfather", "The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then how did you learn about them?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I watched them on TV
	10.0
	6.3
	6.9
	5.8
	14.7
	9.3
	10.6
	9.9

	I watched them on the Internet
	10.0
	18.8
	13.2
	20.9
	14.0
	10.7
	5.1
	2.1

	I watched them on a DVD
	10.9
	12.5
	18.8
	14.4
	15.0
	12.7
	10.6
	1.9

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	4.6
	1.6
	3.5
	4.3
	3.9
	7.0
	7.0
	2.9

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends and relatives
	17.5
	14.1
	13.2
	23.0
	16.9
	21.3
	19.2
	14.4


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I watched them on TV
	0
	4.2
	9.5
	13.7
	11.8

	I watched them on the Internet
	0
	1.6
	11.0
	10.5
	15.7

	I watched them on a DVD
	0
	2.1
	12.4
	14.0
	11.4

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	7.8
	2.6
	4.6
	3.7
	7.1

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends and relatives
	20.6
	11.6
	16.3
	19.7
	20.0


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	I watched them on TV
	11.2
	11.2
	5.2
	8.4
	9.6

	I watched them on the Internet
	14.5
	12.0
	18.6
	2.0
	6.3

	I watched them on a DVD
	19.4
	11.1
	16.7
	2.0
	10.6

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	3.8
	6.4
	1.0
	2.8
	6.3

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends and relatives
	17.1
	19.6
	17.5
	14.1
	19.1


Table 5.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I watched them on TV
	6.6
	27.2
	6.6
	6.3
	11.5
	4.0
	6.9

	I watched them on the Internet
	18.4
	5.7
	3.5
	18.1
	5.0
	8.5
	9.5

	I watched them on a DVD
	16.6
	17.9
	12.3
	13.6
	3.5
	6.8
	3.5

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	3.1
	4.8
	1.3
	3.4
	11.5
	2.8
	6.1

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends and relatives
	17.6
	20.1
	11.1
	9.1
	21.0
	10.2
	29.9


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I watched them on TV
	6.6
	4.4
	9.6
	13.2
	14.6

	I watched them on the Internet
	18.4
	9.6
	13.5
	8.3
	2.8

	I watched them on a DVD
	16.6
	12.9
	5.9
	15.0
	6.5

	I had not watched the movies, but I learned about them from other mass media
	3.1
	3.7
	5.9
	3.0
	6.3

	I had not watched the movies, but I heard about them from my acquaintances, friends and relatives
	17.6
	18.8
	12.5
	17.3
	20.6


6. "If you know the contents of the movies "The Godfather", "The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then how do you assess them?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is not true
	4.3
	4.6
	3.5
	3.6
	3.3
	3.3
	7.0
	5.1

	It is mainly not true
	7.7
	7.7
	8.3
	10.8
	8.8
	9.3
	8.0
	4.0

	It is mainly the truth
	13.3
	9.2
	15.3
	20.9
	20.8
	14.7
	10.5
	5.1

	It is the truth
	10.1
	10.8
	11.1
	12.2
	12.1
	12.7
	8.5
	5.6

	DA/NA
	64.6
	67.7
	61.8
	52.5
	55.0
	60.0
	66.0
	70.2


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is not true
	1.6
	4.2
	4.0
	5.0
	3.9

	It is mainly not true
	6.3
	3.2
	8.9
	7.3
	9.4

	It is mainly the truth
	1.6
	2.6
	12.5
	16.9
	20.1

	It is the truth
	0
	3.2
	9.8
	13.3
	13.0

	DA/NA
	90.5
	86.8
	64.8
	57.5
	53.6


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	It is not true
	3.8
	4.5
	5.2
	4.6
	1.1

	It is mainly not true
	5.6
	11.4
	7.2
	4.3
	6.3

	It is mainly the truth
	21.5
	15.7
	12.4
	5.4
	3.2

	It is the truth
	17.2
	7.9
	12.4
	5.1
	16.8

	DA/NA
	51.9
	60.5
	62.8
	80.6
	72.6


Table 6.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is not true
	2.4
	9.1
	2.7
	5.1
	2.0
	1.1
	7.0

	It is mainly not true
	5.5
	10.9
	5.3
	15.4
	2.0
	4.5
	10.4

	It is mainly the truth
	15.2
	23.9
	7.5
	14.9
	9.0
	11.2
	10.9

	It is the truth
	19.4
	14.3
	11.1
	7.4
	10.5
	0.6
	2.2

	DA/NA
	57.5
	41.8
	73.4
	57.2
	76.5
	82.6
	69.5


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is not true
	2.4
	6.6
	3.0
	4.9
	4.3

	It is mainly not true
	5.5
	7.7
	8.9
	8.6
	7.5

	It is mainly the truth
	15.2
	9.9
	17.5
	13.9
	10.8

	It is the truth
	19.4
	5.1
	6.3
	13.9
	7.3

	DA/NA
	57.4
	70.7
	54.3
	58.7
	70.1


7. "If you know the contents of the movies "The Godfather", "The Godfather-2" and "The Godfather-3", then did they influence your attitude towards president A. Lukashenko?"

