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Sociological experiments: 2006-2010"
Dear readers!

We offer to your attention the next issue of the “IISEPS News” analytical bulletin presenting the materials which reflect the most important findings of the IISEPS studies in the first quarter of 2011. During this period economic, domestic- and foreign policy consequences of the presidential elections of December 19 were at the center of the IISEPS attention.

Before the Belarusians had time to rejoice at 500-dollar salaries and at other economic achievements timed to the December presidential elections, as a new crisis that could not be put down to the world financial shock began to loom ahead. The way electors feel economically today differs noticeably from how they felt after the elections of 2006. Thus, answering the question: “How has your financial standing changed for the last three months?” 17.2% of respondents said “it has improved”, and 26.9% – “it has become worse” (in June, 2006 the ratio was inverse: 23.4% vs. 11.1%; it should be mentioned that at that time the mean monthly per capita income made up about $ 140, and now – $ 220). When answering the question: “How is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus within the next few years?” 29.2% of respondents said “it is going to improve” and 23% – “it is going to become worse” (in June, 2006 there were 46% vs. 11%). Worsening of the way people feel economically inevitably influenced many other indicators connected with it.  For instance, the level of trust in the foreign currency jumped: if after the elections of 2006 46.2% trusted US dollars, and 27.6% – Belarusian rubles, then in March, 2011 the ratio became 56.4% vs. 22.7% (let us emphasize that the March opinion poll had been held before the “currency fever” seized the Belarusians). If after the elections of 2006 56.9% of respondents considered that “the situation in Belarus was developing in general in the right direction” and only 31% – “in the wrong direction”, then today 45.3% and 49%, respectively.
Worsening of the way people feel economically gives rise (although not so quickly) to a decrease in trust in the authorities. Although the March opinion poll confirmed that over a half of electors who had participated in voting had voted for A. Lukashenko at the presidential elections, his rating has decreased from 53% to 42.9% for three months after the elections, i.e. by 10.1%. If in June, 2006 in three months after the presidential elections on March 19, 2006 60.8% of respondents trusted him and 30.6% did not, then today the ratio makes up 47.9% vs. 42%. If at that time 55.9% considered that A. Lukashenko’s victory had united the Belarusian society still more and 27.1% that it, on the contrary, had split it even more, today the ratio makes up 40.9% vs. 38.7%. However, distrust in the authorities, the feeling of its injustice is still too far from the “boiling point”. Thus, answering the question: “In his New Year’s greetings A. Lukashenko admitted for the first time that “there existed a majority and a minority of the Belarusian society”. What part of the society do you attribute yourself to?” 23.7% attributed themselves to the minority, and 60.9% – to the majority. Evaluating the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19 on the night after the elections, 48% agreed that it had been an attempt of a coup d'etat, and 36.1% believed it to be a peaceful protest action. Only 19.6% think that events similar to the ones in Egypt can be repeated in Belarus, and 68.7% do not agree with it.

However, the most sensational changes occurred in the geopolitical orientations of the Belarusians: the “eastern-western” (Russia-the European Union) choice, in comparison with the situation after the elections of 2006, became almost opposite. At that time answering the question: “If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice would you make?”, 56.5% preferred integration with Russia, and 29.2% – joining the European Union. Today the ratio constitutes 31.5% vs. 50.5%. In this case, too, it is untimely, to say the least of it, to draw a conclusion about the decisive victory of the European/western choice. Almost two thirds of respondents agree that if Russia raises gas prices for Belarus up to the European level, Belarusian economy will collapse. Only a third considers Belarus to be a self-sufficient country and believes that its economy will survive even if the gas prices are increased up to the European level. In the opinion of almost a half of respondents Belarus should remain in the CIS, almost 40% believe it should remain in the Union state of Belarus and Russia and in the Customs union of Belarus, Russia and Kazakhstan, almost a third – in the CSTO.

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

Our “Open Forum” is given this time to the noted Belarusian journalist and analyst Vitaly Tsygankov who shares with the readers of the “IISEPS News” his thoughts about the “retrospection and perspective” of the socio-political process in the context of the presidential elections of December 19.
In the “Bookshelf” rubric the renowned Russian scientist, founder and Honorary Rector of the European University in St. Petersburg, Professor Boris Firsov presents to the readers of the bulletin a new book by Professor Oleg Manaev “Establishment of a civil society in independent Belarus. Sociological experiments: 2006-2010” which continues the tradition of the two previous books (experiments 1991-2000 and 2001-2005) and sums up the results of almost twenty-years’ scientific and research activity of the IISEPS.

As usual, any feedback and comments are welcome!
IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In March of 2011 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.524 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03).
The questionnaires, as usual, covered a wide range of problems related to the most pressing and most topical aspects of life in Belarus.
Below you will find commentaries to the most important findings of these and previous sociological procedures. "No answer" and "Find it difficult to answer" alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. As usual, the tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount may be different from 100% since the interviewees could choose more than one alternative.

MARCH – 2011
About complete confidence

The results of the fourth presidential elections continue to remain at the center of attention of the experts’ community and opposition politicians. Arguments concerning the number of votes received by A. Lukashenko also continue. As an example, let us quote a fragment of the manifesto "Boycott of dictatorship is a strategy of victory!" prepared by a number of well-known opposition politicians: "December 19, 2010 was a turning point in contemporary history of Belarus. For the first time we can say with complete confidence that Lukashenko lost the vote. The majority of the population voted against the dictator having supported opposition candidates. The second round of the elections was to be held. According to the official protocols of those polling station commissions where observation had been real and the votes had been actually counted (polling stations 1, 6, 8, 9, 27, 49 in Minsk) democratic candidates mustered together 53% of votes (among them Sannikov and Neklyaev together – 34%, Lukashenko – 39%, 8% voted against everybody). The figures confirm that a democratic candidate would definitely have won in the second round".
The vote returns were minutely analyzed by us in January. However, taking into account the above mentioned information reasoning from which the authors of the manifesto come to such large-scale conclusions, let us mention that voting in Minsk and in the country as a whole is, as they say it in Odessa, two big differences. In Minsk, according to the data of the December opinion poll, 39.9% of respondents voted for A. Lukashenko, and in the country – 62.3% (of the number of respondents).

The March poll allows us to assess the problem of the "second round" from the public opinion point of view. Let us begin with the last line of Table 1. Immediately after the elections completion in December 19.2% of respondents found it difficult to answer the question about the second round. For three months the share of those who found it difficult to answer has decreased two times (+9.8 points) and simultaneously the share of those who consider that there should be the second round has grown virtually as much (+9.5 points). The share of the opposite point of view adherents practically has not changed.

	Table 1

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Was the president elected in the first round, in your opinion, 
or was the second round to be held?", %


	Variant of answer
	08'01*
	12'10
	03'11

	The president was elected in the first round
	47.5
	57.5
	57.8

	The second round was to be held
	35.9
	23.3
	32.8

	DA/NA
	16.6
	19.2
	9.4

	* It goes without saying that in August, 2001 on the eve of the presidential elections the question was asked in the Future Tense


The cited dynamics, in our opinion, should be perceived as a certain result of the hysteria expanded in the state mass media regarding a coup d'etat which the opposition candidates were allegedly plotting. The propaganda efforts of the authorities did not increase the share of the Belarusians believing the official results, however they persuaded a half of those who had had their doubts to believe in the possibility of the second round. Please, pay attention to the following: in August, 2001 on the eve of the presidential elections the share of the Belarusians who believed in A. Lukashenko’s victory was 10 points lower.