Table 7.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better
	1.7
	1.6
	2.1
	2.2
	2.3
	1.3
	3.0
	0.8

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to
	27.5
	23.8
	21.7
	38.1
	33.6
	31.0
	25.1
	17.6

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse
	10.1
	11.1
	13.2
	13.7
	15.0
	10.7
	8.5
	3.7

	DA/NA
	60.7
	63.5
	57.0
	46.0
	49.1
	57.0
	63.4
	77.9


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better
	0
	2.1
	1.5
	2.1
	1.6

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to
	7.8
	9.5
	27.8
	30.8
	39.5

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse
	4.7
	3.2
	10.0
	14.6
	9.4

	DA/NA
	87.5
	85.2
	60.7
	52.5
	49.5


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better
	1.5
	2.1
	3.1
	1.0
	1.1

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to
	38.2
	29.8
	26.8
	16.8
	20.0

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse
	13.9
	11.9
	12.4
	3.6
	9.5

	DA/NA
	46.4
	56.2
	57.7
	78.6
	69.4


Table 7.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better
	0.7
	4.8
	1.3
	1.1
	1.0
	1.1
	1.7

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to
	39.9
	40.2
	15.4
	30.9
	20.5
	13.6
	25.1

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse
	5.9
	16.6
	14.9
	11.4
	7.5
	9.0
	6.1

	DA/NA
	53.5
	38.4
	68.4
	56.6
	71.0
	76.3
	67.1


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him better
	0.7
	2.6
	2.0
	1.5
	1.5

	No, they did not. I treat him the way I used to
	39.9
	20.6
	26.2
	27.7
	24.1

	Yes, they did. I began to treat him worse
	5.9
	11.4
	9.9
	15.7
	8.5

	DA/NA
	53.5
	65.4
	61.9
	55.1
	65.9


8. "If you do not feel protected from the arbitrary rule of the authorities, then violations of which rights worries you most of all?"

Table 8.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Violation of socio-economic rights (to housing, work, education, medical care, social service and other)
	39.1
	27.0
	41.0
	46.8
	45.0
	43.5
	40.6
	28.5

	Violation of political rights (to expression of one's opinion, to peaceful meetings and associations, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected into bodies of state administration and other)
	19.7
	22.2
	22.9
	24.5
	22.8
	24.6
	17.8
	10.9

	It does not worry me
	15.4
	22.2
	16.0
	11.5
	14.0
	11.6
	10.2
	22.7

	DA/NA
	25.8
	28.6
	20.1
	17.2
	18.2
	20.3
	31.4
	37.9


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Violation of socio-economic rights (to housing, work, education, medical care, social service and other)
	31.7
	28.4
	41.2
	40.5
	41.6

	Violation of political rights (to expression of one's opinion, to peaceful meetings and associations, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected into bodies of state administration and other)
	3.2
	7.4
	19.1
	24.3
	26.7

	It does not worry me
	23.8
	17.4
	16.5
	13.7
	12.5

	DA/NA
	41.3
	46.8
	23.2
	21.5
	19.2


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	Violation of socio-economic rights (to housing, work, education, medical care, social service and other)
	42.4
	44.7
	31.3
	29.9
	37.2

	Violation of political rights (to expression of one's opinion, to peaceful meetings and associations, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected into bodies of state administration and other)
	31.8
	17.5
	26.0
	11.0
	20.2

	It does not worry me
	9.1
	14.5
	21.9
	21.2
	13.8

	DA/NA
	16.7
	23.3
	20.8
	37.9
	28.8


Table 8.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Violation of socio-economic rights (to housing, work, education, medical care, social service and other)
	44.8
	40.8
	26.5
	42.2
	27.5
	42.6
	47.6

	Violation of political rights (to expression of one's opinion, to peaceful meetings and associations, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected into bodies of state administration and other)
	21.5
	11.4
	44.7
	9.0
	23.0
	13.6
	11.3

	It does not worry me
	11.1
	31.6
	1.8
	19.2
	12.5
	14.2
	18.6

	DA/NA
	22.6
	16.2
	28.0
	29.1
	37.0
	29.6
	22.5


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Violation of socio-economic rights (to housing, work, education, medical care, social service and other)
	44.8
	35.4
	37.7
	47.4
	33.2

	Violation of political rights (to expression of one's opinion, to peaceful meetings and associations, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected into bodies of state administration and other)
	21.5
	25.1
	24.8
	14.7
	14.6

	It does not worry me
	11.1
	11.8
	11.9
	10.5
	26.6

	DA/NA
	22.6
	27.7
	25.6
	27.4
	25.6


9. "Does the personality cult of president A. Lukashenko exist in Belarus, in your opinion?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, there is every indication that it is present
	35.4
	36.5
	31.9
	46.4
	40.4
	40.7
	31.3
	26.7

	Not yet, but there are more and more prerequisites for it
	28.0
	23.8
	29.2
	26.1
	32.9
	33.3
	25.9
	21.8

	There are no signs of such a cult
	24.7
	20.8
	24.3
	15.2
	14.0
	18.3
	25.9
	42.8

	DA/NA
	11.9
	15.9
	12.6
	11.3
	12.7
	7.7
	16.9
	8.7


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, there is every indication that it is present
	34.4
	20.5
	35.6
	39.7
	38.8

	Not yet, but there are more and more prerequisites for it
	10.9
	18.4
	29.9
	30.8
	30.2

	There are no signs of such a cult
	43.7
	48.8
	22.2
	16.9
	21.6

	DA/NA
	11.0
	12.3
	12.3
	12.6
	9.4


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	Yes, there is every indication that it is present
	49.0
	32.6
	30.2
	26.5
	35.3

	Not yet, but there are more and more prerequisites for it
	28.0
	33.1
	29.2
	20.7
	24.2

	There are no signs of such a cult
	10.6
	22.6
	25.0
	42.9
	13.7

	DA/NA
	12.4
	11.7
	15.6
	9.9
	16.8


Table 9.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, there is every indication that it is present
	42.2
	30.8
	64.8
	22.0
	27.0
	23.7
	28.9

	Not yet, but there are more and more prerequisites for it
	23.9
	35.7
	20.3
	35.0
	35.0
	23.7
	25.4