A change in the wording of the question and a possibility to choose answers not from two alternatives, but from three considerably decreases the share of those who believe in impartiality of the second round (Table 2). The share of respondents having chosen the first answer can be regarded as the trust rating of the CEC activity. In three months after the elections it made up 39.8%. In December the question about trust in the results announced by the office of L. Ermoshina provided for two alternatives of positive answers: "Definitely true" and "More likely true". 32.7% agreed with the first alternative, 29.9% – with the second.
	Table 2

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Did the majority of those who came to the elections in 
December, 2010 actually vote for A. Lukashenko, in your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, it did. He had received as many votes as the Central Election Committee announced
	39.8

	Yes, it did. Although he had received fewer votes than the Central Election Committee announced, but anyway more than a half
	35.4

	No, it did not, as he did not receive a half of votes of those who had come to the elections
	24.1

	NA
	0.7


How do the Belarusians account for a rather high level of support of A. Lukashenko? Absence of an alternative traditionally ranks first (Table 3). Representatives of two parts of the split Belarusian society (both those who trust him and those who do not) agree with it. Elections are not limited to filling in ballot papers. Elections are a process which, as a single whole, is composed of everyday practices. When the power is structured according to a vertical principle, there is simply no room left for politics (public harmonization of private principles). At that no need for politicians arises, either. Party opposition is often blamed for the absence of brilliant political figures, however political figures can appear only on a political field, and there is no such a field in Belarus. Even the prime minister in Belarus is not a politician; he is at the best a "bare specialist". It is no coincidence that none of the authorities’ representatives received more than 1% in March when respondents were answering the traditional rating question: "If tomorrow presidential elections were held in Belarus once again, whom would you vote for?" A. Lukashenko’s rating, on the contrary, made up 42.9%!

	Table 3

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is the reason for a rather high support of A. Lukashenko 
in the Belarusian society, in your opinion?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	03'11

	
	
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	There is no one else who could be better
	44.2
	40.4
	37.8
	40.0

	The hope that he will manage to make our life better in future
	31.9
	29.2
	34.2
	25.9

	His real achievements
	15.1
	17.1
	32.3
	1.6

	His personal merits and business acumen
	13.1
	7.4
	12.1
	2.3

	DA
	11.4
	16.9
	4.7
	30.8


	Table 4

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Did the victory of A. Lukashenko at the elections favor the unity of the Belarusian society, or vice versa, the widening of its split?", %



	Variant of answer
	10'01
	04'06
	12'10
	03'11

	
	
	
	
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	Favored the unity
	37.7
	55.9
	43.1
	40.9
	72.5
	7.3

	Favored the widening of the split
	29.1
	27.1
	35.3
	38.7
	10.8
	73.0

	DA/NA
	33.2
	17.0
	21.6
	20.4
	16.3
	18.3


Almost for a third of the Belarusians A. Lukashenko still remains a symbol of hope even in the seventeenth year of his presidency. A fourth of respondents who do not trust the head of state think the same. There is no contradiction here. Answering the question of Table 3, representatives of the “minority” proceed from their personal assessments of A. Lukashenko’s activity and from their ideas of the society’s assessments. It may well be so that considering the first answer (about the absence of an alternative) they were proceeding from their ideas of the society’s opinion. As for the assessments of the real achievements and personal merits, then representatives of the "minority" were guided to a greater extent by their personal attitude to the "only Belarusian politician". Such a considerable difference in answers follows from here.
As a whole, explaining the high level of A. Lukashenko’s support proved to be a difficult task for the "minority’s" representatives. Almost every third person (30.8%) was not able to solve it!

The topic of a "split society" became rather popular in the experts’ community after the events of December, 19. Judging by the intellectual stir, there are not many prophets in the experts’ community. As for the IISEPS sociologists, they have been studying the split in the Belarusian society for more than a decade. Let us refer to the data of Table 4. In October, 2001 29.1% of respondents assessed the victory of A. Lukashenko at the presidential elections as an additional split factor. In the "fertile" year of 2006 the number of such assessments slightly decreased. Today the shares of respondents adhering to the opposite assessments have almost equaled. The split is most clearly registered in the answers of political antagonists – of those who trust and distrust A. Lukashenko.

Not many people manage to look at the world through  neutral  (not formed under the influence of one’s own interests) lenses. Politicians, as a rule, do not find themselves among them. It is a worldwide phenomenon, so it is senseless to look for Belarusian roots here. Politics is connected with the struggle for one’s interests due to its nature, therefore a person not able to constantly demonstrate complete confidence cannot go in for politics. As it is known, if the law of universal gravitation affected somebody’s interests it would be constantly refuted.

Great harm of great good

Electoral ratings traditionally find themselves at the center of attention of experts, as well as of citizens who are interested in politics. Such interest, overblown more often than not, frequently pushes into the background other results of the polls which makes these ratings so to say hanging in the air, i.e. not connected with the state of the society as a whole. "Hanging" ratings is an excellent reason for accusing sociologists of lack of conscientiousness or professionalism. There have always been enough people in Belarus wishing to use the mentioned reason.

An electoral rating is answers of respondents to the open-ended question "If tomorrow presidential elections were held in Belarus, whom would you vote for?" In Table 5 electoral ratings of A. Lukashenko were received in the course of the next opinion poll immediately after the completion of the presidential elections. In March, 2011 the rating of the unchallenged Belarusian president made up 42.9% having lost 10.1 percentage points for three months. Is it much or little? In 2006 the loss constituted 5.6 points for two months and 7.7 points for six months. After the October measurement of 2001 the next one was taken in six months and A. Lukashenko’s rating had reduced in weight by 15.1 points for half a year.
	Table 5

	Dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s ratings, %


	Rating
	10'01
	04'02
	04'06
	06'06
	12'10
	03'11

	Electoral rating
	46.0
	30.9
	60.3
	54.7
	53.0
	42.9

	Trust rating
	44.5
	32.4
	59.9
	60.8
	55.0
	47.9


Reduction of the country’s main national heritage (A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating) after termination of a mobilization campaign is a natural process. As it follows from Table 5, it was also observed in "fertile" 2006 when a fall of the population’s living standards during the post-electoral period was not at issue. Let us mention that the mean value of A. Lukashenko’s rating made up 44.9% last year, and in March (a year ago exactly) – 42.7%. Thus it is too early so far to talk about its catastrophic drop; however there is a quite real chance of coming close to the trajectory of 2002-2003. Let us remind the reader: in March, 2003 A. Lukashenko’s rating sank to the historical minimum – 26.2%.

It would be natural to expect that ratings of A. Lukashenko’s political opponents might also decrease during three months. However, it did not happen. In particular, the electoral rating of V. Neklyaev grew from 6.9% to 7.7%, and of A. Sannikov – from 3.2% to 4.7%. Analyzing the cited changes it is necessary to remember the sampling error (3%); nevertheless one must not disclaim the general tendency of electoral ratings growth of politicians who became political repressions victims. The reason for the anomaly is lying on the surface. The former presidential contenders as before remain in the center of independent mass media news items. It is not their merit. It is their misfortune.

Besides the electoral rating sociologists of the IISEPS regularly measure the trust rating. The latter finds itself in the shadow of its electoral "brother" by virtue of the tradition formed in Belarus. As it can be seen in Table 5 the trust rating of A. Lukashenko has decreased by 7.1 points for the last three months, whereas in 2006 a growth by 0.9 points was observed, slight as it was. After the elections of 2001 the drop of the trust rating made up 12.1 points. Let us mention that the mean value of the rating in 2010 equaled 51.6% (in March, 2010–49.8%).

Negative dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s ratings could not but tell on the rating of the government and state mass media. Trust in the government has decreased from 51.6% to 43.3% for three months (–8.3 points), trust in the state mass media – from 52.9% to 43.4% (–9.5 points). As for the independent mass media, they have virtually retained their level of trust among the population: December, 2010 – 46.3%, March, 2011 – 45.5%.

Answers to the question of Table 6 let us estimate the attitude of the Belarusians to the "top-down command structure". Unfortunately, the corresponding question was not asked in the course of the December opinion poll and that is why we cannot say how the "bloody Sunday" and post-electoral demobilization have influenced the dynamics of these relations for the last three months. A comparison with March, 2009 shows that the process of demobilization has not come to an end yet. Please, pay attention to the last lines of the first and the second columns of Table 6. The share of those who found it difficult to answer reduced by 10.9 points and the votes which had become available were distributed approximately equally between the opposite views on the activity of the "top-down command structure". This is a classical example of polarization in the course of a mobilization campaign. The hysterics the authorities went off into in connection with the unveiling of the opposition "conspiracy" undoubtedly makes its contribution to the maintenance of high level of polarization.
	Table 6

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Does the activity of the "top-down command" created by 
president A. Lukashenko bring the country more good or more harm, in your opinion?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	03'11

	
	
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	More good
	36.3
	41.4
	73.6
	8.6

	More harm
	32.1
	37.9
	9.7
	75.7

	DA/NA
	31.6
	20.7
	16.7
	15.7


The share of those who found it difficult to answer the question with an alternative choice between democracy and a "powerful hand" has visibly decreased for two years. However, to the Belarusian "minority’s" joy no increase in the share of a "strong hand" supporters occurred, but then the numbers of the "democratic" camp grew by 9.5 points (Table 7). Quotation marks are quite appropriate in the given case as almost every second Belarusian who trusts A. Lukashenko is a "democrat" today. Three years of liberal rhetoric were not in vain, by all appearances. No inner split is being observed among those who do not trust A. Lukashenko, and therefore the share of democracy supporters among them is 8.3 times larger than among supporters of a "strong hand".
	Table 7

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Some people consider that the best form of governing 
is a "strong hand", others give preference to democracy. And what do you prefer?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	03'11

	
	
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	Democracy
	53.9
	63.4
	47.9
	81.7

	A “strong hand”
	32.1
	26.7
	42.8
	9.9

	DA/NA
	14.0
	9.9
	9.3
	8.5


The "top-down command structure" is formed and functions neither with a wave of a wand nor at the whim of certain individuals, charismatic as they are. In the opinion of the sociologist E. Pain: "A rigid top-down system of governing is rather a cause than an effect of people’s low sense of justice and of low mutual trust in the society". In the split Belarusian society the "vertical power structure" serves as a peculiar axis around which the "majority" groups. A distinctive political symbiosis comes out of it. Neither the "top-down command structure" nor the "majority" can exist without each other. However, when they are joined together they turn out to be noncompetitive at the modern markets (political, economic, etc.) Problems which are perceived today as financial ones are really engendered by this archaic symbiosis; on the other hand, its inevitable dismantling under the pressure of external factors in the first place will cause a whole bunch of problems in the medium term.

Either a conspiracy or a peaceful action

The official line of the events of December, 19 was expounded by the Presidential Administration’s newspaper "Sovetskaya Belorussiya" in an article under the catchy headline: "Behind the scenes of a conspiracy". Let us quote its first lines: "The assault of the Government House stirred up the Belarusian society’s indignation. The underlying reason for the events is known: foreign analytical centers formed and financed certain bodies of radical orientation. They tried to overthrow the legitimate power and to impose on the society their interpretation of "democracy".

Relying on the results of the March opinion poll, one can notice that the opinion of the Belarusian society does not reflect such a view on the events in Independence Square already by virtue of the fact that the Belarusian society is split into a "majority" and a "minority". Presence of a split is also acknowledged today by the head of the Belarusian state. Editor "of the most reputable newspaper of the country" already due to his status should be aware of A. Lukashenko’s new political phraseology.

For many years the "SB" has been expressing the opinion of the "majority" alone. Real Belarusians are not so definite when answering the question: "How do you assess the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 on the night after the elections?" In March 48% of respondents (the "majority") chose the answer: "It was an attempt of a coup d'etat", 36.1% (the "minority") agreed with the answer: "It was a peaceful protest action" and 15.9% found it difficult to answer.

Socio-demographic portraits of the "majority" and "minority" are presented in Table 8. They are quite familiar. Women in Belarus are inclined to support the authoritarian power and its mouthpiece to a greater extent; that is why they are more in favor of the official line than men are. In the age group of those who are over 60 the share of the official line supporters is almost twice as larger than among those who are under 30 years of age. Attention should be paid to the dependence of the respondents’ assessments on the level of education. If in the group of respondents whose education was limited to primary school the first answer choice predominates (76.9% vs. 15.4%), then among holders of secondary and higher education diplomas the difference in assessments of the events of December, 19 turned out to be purely nominal.
	Table 8

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How do you assess the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 on the night after the elections?" depending on gender, age, education and trust in the president*, %


	Characteristic
	An attempt of a coup d'etat
	A peaceful action

	Gender:

	Male
	42.8
	41.3

	Female
	52.3
	31.8

	Age:

	18-29
	34.6
	49.3

	30-39
	40.4
	43.1

	40-49
	46.1
	37.7

	50-59
	54.9
	28.7

	60 +
	63.7
	22.0

	Education:

	Primary
	76.9
	15.4

	Incomplete secondary
	67.5
	16.0

	Secondary
	47.6
	33.6

	Vocational
	45.1
	42.0

	Higher
	40.4
	44.6

	Trust in the president:

	Trust
	73.1
	12.2

	Distrust
	17.2
	66.3

	* The table is read across


We emphasize specially for those who are busy today with elaborating opposition strategies: 40.4% of Belarusians with higher education assess the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 on the night after the elections as an attempt of a coup d'etat!

As for our traditional criterion (trust/distrust in A. Lukashenko), nothing unexpected happened in the given case.

Polarization of assessments concerning the events of December, 19 naturally continues in the assessments of the authorities’ activities on establishing "the constitutional order". "Authorities in Russia – according to the political scientist S. Belkovsky – have the right to be of any type: merciless, senseless and even mad, though not powerless. People will not be able to either respect such authorities or even to feel sorry for them". Can this conclusion be transferred from the eastern part of the Union state to its western part? In the framework of the familiar "majority" / "minority" model such transfer is quite appropriate. The Belarusian "majority" looks at the authorities, not least of all, as at the source of power. Only strong authorities, in the opinion of the "majority", are able to maintain the order in the country and not to allow social stratification.

Assessments of the authorities’ activities on suppressing the mass protest action divided (Table 9). In this case the "majority" turned out to be not so convincing. As for the "minority", its ranks were reinforced at the expense of a reduction in the number of those who found it difficult to answer (when answering the question of Table 8, the share of those who found it difficult to answer made up 15.9%). Anyway, there is a difference, however slight, in the assessments of the opposition activity (a coup d'etat / a peaceful action) and in the assessments of the authorities’ cruel actions.
	Table 9

	Distribution of answers to the question: "After the action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 about 700 people, including 7 former presidential contenders, were arrested; criminal proceedings were instituted against 40 people for organization and participation in mass disturbances. Some people consider the authorities’ actions to be lawful, others disagree. And what is your opinion?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	I consider the authorities’ actions to be lawful
	47.7
	78.1
	13.6

	I think the authorities acted in the wrong way
	42.4
	12.6
	79.0

	DA/NA
	9.9
	9.3
	7.4


The Belarusian archaic "majority" looks at the world through the prism of Manichaean ideas of the world as an arena for a perpetual struggle of good against evil. A person with such lenses is described perfectly well by the following aphorism: "You are a paranoiac! – No, I am not! Simply there are enemies all round!" What is the share of modern Manichaeans in the Belarusian society? Judging by the answers to the question: "Do our people and our country have any enemies?" they are in the majority – 53.3%. 8.3% among them agree that Belarus is surrounded by enemies on all sides, 22.6% consider that hidden, internal enemies are the most dangerous ones, other 22.4% suppose that a country which has resorted to renaissance will always have enemies, and 11.6% of respondents find it difficult to answer. Those who are not preoccupied with the search after enemies as they see the root of all evil in their own mistakes, find themselves in the minority (35.1%).