	There are no signs of such a cult
	23.2
	30.0
	11.9
	31.6
	18.5
	29.9
	30.2

	DA/NA
	10.7
	3.5
	3.0
	11.4
	19.5
	22.7
	15.5


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, there is every indication that it is present
	42.2
	30.6
	38.3
	32.5
	33.3

	Not yet, but there are more and more prerequisites for it
	23.9
	21.4
	29.0
	30.6
	32.8

	There are no signs of such a cult
	23.2
	26.6
	24.4
	25.7
	24.6

	DA/NA
	10.7
	21.4
	8.3
	11.2
	9.3


10. "Do you think the fact that virtually all power in the country is concentrated now in the hands of A. Lukashenko does Belarus good or gives the country nothing positive?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It does Belarus good
	44.1
	31.7
	37.9
	30.7
	32.0
	38.0
	49.2
	65.9

	It gives the country nothing positive
	38.5
	41.3
	40.7
	52.9
	50.1
	43.0
	34.2
	21.1

	DA/NA
	17.4
	27.0
	21.4
	16.4
	17.9
	19.0
	16.6
	13.0


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It does Belarus good
	68.3
	65.8
	42.0
	37.7
	37.6

	It gives the country nothing positive
	20.6
	20.0
	38.4
	43.3
	49.0

	DA/NA
	11.1
	14.2
	19.6
	19.0
	13.4


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	It does Belarus good
	28.3
	42.7
	36.1
	65.6
	29.5

	It gives the country nothing positive
	55.5
	37.6
	41.2
	20.8
	54.7

	DA/NA
	16.2
	19.7
	22.7
	13.6
	15.8


Table 10.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It does Belarus good
	32.3
	34.5
	53.1
	49.4
	32.7
	38.4
	69.4

	It gives the country nothing positive
	48.3
	48.0
	37.2
	38.6
	41.2
	31.6
	21.6

	DA/NA
	19.4
	17.5
	9.7
	12.0
	26.1
	30.0
	9.0


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It does Belarus good
	32.3
	58.8
	35.0
	44.9
	48.9

	It gives the country nothing positive
	48.3
	22.4
	51.2
	35.1
	35.3

	DA/NA
	19.4
	18.8
	13.8
	20.0
	15.8


11. "If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Integration with Russia
	34.9
	27.0
	25.5
	17.9
	29.3
	33.3
	36.2
	50.9

	Joining the European Union
	41.7
	47.6
	58.6
	60.7
	48.9
	45.3
	38.7
	20.0

	DA/NA
	23.4
	25.4
	15.9
	21.4
	21.8
	21.4
	25.1
	29.1


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Integration with Russia
	48.4
	53.2
	32.1
	33.8
	26.3

	Joining the European Union
	15.6
	20.5
	43.5
	46.1
	52.5

	DA/NA
	36.0
	26.3
	24.4
	20.1
	21.2


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	Integration with Russia
	25.6
	33.2
	25.0
	49.5
	29.8

	Joining the European Union
	52.1
	45.5
	56.3
	22.2
	45.7

	DA/NA
	22.3
	21.3
	18.7
	23.3
	24.5


Table 11.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Integration with Russia
	33.7
	29.3
	33.9
	33.9
	43.5
	32.8
	37.9

	Joining the European Union
	50.7
	44.1
	51.1
	45.2
	31.0
	47.5
	21.1

	DA/NA
	15.6
	26.6
	15.0
	20.9
	25.5
	19.7
	41.0


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Integration with Russia
	33.7
	37.7
	34.0
	25.2
	41.1

	Joining the European Union
	50.7
	35.4
	47.9
	39.1
	36.8

	DA/NA
	15.6
	26.9
	18.1
	35.7
	22.1


12. "What kind of person should the future president of Belarus be?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	A supporter of presidential power consolidation
	29.5
	23.8
	26.2
	17.3
	20.8
	24.1
	31.8
	46.9

	A supporter of powers separation
	43.5
	46.0
	49.7
	54.7
	54.7
	50.8
	40.9
	22.7

	It does not matter
	25.0
	27.0
	23.4
	26.6
	23.1
	22.1
	24.7
	28.5

	NA
	2.0
	3.2
	0.7
	1.4
	1.4
	3.0
	2.6
	1.9


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A supporter of presidential power 
consolidation
	43.8
	48.1
	26.8
	25.9
	24.7

	A supporter of powers separation
	17.2
	20.6
	44.2
	48.3
	57.3

	It does not matter
	32.8
	29.6
	27.3
	23.6
	16.9

	NA
	6.2
	1.7
	1.7
	2.2
	1.1


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	A supporter of presidential power consolidation
	16.3
	27.7
	20.6
	47.8
	22.1

	A supporter of powers separation
	56.5
	48.5
	49.5
	22.0
	47.4

	It does not matter
	25.7
	21.6
	28.9
	28.2
	26.3

	NA
	1.5
	2.2
	1.0
	2.0
	4.2


Table 12.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	A supporter of presidential power consolidation
	22.9
	21.0
	28.8
	28.4
	17.5
	40.1
	50.6

	A supporter of powers separation
	45.5
	53.7
	52.2
	54.0
	47.5
	31.1
	20.3

	It does not matter
	31.6
	24.5
	17.7
	16.5
	30.5
	27.1
	23.8

	NA
	0
	0.8
	1.3
	1.1
	4.5
	1.7
	5.3


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A supporter of presidential power 
consolidation
	22.9
	35.4
	18.9
	33.2
	36.2

	A supporter of powers separation
	45.5
	36.2
	56.3
	44.2
	36.9

	It does not matter
	31.6
	25.4
	23.5
	20.4
	24.1

	NA
	0
	3.0
	1.3
	2.2
	2.8


13. "Do you intend to participate in the forthcoming presidential election?"