The question of Table 10 is implicitly close to the question of Table 8, however in addition to two alternative answers it contains a neutral one which has drawn off some of the votes, and to a lesser extent – from the group of a coup d'etat supporters. It is an important point! As a result, among those who do not trust A. Lukashenko only a half did not agree with the official line of a coup d'etat. Contrary to our expectations, in their ranks turned out to be the largest share of the indifferent (almost every fourth respondent).
	Table 10

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Recently president A. Lukashenko has more than once asserted that opposition was plotting a coup d'etat on December, 19. Do you agree with it?",%


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko

	Yes, I do
	43.4
	66.3
	18.9

	No, I do not 
	28.4
	10.1
	49.8

	It makes no difference to me
	18.3
	13.7
	23.9

	DA/NA
	9.9
	9.9
	7.3


During the Soviet time there was a popular slogan about the unity of the party and the people. In modern Belarus it has been replaced by the slogan about the unity of the authorities and the "majority". If desired, it is possible to find a reason for historical optimism in the change of the slogans as differentiation  (transition from the archaic integrity  to com-

plex social structures) is an important development characteristic feature. Supporters of overcoming the split in the Belarusian society should remember it.

Have you joined the "majority"?

On December, 20 in the course of a press conference A. Lukashenko did not only acknowledge for the first time the presence of a split in the Belarusian society, but also estimated it in quantitative terms having singled out two groups: a "majority" and a "minority". The head of state estimated the share of the "minority" at 20%. The number was not spun out of thin air, but was taken from the CEC final protocol. The Belarusians who "had declared against or had voted for alternative candidates" were listed in the "minority" group. If we use the mentioned criterion, then according to the IISEPS December opinion poll the share of the "minority" in the Belarusian society should be enlarged up to 30%.

In March respondents were asked to determine on their own what group they belonged to. For this purpose they were asked the following question: "In his New Year’s greetings A. Lukashenko admitted for the first time that "a majority and a minority of the Belarusian society" existed in Belarus. What part of the society do you attribute yourself to?" The answers were distributed in the following way: "I belong to the majority of the Belarusian society" – 60.9%, "I belong to the minority of the Belarusian society" – 23.7%, 15.4% found it difficult to answer.

Thus, both methods (based on the CEC data and on self-identification) gave similar results. The electoral criterion of dividing the Belarusian society into a "majority" and a "minority" works well with respect to A. Lukashenko. Among those who had voted for him at the last presidential elections, 75.8% of respondents attributed themselves to the "majority", and only 11.5% – to the "minority". However, while analyzing the electorate of V. Neklyaev, for instance, we were not able to reveal the same definiteness: 45.6% rated themselves as the "majority" and 40.8% – as the "minority".

Why does it happen so? It is impossible to definitely answer this question. It would be strange however, if the result obtained with the help of A. Lukashenko’s criterion completely coincided with the result obtained on the basis of people’s self-identification. That is people’s nature to attribute themselves to the majority. Belonging to the majority raises the feeling of security. Besides, the effect of a false consensus works here, too. People draw general conclusions on the ground of a limited sampling which as a rule consists of their nearest and dearest. In addition, the sampling includes the people themselves. Therefore, the "majority" revealed on the basis of self-identification proved to be larger than the electoral "majority", and the "minority" – smaller.

Let us refer to the data of Table 11. The question concerning the course of the country’s development traditionally ranges among the most politically loaded. That is why the indices of policy correctness (PCI) differ so much between the groups of those who trust and distrust A. Lukashenko: 68.4 and 70. In the groups singled out with reference to self-identification, the difference of the PCI is not that big: 23 and 38.3; i.e. the latter groups are less politicized.
	Table 11

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


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Including:

	
	
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko
	Attribute themselves to the 
majority
	Attribute themselves to the 
minority

	In the right direction
	45.3
	77.9
	9.5
	54.0
	24.9

	In the wrong direction
	40.0
	9.5
	79.5
	31.0
	63.2

	DA/NA
	14.7
	12.6
	11.0
	15.0
	11.9

	PCI
	5.3
	68.4
	–70.0
	23.0
	–38.3


Determining their belonging to the "majority" or "minority" respondents are guided not only by their political preferences, but also by the state of their purses. An income growth, strange as it might seem, contributes to reckoning oneself among the "majority" (Table 12). Therefore, the financial standing index in the fourth column is higher than in the second, and in the fifth is accordingly lower than in the third.
	Table 12

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


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Including:

	
	
	Trust A. Lukashenko
	Distrust A. Lukashenko
	Attribute themselves to the 
majority
	Attribute themselves to the 
minority

	It has improved
	17.2
	26.9
	7.2
	38.0
	12.7

	It has not changed
	54.8
	58.7
	48.5
	39.5
	40.7

	It has become worse
	26.9
	13.0
	43.7
	16.6
	44.0

	FSI
	–3.7
	13.9
	–36.5
	21.4
	–31.3


If among supporters of A. Lukashenko the share of women always considerably exceeds the share of men (in December, 2010 58.4% of women voted for A. Lukashenko, and 41.1% of men), then the gender structure of the "majority" and "minority" is formed on  the basis of the gender equality principle (Table 13). Age and the level of education do not substantially tell on respondents’ self-identification, either, although the youth and people with higher education attribute themselves to the "minority" more often. Among the citizens with a low level of income ("We can hardly make both ends meet, there is not enough money even for food") the shares of the "majority" and "minority" representatives are approximately the same: 45.2% vs. 41.4%. As it has been already mentioned above, an income growth helps the citizens feel a part of the "majority".

	Table 13

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In his New Year’s greetings A. Lukashenko admitted for the first time that “there existed a majority and a minority of the Belarusian society”. What part of the society do you attribute yourself to?" depending on some social characteristics*, %


	Characteristic
	Attribute themselves to the majority
	Attribute themselves to the minority

	Gender:

	Male
	59.9
	24.4

	Female
	61.7
	23.1

	Age:

	18-29
	55.9
	25.8

	30-39
	55.1
	26.2

	40-49
	61.1
	24.9

	50-59
	62.5
	26.2

	60+
	68.9
	16.6

	Education:

	Primary
	73.1
	11.5

	Incomplete secondary
	72.0
	14.6

	Secondary
	59.9
	24.0

	Vocational
	57.6
	26.6

	Higher
	60.6
	24.4

	Which of the following groups of the population would you most probably attribute yourself to?

	We hardly make both ends meet, there is not enough money even for food (10.3)
	45.2
	41.4

	There is enough money for food, however purchasing of clothes causes serious difficulties (33.7)
	63.9
	21.6

	There is enough money for food and clothes, however purchasing of consumer durables is a problem for us (44.1)
	60.7
	21.6

	We can easily purchase consumer durables, however it is difficult for us to buy really expensive things (10.9)
	65.3
	22.8

	We can afford rather expensive purchases–an apartment, a summer cottage, and many other things (0.7)
	63.6
	18.2

	Trust in the president:

	Trust
	75.8
	12.2

	Distrust
	43.9
	40.5

	Did the victory of A. Lukashenko at the elections favor the unity of the Belarusian society, or vice versa, the widening of its split?

	Favored the unity (40.9)
	77.8
	11.6

	Favored the widening of the split (38.7)
	47.5
	38.3

	How do you assess the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010?

	It was an attempt of a coup d'etat (48.0)
	76.1
	12.0

	It was a peaceful protest action (36.1)
	46.3
	39.2

	* The table is read across 


As for the trust/distrust in A. Lukashenko, the voting situation repeats itself (see the result of the voting for A. Lukashenko and V. Neklyaev). Trust in the head of state takes the "majority" and "minority" to the opposite sides of the barricades; however, distrust does not cause such a black and white response. The same distribution repeats itself when respondents answer the question about the influence of A. Lukashenko’s victory on the unity/split of the Belarusian society and the question on the type of the mass protest action. It turns out that the "majority" and "minority" find themselves on the opposite sides of the barricades not only when the matter concerns trust in A. Lukashenko, but also when it concerns assessments of the events which took place on December, 19.

Taking into account a major contribution of the economic constituent part to the process of the Belarusians’ self-identification, we can likely assert that the economic difficulties which have been increasing since the beginning of 2011 are going to change the registered in March ratio between the "majority" and "minority" in favor of the "minority".

From everyone according to his ability, to everyone according to his loyalty

"By 2015 the standard of living in Belarus will have approximated to the European one", – this is a quotation from the election program of the presidential contender A. Lukashenko published on November 27,  2010. Four years earlier in March, 2006 on the threshold of the third presidential elections A. Lukashenko was more lavish with promises: "The main task for the next five years is to bring the quality of our citizens’ life to the level comparable with the West European one". However, they did not manage "to bring to". The quality of life of the Belarusians got stuck somewhere at the beginning of the way to the cherished objective, not least of all because of the world financial and economic crisis. Such is the official line.