Table 13.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, I will participate in these elections
	60.0
	42.9
	50.7
	46.8
	56.7
	55.0
	67.2
	74.7

	I will make a decision about participation or nonparticipation depending on the political situation during the pre-election campaign
	25.6
	33.3
	28.5
	35.3
	27.4
	32.3
	22.2
	14.7

	I will not participate in these elections
	11.4
	19.0
	14.6
	17.3
	12.7
	10.3
	8.1
	14.6

	DA/NA
	3.0
	4.8
	6.2
	0.6
	3.2
	2.4
	2.5
	5.0


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I will participate in these elections
	74.6
	71.6
	56.0
	58.6
	59.6

	I will make a decision about participation or nonparticipation depending on the political situation during the pre-election campaign
	11.1
	15.3
	28.2
	28.4
	25.9

	I will not participate in these elections
	9.5
	10.0
	12.5
	11.0
	11.0

	DA/NA
	4.8
	3.1
	3.3
	2.0
	3.5


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	Yes, I will participate in these elections
	45.4
	62.7
	49.0
	75.4
	43.2

	I will make a decision about participation or nonparticipation depending on the political situation during the pre-election campaign
	35.4
	25.9
	30.2
	13.0
	35.8

	I will not participate in these 
elections
	16.3
	9.4
	15.6
	8.4
	14.7

	DA/NA
	2.9
	2.0
	5.2
	3.2
	6.3


Table 13.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I will participate in these elections
	44.3
	54.1
	65.2
	64.8
	66.8
	55.9
	74.0

	I will make a decision about 
participation or nonparticipation depending on the political 
situation during the pre-election campaign
	37.0
	31.9
	22.5
	15.3
	14.6
	34.5
	18.6

	I will not participate in these elections
	14.5
	9.2
	11.5
	18.2
	11.1
	9.0
	6.5

	DA/NA
	4.2
	4.8
	0.8
	2.2
	7.5
	0.6
	0.9


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I will participate in these elections
	44.3
	75.4
	55.4
	57.5
	66.2

	I will make a decision about participation or nonparticipation depending on the political situation during the pre-election campaign
	37.0
	14.7
	31.0
	23.7
	21.6

	I will not participate in these elections
	14.5
	5.5
	9.9
	16.2
	11.0

	DA/NA
	4.2
	4.4
	3.5
	2.6
	1.2


14. "Whom of the below listed politicians are you ready to vote for at the presidential elections, and whom won’t you vote for under any circumstances?"

Table 14.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old 

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

	I am ready to vote for A. Lukashenko
	43.6
	34.4
	35.2
	21.6
	32.5
	35.1
	49.2
	69.3

	I will not vote for A. Lukashenko
	33.7
	37.5
	39.3
	54.0
	40.6
	39.8
	24.6
	17.3

	DA/NA
	22.7
	28.1
	25.5
	24.4
	26.9
	25.1
	26.2
	22.4


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I am ready to vote for A. Lukashenko
	76.6
	70.5
	38.6
	38.7
	35.3

	I will not vote for A. Lukashenko
	12.4
	15.3
	37.2
	36.6
	39.6

	DA/NA
	10.0
	14.2
	24.2
	24.7
	25.1


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	I am ready to vote for 
A. Lukashenko
	24.1
	40.6
	32.0
	69.4
	38.9

	I will not vote for A. Lukashenko
	50.6
	33.7
	39.2
	15.6
	42.2

	DA/NA
	25.3
	25.7
	28.8
	15.0
	18.9


Table 14.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I am ready to vote for
A. Lukashenko
	33.0
	34.1
	42.7
	46.3
	35.0
	39.8
	75.4

	I will not vote for 
A. Lukashenko
	50.7
	51.5
	15.0
	32.2
	37.0
	34.7
	10.3

	DA/NA
	16.3
	14.4
	42.3
	21.5
	28.0
	25.5
	14.3


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I am ready to vote for A. Lukashenko
	33.0
	51.5
	35.4
	43.6
	52.5

	I will not vote for A. Lukashenko
	50.7
	18.0
	40.7
	30.8
	28.6

	DA/NA
	16.9
	30.5
	23.9
	25.6
	19.9


15. (IF ONE OF THE POLITICIANS HAS BEEN NAMED) "Why are you ready to vote for this politician?"

Table 15.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	He expresses the interests of such people as me
	22.8
	11.1
	86.1
	86.4
	89.3
	80.3
	75.4
	56.8

	He possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country
	23.6
	9.4
	16.7
	12.2
	17.9
	22.0
	28.6
	36.0

	The majority of my acquaintances are inclined to support him
	8.5
	10.9
	6.3
	5.8
	7.2
	7.7
	8.0
	11.7

	I have liked this politicians for a 
long time
	17.1
	7.9
	13.9
	20.9
	13.7
	16.7
	19.1
	20.3

	Other
	5.3
	4.7
	5.5
	6.5
	5.5
	4.7
	6.6
	4.5

	DA/NA
	12.9
	18.8
	13.2
	17.3
	17.3
	13.3
	11.1
	6.9


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	He expresses the interests of such people as me
	46.0
	40.0
	21.0
	18.9
	15.3

	He possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country
	34.9
	36.0
	23.0
	19.6
	19.6

	The majority of my acquaintances are 
inclined to support him
	10.9
	12.6
	7.7
	6.6
	9.4

	I have liked this politicians for a long time
	17.2
	22.1
	16.0
	14.2
	21.2

	Other
	7.8
	4.2
	4.8
	6.8
	3.5

	DA/NA
	6.3
	7.4
	13.1
	14.2
	16.1


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	He expresses the interests of such people as me
	9.7
	19.3
	13.5
	43.2
	17.0

	He possesses the real power 
and will be able to improve the situation in the country
	14.5
	22.6
	14.6
	35.8
	20.2

	The majority of my acquaintances are inclined to support him
	5.3
	7.8
	5.2
	12.0
	12.6

	I have liked this politicians for a long time
	15.6
	16.8
	11.5
	19.9
	17.9

	Other
	4.7
	5.8
	8.2
	4.6
	4.2

	DA/NA
	17.1
	13.4
	20.6
	6.6
	11.7


Table 15.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	He expresses the interests of such people as me
	15.6
	28.4
	20.7
	27.3
	21.6
	23.7
	25.4

	He possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country
	24.0
	18.9
	28.3
	26.7
	18.6
	19.2
	28.1

	The majority of my acquaintances are inclined to support him
	7.3
	10.5
	6.6
	11.4
	7.5
	2.8
	12.6

	I have liked this politicians for a long time
	21.8
	24.1
	7.5
	18.1
	15.0
	19.2
	13.4

	Other
	2.1
	8.3
	5.7
	2.8
	2.0
	5.7
	9.5

	DA/NA
	28.5
	18.8
	7.9
	11.4
	6.0
	3.4
	6.9


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	He expresses the interests of such people as me
	15.6
	22.1
	21.2
	18.4
	32.6

	He possesses the real power and will be able to improve the situation in the country
	24.0
	28.7
	17.8
	24.1
	23.9

	The majority of my acquaintances are inclined to support him
	7.3
	2.6
	12.9
	11.7
	7.8

	I have liked this politicians for a long time
	21.8
	8.1
	24.8
	19.5
	12.3

	Other
	2.1
	4.8
	9.9
	6.4
	3.8

	DA/NA
	28.5
	5.9
	5.9
	11.3
	12.5


16. "What kind of person should the future president of Belarus be?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	38.2
	25.4
	39.3
	19.3
	26.7
	32.7
	39.4
	60.7

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	43.2
	55.6
	43.4
	61.4
	53.7
	50.3
	40.4
	21.6

	It does not matter
	17.6
	19.0
	15.2
	18.6
	17.9
	16.0
	18.7
	17.7

	DA/NA
	1.0
	0
	2.1
	0.7
	1.7
	1.0
	1.5
	0.0


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	60.3
	61.6
	35.7
	32.6
	30.6

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	14.3
	18.9
	43.3
	51.4
	54.1

	It does not matter
	23.8
	19.5
	20.3
	14.2
	14.5

	DA/NA
	1.6
	0
	0.7
	1.8
	0.8


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	22.1
	35.3
	31.3
	59.8
	32.6

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	57.9
	42.7
	52.1
	21.5
	45.3

	It does not matter
	19.4
	16.0
	16.6
	18.4
	18.9

	DA/NA
	0.6
	6.0
	0
	0.3
	3.2


Table 16.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	28.1
	31.9
	35.7
	45.8
	30.0
	40.9
	58.4

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	46.5
	52.0
	52.0
	42.9
	42.5
	41.5
	24.2

	It does not matter
	25.3
	15.7
	11.5
	9.0
	26.0
	17.0
	15.6

	DA/NA
	0.1
	0.4
	0.8
	2.3
	1.5
	0.6
	1.8


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A supporter of the present-day policy continuation
	28.1
	48.5
	29.3
	42.5
	42.2

	A supporter of the present-day policy cardinal change
	46.5
	32.0
	58.2
	39.1
	39.9

	It does not matter
	25.3
	18.0
	11.8
	17.3
	16.3

	DA/NA
	0
	1.5
	0.7
	1.1
	1.6


17. "What kind of person should the future president of Belarus be?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	A supporter of further integration with Russia
	24.8
	17.2
	19.3
	11.4
	18.9
	22.7
	23.1
	40.8

	A supporter of further rapprochement with the European Union
	39.1
	46.9
	51.0
	51.4
	45.9
	42.5
	40.7
	19.2

	It does not matter
	34.6
	32.8
	29.0
	35.7
	33.2
	32.4
	35.2
	39.2

	DA/NA
	1.5
	3.1
	0.7
	1.5
	2.0
	2.4
	1.0
	0.8


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A supporter of further integration with Russia
	42.2
	41.6
	21.9
	23.3
	16.9

	A supporter of further rapprochement with the European Union
	17.2
	20.5
	38.9
	44.6
	49.6

	It does not matter
	40.6
	36.3
	37.9
	30.9
	30.7

	DA/NA
	0
	1.6
	1.3
	1.2
	2.8


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	A supporter of further integration with Russia
	14.5
	22.3
	13.5
	41.2
	22.1

	A supporter of further rapprochement with the European Union
	48.7
	42.7
	57.3
	20.5
	40.0

	It does not matter
	36.3
	32.8
	29.2
	37.3
	34.7

	DA/NA
	0.5
	2.2
	0
	1.0
	3.2


Table 17.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	A supporter of further 
integration with Russia
	17.7
	18.9
	24.8
	26.9
	32.5
	27.1
	29.4

	A supporter of further 
rapprochement with the 
European Union
	40.6
	41.2
	49.1
	50.9
	30.0
	45.2
	19.9

	It does not matter
	41.7
	38.6
	25.7
	20.6
	33.0
	27.1
	48.5

	DA/NA
	0
	1.3
	0.4
	1.6
	1.5
	0.6
	2.2


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A supporter of further integration with Russia
	17.7
	29.5
	22.1
	22.9
	30.1

	A supporter of further rapprochement with the European Union
	40.6
	31.0
	48.2
	38.3
	37.3

	It does not matter
	41.7
	37.3
	28.4
	37.2
	30.6

	DA/NA
	0
	2.2
	1.3
	1.6
	2.0


18. "What kind of person should the future president of Belarus be?"