"The main constituent part characterizing the standard and quality of living is the population’s income", – this quotation is already from the report read at the IV All-Belarusian people’s assembly. Now let us refer to Table 14. In March of the current year 10.3% of respondents ascribed themselves to the group of the population which "does not have enough money even for food". The next group, obviously not a European one as far as the level of consumption is concerned ("There is enough money for food, however purchasing of clothes causes serious difficulties"), proved to be more numerous – 33.7%. Together the two groups make up 41%. This is the share of Belarusians whose income does not allow them today even to approximate to the European standard of living.

The data of the Russian Levada center are given in the second column of Table 14. The level of material values affordability is higher by the Russians than by the Belarusians. It is especially noticeable in the fourth line of the table. There is an objective reason for the fact: according to the data of Rosstat, the average pay in Russia in January, 2011 made up 20782 rubles ($ 716).

The basic social characteristics of the first four consumer groups from Table 14 are given in Table 15. The fifth group which includes the most well-to-do is omitted due to its small size.
	Table 14

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the following groups of the population would you most probably attribute yourself to?", %


	Characteristic
	Belarus, 03'11
	Russia, 2011*

	We hardly make both ends meet, there is not enough money even for food
	10.3
	8

	There is enough money for food, however purchasing of clothes causes serious difficulties
	33.7
	25

	There is enough money for food and clothes, however purchasing of consumer durables is a problem for us
	44.1
	50

	We can easily purchase consumer durables, however it is difficult for us to buy really expensive things
	10.9
	17

	We can afford rather expensive purchases – an apartment, a summer cottage, and many other things
	0.7
	1

	* The data of the Levada center


	Table 15

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the following groups of the population would you most probably attribute yourself to?" depending on gender, age, education and trust in the president, %


	Characteristic
	1 group
	2 group
	3 group
	4 group

	Gender:

	Male
	8.7
	29.6
	47.6
	13.9

	Female
	11.6
	37.1
	42.4
	8.4

	Age:

	18-29
	12.9
	28.9
	43.5
	13.2

	30-39
	12.0
	28.2
	45.1
	13.5

	40-49
	12.6
	37.2
	39.6
	9.5

	50-59
	7.5
	34.5
	43.1
	14.2

	60+
	6.3
	39.1
	48.6
	5.1

	Education:

	Primary
	14.8
	33.3
	51.9
	0.0

	Incomplete secondary
	9.1
	35.4
	50.6
	4.3

	Secondary
	11.3
	34.5
	43.8
	9.4

	Vocational
	10.7
	34.8
	38.8
	14.3

	Higher
	8.0
	29.5
	48.1
	13.5

	Attitude to the president A. Lukashenko:

	Trust
	5.3
	31.4
	48.1
	14.4

	Distrust
	17.1
	35.4
	39.6
	6.4


From the point of view of material values consumption, men can afford more than women. On the one hand, it is natural. Men traditionally earn more than women do; however, on the other hand, the absolute majority of men with the exception of the age group of 18-29 year-olds are married. Does it mean that many married men lead a double life as consumers? To some extent it is really so. In any case, women are "in the lead" in the first two groups, and men – in the last two.

As for the age, then in the group of those who do not have "enough money even for food" the share of old people (older than 60) is twofold smaller than the share of young people (18-29). They make up for this consumer plus by the minus in the 4th group where their density is 2.6 times smaller than the share of the youth. If we exclude those who are older than 60 years of age, then it turns out that consumer abilities of the Belarusians almost do not depend on age.

No clear dependence of consumer abilities on the level of education can be traced, either. Only the least educated ones are an exception here. They did not manage to "delegate" to the 4th consumer group a single representative. Those who got incomplete secondary education do not have too many representatives in the 4th group, either.

Consumer abilities of the Belarusians are determined neither by age, nor by education. They are determined by the level of their political loyalty. One of the main peculiarities of the Belarusian socio-economic model may be lying in the fact! In the 1st group the share of those who do not trust A. Lukashenko exceeds the share of those who trust him 3.2 times! Accordingly, those who trust A. Lukashenko get convincingly even with their political opponents in the 4th group: 14.4% vs. 6.4% (2.3 times). And the matter does not at all concern the level of real income, but the self-sentiments of the respective individuals.

To keep his personal power A. Lukashenko has to solve two mutually exclusive tasks. First of all, he has to ensure the population’s income growth. It explains constant references to achieving (approximating to) the European standard of living. One should not perceive them as vacuous declarations. Secondly, he should not allow transition of the population to the state of a European type society. However, the European standard of living is created by citizens, not by representatives of a population. The problems which fell upon Belarus at the beginning of 2011 (inflation, a decrease in the real income, currency shortage) are only at first sight financial and economic. These problems possess social and cultural roots. Authorities relying on the past (law enforcement officers, pensioners, public-sector employees) will not ensure for the Belarusians the European standard of living.

"The minority" still hopes and believes

The fourth presidential elections were held in the suspense mode. The authorities managed to fulfill their main social obligation and increase the average wage up to the cherished point equaling $ 500 by means of the November spurt. Taking into account the year-end payments the average wage proved to be even larger – $ 531. The authorities’ efforts did not remain unnoticed. The opinion poll held immediately after the elections registered a rather large share of citizens who had mentioned improvement of their financial standing for the previous three months (Table 16). It turned out to be almost the same as in April of the "fertile" 2006 (24.9% vs. 24.7%).
	Table 16

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


	Variant of answer
	04'06
	06'06
	12'10
	03'11

	It has improved
	24.7
	22.7
	24.9
	17.2

	It has not changed
	61.8
	63.4
	57.7
	54.8

	It has become worse
	12.4
	12.2
	16.0
	26.9

	FSI*
	12.3
	10.5
	8.9
	–3.7

	* Financial standing index (the difference of affirmative and negative answers)


However, the elections passed and the problems remained. Moreover, their list was supplemented. It happened just as in the old medical joke: the autopsy proved that the sick man had died of the autopsy. As the year of 2011 is not at all the year of 2006 the authorities had to scratch together everything what had remained and to actively borrow dollars at the external markets in order to reach "the sacred figure". March lines at the exchange offices became the outcome of such activity. Exactly a year ago the dollar enjoyed the greatest confidence by 43.2% of the Belarusians, in December its "trust rating" rose up to 47.7%, and in March – up to 56.4% which is 2.5 times higher than by the Belarusian ruble (22.7%).

In January Belstat showed an actual wage reduction by 12.9%, in February – by additional 0.6%. Such dynamics could not but tell on the financial standing index. In March the share of the Belarusians who mentioned worsening of their financial standing exceeded the share of those whose financial standing had improved. As a result the FSI became negative. Nothing of the kind was observed after the "elegant" victory at the previous presidential elections.

During the three months which passed since the presidential elections the expectations index has reduced two times (Table 17). At that the share of respondents who are facing the socio-economic future of Belarus with optimism has not virtually changed. However, the pessimists’ numbers have grown  by  5.8  percentage points; hence they drew the EI down. In 2006, on the contrary, the EI slightly grew during the two months after the April poll.
	Table 17

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


	Variant of answer
	04'06
	06'06
	12'10
	03'11

	It is going to improve
	44.3
	44.9
	30.6
	29.2

	It is not going to change
	34.4
	37.2
	40.7
	42.0

	It is going to become worse
	14.9
	12.0
	17.2
	23.0

	EI*
	29.9
	32.9
	13.4
	6.2

	* Expectations index 


The whole year of 2010 passed with the official assurances of correctness of the once chosen policy. The rhetoric continued this year, too. As an example let us quote a fragment of A. Lukashenko’s speech at the January meeting dealing with "some domestic policy issues": "It is necessary to discuss today political questions of the current moment. Economic questions, as well as political and many others, are defined by us. I would like to emphasize once again that all the programs and directions of actions are defined, specified and cannot be subject to any revision, as there is no situation which would dictate to us a necessity for any policy adjustment or correction in this or that direction".