Table 18.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	A supporter of planned economy
	14.6
	10.9
	11.0
	8.6
	10.8
	10.4
	13.1
	26.4

	A supporter of market economy
	58.8
	64.1
	67.6
	67.6
	65.4
	63.5
	60.6
	41.1

	It does not matter
	25.5
	21.9
	20.7
	23.7
	22.5
	24.1
	25.3
	31.7

	DA/NA
	1.2
	3.1
	0.7
	0
	1.3
	2.0
	1.0
	0.8


Table. 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A supporter of planned economy
	18.8
	25.8
	13.1
	13.9
	9.8

	A supporter of market economy
	37.5
	36.8
	57.6
	66.4
	69.7

	It does not matter
	40.6
	35.8
	28.4
	18.5
	19.7

	DA/NA
	3.1
	1.6
	0.9
	1.2
	0.8


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	A supporter of planned economy
	7.7
	10.7
	10.3
	27.9
	14.0

	A supporter of market economy
	67.3
	66.6
	66.0
	38.6
	53.8

	It does not matter
	24.2
	21.4
	23.7
	32.5
	29.0

	DA/NA
	0.8
	1.3
	0
	1.0
	3.2


Table 18.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	A supporter of planned 
economy
	8.7
	10.0
	18.5
	18.2
	8.5
	12.4
	26.8

	A supporter of market 
economy
	58.7
	69.4
	63.9
	64.2
	55.5
	57.1
	43.3

	It does not matter
	32.6
	20.5
	16.7
	16.5
	31.5
	29.9
	28.1

	DA/NA
	0
	0.1
	0.9
	1.1
	4.5
	0.6
	1.8


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A supporter of planned economy
	8.7
	20.2
	9.9
	16.2
	17.3

	A supporter of market economy
	58.7
	50.7
	63.0
	66.0
	56.4

	It does not matter
	32.6
	27.6
	26.4
	17.0
	23.8

	DA/NA
	0
	1.5
	0.7
	0.8
	2.5


19. "Is it possible to trust the majority of people or is it necessary to be very careful in relations with them?"

Table 19.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	The majority of people can be trusted
	23.6
	17.2
	19.4
	15.1
	14.1
	18.4
	27.1
	38.8

	It is necessary to be very careful in relations with people
	72.2
	79.7
	75.0
	80.6
	80.2
	77.6
	67.8
	58.3

	DA/NA
	4.2
	3.1
	5.6
	4.3
	4.7
	4.0
	5.1
	2.9


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	The majority of people can be trusted
	13.9
	19.8
	25.0
	39.9
	14.9

	It is necessary to be very careful in relations with people
	85.3
	75.1
	70.8
	56.8
	78.7

	DA/NA
	2.8
	5.1
	4.2
	3.3
	6.4


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed, housewives

	The majority of people can be trusted
	13.9
	19.8
	25.0
	39.9
	14.9

	It is necessary to be very careful in relations with people
	83.5
	75.1
	70.8
	56.8
	78.7

	DA/NA
	2.6
	5.1
	4.2
	3.3
	6.4


Table 19.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	The majority of people can be trusted
	25.3
	26.3
	11.9
	41.5
	17.1
	29.9
	17.7

	It is necessary to be very careful in relations with 
people
	72.2
	71.1
	78.8
	55.7
	78.4
	66.2
	79.2

	DA/NA
	2.5
	2.6
	9.3
	2.8
	4.5
	3.9
	3.1


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The majority of people can be trusted
	25.3
	17.6
	20.8
	20.3
	30.9

	It is necessary to be very careful in relations with people
	72.2
	78.3
	75.9
	74.1
	63.8

	DA/NA
	2.5
	4.1
	3.3
	5.6
	5.3


OPEN FORUM
BELARUS AFTER THE ELECTIONS
Vladimir Neklyaev, leader of the civic campaign "Tell the truth!"
December, 19 is not far off, and the question what is awaiting us after the presidential elections arises naturally. It is clear that hard times when all Belarusian people will have to pay off the handsome pre-election gestures of president A. Lukashenko, the 500-dollar worth salaries, the pensions and scholarships rise are lying in wait for us in any case, to say nothing about those 22 billion dollars of the foreign debt which are going to lie heavy on the nation. A. Lukashenko has already voiced his own vision of how the events will develop after his next "elegant" victory. He is sure that in three months Russia will have to recognize his victory and to deal with A. Lukashenko. In practice everything is most probably going to be in a different way.
Scenario N1
Lukashenko is elected for the new term office. In all likelihood the question about recognition of the election results by Russia will not be solved. Russian president D. Medvedev has clearly stated that he does not expect anything good from our elections. He mentioned it unambiguously in his last video-address that the Russian leadership did not want to deal with A. Lukashenko anymore. Although Russia might refrain from direct non-recognition of the Belarusian elections’ legality, however it is going to be not an approving, but rather a condemning silence. On the other hand, it is more probable that the silence will give place to public criticism which will entail sooner or later a certain analog of sanctions.
It will not even be necessary to formalize the sanctions on the part of Russia. Russia, as a new member of the World Trade Organization, will simply meet the undertaken obligations without any exception. And let me remind you: B. Obama and D. Medvedev have already come to an agreement about removal of the last impediments on the way of Russia entering the WTO.

Thus, entry to the Russian market becomes difficult. The Russian leadership could, of course, in this or that way keep a slightly open slot for the Belarusian manufacturer – let’s say, at the expense of creating joint ventures or including our market participants into transnational corporations in which Russia will have a controlling block of shares. However, there is no way to do it under A. Lukashenko. From the point of view of the Russian leadership it is impossible not only to negotiate with him, but even to shake hands.

A. Lukashenko is to see how the economic greenhouse constructed by him will collapse. However, he will not accept it. He will have to find an enemy. Opposition will not be able to act as such an enemy any longer: none of the electors is going to seriously believe that V. Neklyaev, G. Kostusev or A. Sannikov has caused the real economic crisis. It looks like the responsibility will fall on the bureaucratic establishment. We will still have time to read articles in which representatives of the top-down command at all levels, first of all directors of plants and factories, will be exposed as new "people’s enemies" who has not "ensured" execution of the leader’s "wise" instructions. His own mistakes A. Lukashenko is going to attribute to his subordinates – to those whose arrest will not hurt him personally in any way either in the eyes of Russia, or the West, or his own people. He has no other alternative, but to organize repressions against government workers and officials.

Those who "won’t manage" to ensure sales of Belarusian industrial giants’ produce, will be the first to go "under the knife" of Lukashenko’s "clean-up". Those, whose produce is domestic-market-oriented, but will not meet a ready sale, are going to become the second victims as workers of large plants are going to lose their earnings. Finally, P. Prokopovich will stop shielding the Belarusian banking system as it will become necessary to get money from somewhere in order to feed A. Lukashenko’s favorite electors.
The year after A. Lukashenko’s victory, if it takes place, is going to be difficult in all senses. During the years of paternalistic Soviet past and during the last decade and a half of intent guardianship on the part of the state people had got used to the fact that the smartest and the strongest person alone solved a lot, almost all the problems for them. Here exactly lies the main danger for this superman – in the opinion of the "ordinary people", he must also be responsible for their problems which have started to emerge. Some citizens, of course, continue to believe in "the kind tsar" under "the bad boyars"; however, already now one can observe fewer and fewer adherents of such a system of separation of responsibilities for the rise in prices, loss of a job or for the impudence of local bureaucrats. Thus, the registered by sociologists drop of the rating of the repeatedly nationwide elected person is quite justified and explicable.

This drop, of course, is conditioned by clearly utilitarian offences of Belarusians at their life, rather than by the thoughts about the absence of a European-pattern democracy. Even the information about political repressions, murders and other loathsome things does not influence the world-view transformation of the majority of our fellow citizens in such a radical manner as another rise in prices for foodstuff or petroleum. However, as classics used to teach us, transition from pecuniary problems to political discontent may occur quite quickly. Besides, regardless of the fooling propaganda of many years, I am nevertheless convinced that our society, at least its considerable part, will be able to collect its strength to remember the human dignity, to remember that not everything in this world can be defined by one’s ability to consume.

So, the predictable "victory" of the incumbent president might not bring the usual stability this time. The silent masses of the "ordinary" people are ready to refuse the unconditional support of their permanent boss, as soon as he becomes unable to secure the state of relative wellbeing they have got accustomed to. And it is obvious he will not be able to do it after the elections. One does not need to be an eminent specialist in economics or foreign policy in order to forecast it with confidence.

The only real counteraction to the new round of repressions and growth of resentment is changing of the decision-making mechanism in the country, transition from virtually sole governing to collective one (if not nationwide) including a full-fledged mechanism of checks and balances. And this is already:

Scenario N2
Another scenario is the change of power. It seems now in the course of the election campaign that there is a struggle among personal alternatives – A. Lukashenko and other contenders. However, in actual fact, different projects, and this means different scenarios of the country’s development, are fighting with each other.
In our opinion, a constitutional reform and a reform of the political system are going to become the most important things to do after the victory. We need dismantling of the power system which, in essence, has led the country to dictatorship. The system is constructed around a single person – president A. Lukashenko. And the fact is recognized by his supporters, as well as by his opponents. The system today depends on the person, i.e. on the interests, tastes, predilections and moods of the person of A. Lukashenko. Power is not simply concentrated; it is virtually embodied in the institution of presidency in its present appearance. Today it can be classified as the main threat to national security and as the main defect of our political system.

The central idea of our scenario is forming of a parliamentary-presidential republic in Belarus. It is well-known that double responsibility and accountability of the government–to the president and the parliament – is its basic distinguishing characteristic. The executive power is organized in the form of a two-headed executive setting which is made up of the government and the president. Under such a system the president and the parliament are elected separately; the president has the right to dissolute the parliament; however, the parliament also has an opportunity to dismiss the president in cases agreed on; the parliament can dismiss the government, too, passing a vote of no confidence in it; the government is appointed by the president with the approval of the parliament.

As it can be seen, creation of such a system will require considerable changing of the Constitution. At that we do not consider it possible to return to the Constitution of 1994: many "delayed-action mines" which predetermined the constitutional overturn in 1996 had been planted exactly in it.
History has proved that purely presidential form of power is appropriate for federate multiethnic states, but it leads to authoritarianism and sometimes even to dictatorship in small unitary states (republics).

Real separation of powers will be established when a parliamentary-presidential system is formed in Belarus. A full-fledged parliament, able to have its own voice and determine strategic development of the country, will appear. Finally, and this is very important, a pluralistic political space with many actors and real leaders able to build relations with each other within the framework of the political system, will appear in the country.

We are often asked, whether we are ready to the following: under such conditions we are inevitably going to get a new opposition, this time represented by adherents of the old "Lukashenko’s" system. Apparently, it is really inevitable, however, we consciously agree to it, as we understand that any kind of governing firmly stands on its feet only when it experiences resistance.