However, the March drop of the policy correctness index by 4.1 times (Table 18) testifies to the fact that not all the Belarusians share the confidence of the head of state. Last time such a low value of the PCI was registered at the peak of the crisis in March of 2009. During the whole last year it stably kept within the value limits between 14 and 22. If it continues this way, then the share of the country’s development policy opponents will exceed the share of its supporters already in the near future.
	Table 18

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


	Variant of answer
	04'06
	06'06
	12'10
	03'11

	In the right direction
	58.2
	61.4
	54.2
	45.3

	In the wrong direction
	26.3
	26.4
	32.5
	40.0

	DA/NA
	15.5
	12.2
	13.3
	14.7

	PCI*
	31.9
	35.0
	21.7
	5.3

	* Policy correctness index


Policy correctness assessments registered in March of the current year (the fourth column) look especially expressive against the background of the assessments of 2006 (the first and the second columns). What has been said by independent experts for many years today belongs to the general public. The experts, however, should not be credited with it. The blanket produced according to the template of a centralized economy turned out to be too short. It is already impossible to draw it over one’s head so that the feet would not become cold at the same time.

Every part of the Belarusian society split into the "majority" and "minority" has its own perception of the financial position change, its own expectations concerning changes in the socio-economic situation and its own assessments of the country’s development course. The data of Table 19 let us consider the social indices from the angle of trust in the president and to estimate their dynamics for the last three months.
	Table 19

	Values of the social indices against trust in A. Lukashenko 



	Variant of answer
	FSI
	EI
	PCI

	
	12'10
	03'11
	12'10
	12'10
	12'10
	03'11

	All respondents
	9
	–4
	13
	6
	22
	5

	Trust A. Lukashenko
	30
	14
	45
	47
	72
	68

	Distrust A. Lukashenko
	–28
	–37
	–26
	–40
	–52
	–70


As it follows from the second line of Table 19, a twofold reduction in the FSI did not lead to an increase in the share of pessimists among those who trust A. Lukashenko. They did not adequately reappraise the course either. Three months is not enough time for such work. It is another story that accumulation of financial problems registered by the FSI leads to a decrease in the share of citizens who trust A. Lukashenko. In December of 2010 there were 55% of such people, and in three months – 47.9%. 

It follows from the last line of Table 19 that the main contribution into the decrease of the EI and PCI values was made by respondents distrusting A. Lukashenko. Thus there is a reserve in the society for the further decrease of the indices. It is possible due to the growth of critical attitude among A. Lukashenko’s supporters, as well as due to a reduction in their share. It is obvious, of course, that there is no way to predict the speed of both processes. If Russia promptly issues a loan running into 3 billion dollars, reduction of the indices may slow down or even turn back.

Have you signed your child up as a business owner?

Active participants of discussions concerning "veritable" values of A. Lukashenko and his political opponents’ ratings as a rule back their categorical statements by references to their personal experience. At the same time, a great number of questions which let us indirectly determine the attitude of the Belarusians to the head of state, as well as to the policy pursued by him, have always been present in the IISEPS polls. Questions concerning economic preferences are exactly from this group.

Dynamics of answering the question "What would you prefer for Belarus?" has been monitored by the IISEPS over a period of 14 years (Table 20). We have not managed to register a revolutionary change in the number of market economy supporters during this time. At that it is necessary to keep in mind that 38% of the number of supporters (25.7% of the total number of respondents) preferred market economy with a considerable government control in March, 2011. Such stability of the public opinion is not accidental. It is a direct consequence of the Belarusian economy archaic structure in which the share of private ownership has remained invariable for many years already. This being the case, the share of people whose material well-being depends on paternalistic guardianship on the part of the state does not change considerably, either. Depending on the current state of economy the electoral rating of the individual personifying the state power may change, but the demand for paternalistic guardianship does not decrease due to the fact.
	Table 20

	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 
	03'11 

	Market economy including the one:
	69.0
	68.5
	61.8
	62.2
	63.6
	62.1
	61.2
	65.7
	67.2
	67.7

	With a slight government control
	32.8
	40.4
	40.5
	43.6
	34.8
	37.9
	39.2
	41.3
	36.4
	42.0

	With a considerable government control
	36.2
	28.1
	21.3
	18.6
	28.8
	24.2
	22.0
	24.4
	30.8
	25.7

	Planned economy
	25.7
	27.0
	18.3
	15.3
	13.2
	18.5
	14.0
	13.4
	15.7
	14.1


	Table 21

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What type of 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 
	03'11 

	Market economy including the one:
	53.5
	47.9
	41.2
	52.0
	47.9
	44.9
	44.1
	42.6
	43.0

	With a slight government control
	35.7
	50.3
	47.5
	33.0
	39.3
	33.1
	28.0
	32.9
	36.2


Everything mentioned above is also true for the answers to the question: "What type of enterprise would you like to work at?" (Table 21). Some fluctuations, at times by 10 points, are not connected with the reappraisal of values, but rather with the current state of the economy. For example, in the year of the third presidential elections the state generously presented state enterprises and public-sector organizations with money, which was registered in the June opinion poll of 2006. They did not manage to repeat the "trick" in 2010. The uneven increase of wages during the last month of 2010 fell on the period between two polls. By March the nationwide joy concerning the "sacred figure" had managed to disappear.
It was impossible to manage without the polarization effect here. The authorities’ media activity caused by the necessity to convince the majority of the coup d'etat reality increased the gap between the "majority" and the "minority" (between those who trust and those who distrust A. Lukashenko) still more. The data of Table 22 graphically demonstrates the increase of the gap (see the last line).
	Table 22

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What type of enterprise would you like to work at?" depending on trust in the president, %


	Variant of answer
	At a state one
	At a private one

	
	09'10 
	03'11 
	09'10 
	03'11 

	Trust
	57.1
	62.8
	21.1
	18.2

	Do not trust
	24.3
	19.8
	48.5
	57.3

	The difference (those who trust minus those who distrust)
	32.8
	43.0
	–27.4
	–39.1


	Table 23

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you wish your children to go in for private business, to tie their life with entrepreneurship?", %


	Variant of answer
	11'99
	12'02
	06'06
	06'08
	03'11

	Yes
	38.1
	46.4
	46.8
	32.6
	53.8

	No
	26.0
	37.1
	34.3
	49.7
	33.8

	DA/NA
	35.9
	16.5
	18.9
	17.7
	12.3


However, dynamics of answering the question: "Would you wish your children to go in for private business, to tie their life with entrepreneurship?" surprised us (Table 23). Since June, 2008 the share of those who wish their children such happiness has increased by 21.2 points. The time lag between the results presented in the last two columns constituted not six months as in the previous table, but three years. However, those were the three years of active rhetoric about the necessity for liberalization of economy. During this time the authorities have changed their attitude to private enterprise, at least on the level of public declarations. One should not forget that on February, 3 A. Lukashenko signed decree N 43 announcing the year of 2011 "The year of enterprise". This is what it has come to!

The media turn of the state to the private enterprise did not remain unnoticed by the "majority", as well as by the "minority" (Table 24). For three liberal years the peculiar rating of private enterprise has grown by almost the same quantity in both parts of the Belarusian society: 13.7 points vs. 12.7 points! As for the anti-rating, then among those who do not trust A. Lukashenko it has decreased by 23.4 points, and among those who trust him it, on the contrary, has increased by 8.5 points. From such contradictory dynamics we can draw a conclusion that A. Lukashenko’s liberal rhetoric caused cognitive dissonance (a state of an individual characterized by a conflict of contradictory knowledge or beliefs in his consciousness) by his supporters.
	Table 24

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you wish your children to go in for private business, to tie their life with entrepreneurship?" depending on trust in the president, %


	Variant of answer
	Yes
	No

	
	06'08 
	03'11 
	06'08 
	03'11 

	Trust
	26.6
	40.3
	38.2
	46.7

	Distrust
	57.4
	70.1
	44.1
	20.7


Although the Belarusians to a large extent still remain adherents of the state control in the economy, answering the question: "Which foreign country, in your opinion, can be a model for Belarus economic development?" asked as an open-ended one (without a set of ready answers) they nevertheless included into the top three models to emulate Germany (17.1%), the USA (11.1%) and Poland (7.3%). As for their own model, it ranked only eighth (3.1%), Russia – fourth (7%).