Implementation of a political and a constitutional reform is only possible after holding pre-term parliamentary elections. And it is going to be the top priority action. This is what we are going to do immediately after the victory. The new parliament is going to become a locomotive of system reforms in all fields of social life. Real modernization of the country might begin exactly with a political reform.

Modernization is a fashionable word today. However, quite often it is interpreted one-sidedly as introduction of new types of manufacture and innovative products. When we are saying ‘modernization’ we mean it in the broad sense of the word. Belarus should become a modern country and get rid of the "last dictatorship in Europe" brand.
BOOKSHELF
Destinies / A. L. Tamkovich –  St. Petersburg: "Nevski prostor", 2010 – 472 pp.
Everything and nothing 
Books by the journalist Alexander Tamkovich possess an obvious mission. Regardless of the author’s intentions they are doomed to studying by future historians, to citing of prominent Belarusian figures of the present after they unfortunately become unable to say anything about themselves.

It is commonplace, but life is life. And life in our country possesses its own peculiarities owing to which exactly the people interesting for Tamkovich cannot tell us anything about themselves in newspaper articles, in TV programs, in books published by state publishing houses at public expense. They can do it only in his books.

And these are really noteworthy people. A recent statement of the Belarusian president who has classified his political opponents as “people’s enemies” is a peculiar and authoritative confirmation of their uncommonness. No post-Soviet leader has ever resorted to such strict rhetoric. However it means he has been got at. It’s no joke to make up one’s mind and show one’s own people’s wrongness to their official leader regardless of the fact whether you are a mister senator, or a speaker of the Supreme Soviet, or an Olympic champion.

In the book “Destinies” A. Tamkovich presented to the public 50 autobiographic essays, stories “about the time and about themselves” by people who, we may say it with confidence, were creating the history of independent Belarus. Each of them was doing real work the way he thought it was right, and history of the country came out of it. Strange history, by the way, in which there was everything and simultaneously nothing. There was no outcome. At that not all the characters were engaged in politics, and many went in for it because it had called to some of them and had forced others to pay great attention to itself. It made people make an existential choice thus confirming the rectitude of V. Bykov who answering the question of the journalist about the point of life said very simple words: “The point of life is to live”.

Bykov told the journalist that he had not planned to become a writer until certain opportunities to create true literature appeared after the XX and the XXII party congresses. It became possible to write in a realistic manner just as the method of socialist realism, which in truth was afraid of realism, required. And a prose writer, as it has already been mentioned by Orwell, does not have much choice in this sense. He can either occupy himself with sponsored writing, or insist on his calling to recreate reality by means of an artistic word.

By analogy with Oleg Popov, Igor Luchenok can be considered a “sunny composer”. He wrote songs which were liked by everyone. But what is more important, he had managed to write such songs that began to live a life independent from their creator. That is why he can allow himself to be wicked towards people who are deeply engaged by this or that idea. As the journalist notes: “In addition, I am not very interested in the fact that attitude of many people to I. Luchenok is ambiguous. This person had composed “My dear country” and “Heritage” and, in my opinion, did not have to write anything else at all”.

When one is reading the revelations gathered by Tamkovich, he or she involuntarily begins to ponder. If the formula “cadres are all-important” is just, then why has not the Belarusian society “moved off the dead center” under such a strong personal composition of decisive changes’ supporters? Why has not the country really followed “the civilized world” thus encouraging the zeal of a narrow circle of people headed by the president who has established monopoly on truth interpretation, on choosing the development directions, who has assumed the medieval right of “the lord’s night” in every field of activity? And all this is going on with deep indifference of “opinions’ leaders”, the intellectual and military elite, production workers and industrial managers. Is everything really determined by and limited to the momentary pecuniary interests, to the “easy money” which creates the illusive feeling of omnipotence and permissiveness – after us the deluge?

It is clear that former members of the bureaucratic establishment, militia and army generals, scientists and administrators who are now in opposition to the unbridled populist do not do for the role of revolutionaries. Due to this reason they did not manage to use “the window of opportunities” which had opened slightly in front of the society for a short moment, when the former system had collapsed to the amazement of the overwhelming majority, united by an inexplicable, but deep feeling of satisfaction.

“This is what you deserve!” – collective farmers, workers, engineers and office employees gloated. Those writers who had not written anything against the former regime, felt the complex of civic inferiority; journalists who had been writing for many years in the mixture of the “new Soviet” with Aesopian languages, so that they themselves had ceased to understand what they had written, suddenly cried at the top of their voices – glasnost! – and former idols were thrown down.

It stands to reason that people who had been consciously preparing Belarusian Renaissance already during the time of “the unshakeable unity of the party and the people” deserve respect; however the quantitative and qualitative composition of those who came to their aid at the moment of epoch destruction amazes. Gennadij Grushevoy, one of the most eminent and successful philosophers of Belarus was among them, as well as the youngest in the USSR director of a plant Vasilij Shlyndikov, Michail Pastuchov, a lawyer and security officer, the Underground intellectual Valentin Akudovich and the famous in the whole Soviet Union chairman Vasilij Starovoitov. He was exactly the person who told the then presidential aspirant: “It is not your burden. You will not bear it”.

The list of professions, fields of activity and achievements alone testifies to the out of the ordinary nature of the people whose stories are gathered under the same cover. They virtually do not repeat themselves in anything (apart from formal following the genre). The notorious provincial one-sidedness which is often ascribed to Belarusians by their ill-wishers is completely absent from the stories, and the social experience is uncommonly diverse just like the personal world of each character. 

Why did everything fall flat in the creative sense? One can get an answer to this question from various sources, including the autobiographic ones, which Alexander Tamkovich has been laboriously collecting for us during a number of years.

His books turn out instructive, and reading – captivating.
Konstantin Skuratovich, Ph. D.
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