The mentioned discrepancy possesses a simple explanation. The Belarusians are rational. They understand perfectly well that nothing which is sold in hypermarkets is produced either in Venezuela under the guidance of H. Chavez, or in Libya under the guidance of M. Gaddafi. Therefore economic models of these countries, as well as our own, cannot compete with the model of the industrially developed countries of the West. However, it is better to live in Belarus under the guardianship of a paternalistic state.

The country where one does not want to live

In the text of the report read at the IV All-Belarusian people’s assembly there was in particular such a remarkable wish: "Belarus has to be a country where one wants to live". It is impossible to argue against it. If Belarus does not become such a country, it will simply disappear from the political map. We live during the age of open boarders when not only economies, but also states and nations compete with each other (the idea was borrowed by us form the Message-2010). And where there is competition, there are victors and losers.

One can vote not only by means of filling in a ballot paper, it is possible to vote with one’s feet. Results of the second type of voting as opposed to the first one do not depend on the level of the CEC impartiality. They are objective already due to their nature.

Answers to the question: "Would you like to immigrate to a different country if you had such an opportunity?" obtained in the years of presidential elections are given in Table 25. Let us refer to the third line from the bottom in which the total amount of those who wish to immigrate is presented in percentage terms. In comparison with 2006 there is an addition equaling 11.9 percentage points. One should not be surprised at that. As we have repeatedly emphasized, 2011 cannot rival the "fertile" 2006.
	Table 25

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you like to immigrate to a different country if you had such an opportunity?", %


	Variant of answer
	10'01
	06'06
	03'11

	To Germany
	18.5
	11.4
	16.0

	To the USA
	6.1
	7.2
	10.3

	To Russia
	3.6
	4.3
	4.9

	To Poland
	5.8
	5.0
	5.9

	To the Baltic states
	1.8
	2.9
	2.5

	To a different country
	6.3
	2.7
	5.8

	Altogether
	42.1
	33.5
	45.4

	Would not like to immigrate anywhere
	52.0
	57.6
	50.6

	DA/NA
	5.9
	8.9
	3.9


Today almost every second Belarusian announces a desire to leave the motherland for good. However, it does not follow from this that such is the share of those who are packing their suitcases. The answers are to a greater extent a declaration of intentions and not the share of citizens taking real actions for the sake of immigrating.

A desire to leave the country passes with age. It is natural. "It is good to be young, nothing can be better". The mentioned principle is equally true of both love and immigration affairs. Elderly people do not have many opportunities to settle down in a foreign country, which exactly is registered in Table 26. Taking into account the socio-demographic structure of the Belarusian society it is not difficult to guess that among those who trust A. Lukashenko the share of stay-at-homes is going to be considerably larger than among those who do not trust him. In March, 2011 the share of stay-at-homes among the former constituted 70.4%, among the latter – 27.4%. It is interesting that in December, 2008 the ratio was different: 74.1% vs. 58.1%. It means that during two years the share of stay-at-homes distrusting A. Lukashenko has decreased 2.1 times!
	Table 26

	Distribution of those who do not want to immigrate anywhere according to age, %


	Date
	18-29
	30-39
	40-49
	50-59
	60 +

	December, 2008
	36.5
	46.2
	46.4
	60.4
	65.6

	March, 2011
	34.1
	39.3
	41.4
	52.4
	61.6


The data of Table 27 let us estimate career opportunities of the Belarusian youth form the public opinion point of view. In comparison with 2006 the share of those who believe in availability of such opportunities has decreased by 15.7 points. It is a lot. Today the shares of optimists and pessimists have virtually equaled, and five years ago the share of the former exceeded the share of the latter two times! Among optimists those who trust A. Lukashenko naturally predominate – 70.8%! These people simply cannot imagine that high-speed "career lifts" are absent from the world built under the guidance of their political idol. Their political opponents have a different point of view in this respect. The majority of them is in the active age and knows about the work of "career lifts" not from the reports of the state mass media, but form the everyday practice. From here come the modest 16.3%.
	Table 27

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think young people can make a successful career in 
Belarus today?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'02
	04'06
	06'08
	12'08
	03'11

	Yes, they can
	43.2
	61.6
	48.7
	50.9
	45.9

	No, they cannot
	39.4
	30.7
	40.5
	35.7
	44.9

	DA/NA
	17.4
	7.7
	10.8
	13.4
	9.3


Besides the economic component a system crisis also has the social and political ones. Accounts of Belstat and the National bank indicate that an economic crisis is developing in Belarus. Lines in the exchange offices testify to the fact on the everyday level. A social crisis has its own indicators. Two of them are shown in Tables 25 and 27. The Belarusian authorities set themselves a mission for the current five years "to approximate to the European level of life". Five years ago they planned "to reach the European level of life". Public opinion polls let us transfer from plans-the-wishes to the facts. In April of 2006 39.7% of respondents believed that people lived better in Latvia than in Belarus. Today 56.7% think so. Similar indicators for Lithuania make up 36.8% and 55.7%, for Poland – 50.8% and 71.9%, for Russia – 24.6% and 46.1%, for Ukraine – 10.6% and 20.4%.

The arithmetic proved to be disheartening. What was originally planned as a pursuit race, speaking in the sports language, de facto turned out to be a lag race. Hence follows an increase in the readiness to leave. At that the most active Belarusians do not limit themselves to declarations alone.

Who needs this empire?

At the end of this year progressive mankind, as Soviet newspapers used to name their population, is going to commemorate by no means a victory of communism in the whole world, and not even completion of its first stage construction in one particular country, but an anniversary of the collapse of the main communist citadel which was filling the whole civilized world with consternation for over 70 years and whose authorities annihilated millions of people and crushed the primary rights and freedoms of the next three generations. Twenty years which passed since that time have largely benumbed the pungency of feelings connected with the event. As it was to be supposed, the nostalgic mood of the supporters of the appalling public monster created by the great villains has begun to gradually disappear together with its bearers. As the results of the March public opinion poll show, today there is less than a quarter of such people among the adult population of the country (Table 28). And in 15 years there were already over 60% of people who welcomed the historic event with enthusiasm.
	Table 28

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you like restoration of the USSR?", %


	Variant of answer
	11'93
	11'97
	04'02
	04'06
	12'09
	03'11

	Yes
	55.1
	49.9
	38.8
	26.7
	26.7
	24.4

	No
	22.3
	25.5
	42.6
	63.4
	60.5
	60.8

	DA/NA
	22.6
	24.6
	18.6
	9.9
	12.8
	14.8


As it was to be expected, there are more women, people of older ages and those with a lower level of education among the supporters of the USSR restoration (Table 29).
	Table 29

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the supporters and opponents of the USSR restoration, %


	Variant of answer
	Supporters

(24.4)
	Opponents

(60.8)

	Gender:

	Male (45.5)*
	38.1
	49.5

	Female (54.5)
	61.9
	50.5

	Age:

	Under 30 (23.4)
	13.0
	26.3

	30-50 (36.5)
	28.8
	40.6

	50 + (40.4)
	58.2
	33.1

	Education:

	Lower than secondary (12.4)
	23.4
	8.5

	Secondary (37.7)
	38.3
	36.4

	Vocational and higher (including incomplete higher) (49.9)
	38.3
	55.1

	Social status:

	Private sector employees (23.4)
	13.0
	28.2

	Public sector employees(40.8)
	41.0
	40.3

	Students (5.9)
	2.7
	7.1

	Pensioners (24.4)
	39.0
	18.0

	Type of residence settlement:

	Cities (over 50 thousand dwellers) (56.8)
	52.4
	58.8

	Towns (up to 50 thousand dwellers) and villages (43.2)
	47.6
	41.2

	Per capita income:

	Up to the MCB (39.5)
	43.7
	39.0

	Over the MCB (59.7)
	55.1
	60.2

	* The results of the whole sample are given in brackets hereinafter


The relative density of the restoration supporters is considerably lower among private sector employees, as well as among students. Naturally, among pensioners there are appreciably more supporters.

In all the regions, except Minsk and Gomel region, there are much more opponents of the USSR restoration than supporters. For instance, there are almost twice as many of them in Brest and Grodno regions. In Minsk the shares of the opponents and supporters of restoration are approximately equal. As for Gomel region, here the relative density of the supporters exceeds the share of the opponents five times. It should also be noted that in larger settlements the share of the opponents of the Soviet empire restoration is slightly higher than in smaller ones and in villages. According to the level of per capita income, the opponents of restoration are somewhat more well-to-do than the supporters.
Political and economic views of the supporters and opponents of the USSR restoration are rather predictable (Table 30).
	Table 30

	Sociological characteristics of the supporters and opponents of the USSR restoration, %


	Variant of answer
	Supporters

(24.4)
	Opponents

(60.8)

	What would you prefer for Belarus?

	Market economy with a slight government control (42.0)
	27.9
	50.3

	Market economy with a considerable government control (25.7)
	31.9
	22.0

	Planned economy (14.1)
	21.6
	11.6

	What type of enterprise would you like to work at?

	At a state one (43.0)
	63.2
	34.1

	At a private one (36.2)
	20.5
	44.4

	Would you wish your children to go in for private business, to tie their life with entrepreneurship?

	Yes (53.8)
	46.2
	59.7

	No (33.8)
	41.4
	29.9

	Is the situation in Belarus developing in general in the right or in the wrong direction?

	In the right direction (45.3)
	63.2
	35.7

	In the wrong direction (40.0)
	24.0
	50.6

	Do you trust the president of Belarus?

	I do (47.9)
	63.4
	38.9

	I do not (42.0)
	26.8
	52.9

	Some people consider that the best form of governing is a “strong hand”, others give preference to democracy. And what do you prefer?

	Democracy (63.4)
	49.7
	73.0

	A "strong hand" (26.7)
	39.0 
	19.6

	Whom did you vote for at the presidential elections on December, 19?

	For A. Lukashenko (46.6)
	67.6
	35.3

	For a different politician (30.8)
	14.9
	41.2

	If tomorrow presidential elections were held in Belarus again, whom would you vote for?

	For A. Lukashenko (42.9)
	62.0
	33.6

	For a different politician (23.3)
	14.3
	29.4

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

	Joining the European Union (50.5)
	22.3
	66.0

	Integration with Russia (31.5)
	61.9
	17.8


As it can be seen, there are appreciably more adherents of market economy with slight government interference among the supporters, and much fewer of those who would prefer planned economy. Among them there are almost two times fewer of respondents who would prefer to work at state enterprises and accordingly twice as many of those who would prefer to work at private ones. Among them there are a third more of respondents who would like their children to go in for private business.

Among the opponents of restoration there are two times fewer of respondents who approve of the country’s development course conducted by the authorities and of those who trust the president. Almost three fourths of them prefer the democratic way of governing, whereas less than a half among the supporters thinks so. At the elections of December, 19 less than a third among the opponents voted for A. Lukashenko, and for his adversaries – more than 40% (62% among the supporters voted for A. Lukashenko, and for his rivals – only 14.9%). The votes would be distributed in a similar manner if the presidential elections were held anew.

Among the opponents there are threefold more of those who would like Belarus to join the EU, which is quite natural, and three times fewer of those who would like to integrate with Russia.

Not everything is that simple, of course. Not only some representatives of older generations and poorly educated residents of the outlying districts regret the collapse of the Soviet Union. New apologists of a "great country" have already grown. However, if in 1994 one of them managed to persuade the majority of the Belarusians that "enormous achievements" had been lost with the collapse of the USSR, that he personally had been against that historic event, that he would strive for restoration of the empire, then today it has become clear to everyone who possesses intellect that the person had simply fought for power in such a way, exploiting the illusions of the population intimidated by the communist propaganda. During all these years we have not at all come nearer to the propaganda objective, even vice versa. It happened not only due to the objective reasons which had been clear a priori, but also due to the subjective desires of that very person. He simply deceived his supporters having obtained what he wanted to. It clarified later that the person was not in the least interested in any empires, any union states, and any commonwealths of states if they were headed by other people. That is why integration “merrymakings” on the post-Soviet territory have been dragging on for the second decade already causing bewilderment by some people and indignation by others. Today it is not going to be easy to convince the majority of the Belarusians of the necessity of the Evil Empire restoration. Neither the fantasy on the "Stalin’s line" topic, nor privatization of the victory in the war against fascists, nor generous financial aid of influential neighbors is going to help. As the events of the last months proved, any attempts of accroachment sooner or later come to the same end. It is good, if the so called "fathers of the nation" remain alive after that…

The European breakthrough
The data of the opinion poll held in March, 2011 registered a rather noticeable growth of pro-European attitudes and a further cooling down of the Belarusians to the prospects of integration with Russia (Table 31). Although, in comparison with the previous opinion poll held in December, 2010 the number of "Belo-Russians" did not virtually change, the share of those who do not want to integrate with Russia increased considerably – by 7 percentage points. The share turned out to be the largest for the last 10 years, and for the first time it exceeded the symbolic mark of 50%!
	Table 31

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


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

	For integration
	57.4
	44.9
	43.6
	35.7
	33.1
	32.1
	29.3
	33.1
	29.8
	29.2

	Against integration
	20.9
	28.9
	31.6
	38.8
	43.2
	44.5
	48.6
	45.4
	46.9
	53.1


	Table 32

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


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

	Yes
	31.5
	30.1
	34.9
	40.7
	36.2
	36.4
	42.2
	35.3
	48.6

	No
	49.2
	40.6
	36.3
	34.6
	37.2
	39.4
	32.5
	40.6
	30.5


Attitude of the Belarusians to the prospect of Euro-integration has changed still more strikingly during the last quarter: the share of "Euro-Belarusians" has grown by 13 percentage points – by more than a third, and at the same time the share of opponents of Euro-integration decreased by a fourth (Table 32). For the last 5 years the share of Euro-integration supporters turned out to be record high, and the share of its opponents – record low.

The situations of March, 2011 and June, 2006 when also three months passed since the previous presidential elections are mirror opposite – the corresponding shares have switched their places. An-

swers to the dichotomic question where respondents were offered to make a choice between Russia and Europe also serve as a confirmation of the mentioned tendencies (Table 33).
	Table 33

	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
	06'06
	12'08
	03'09
	06'09
	12'09
	03'10
	06'10
	09'10
	12'10
	03'11

	Integration with the Russia
	56.5
	46.0
	42.4
	42.1
	42.1
	41.4
	37.7
	34.9
	38.1
	31.5

	Joining the EU
	29.2
	30.1
	35.1
	41.4
	42.3
	40.4
	38.9
	41.7
	38.0
	50.5

	DA/NA
	14.3
	23.9
	22.5
	16.5
	15.6
	18.2
	23.4
	23.4
	23.9
	18.0


In the answers to this question, too, the share of Euro-integration supporters is record high, the share of adherents of integration with Russia is record low, and the picture is mirror-like relative to June, 2006.

The causes for this steep geopolitical turn of the public opinion are not quite clear. As for the eastern "front", lately a lull has been reigning there – they do not show "Godfathers" from there anymore, trade wars have remained in the past (or are expected in future); a small bickering in January concerning oil was incomparable in its scale and information resonance either with the last year’s gas war or with the oil battles.

At the same time, it is hot at the western "front" more than ever now. Growth of pro-European attitudes has occurred since 2008 against the background of normalization of relations between official Minsk and Brussels and a decrease in the intensity degree of the anti-Western (at least, anti-EU) campaign of the official Belarusian mass media. Today there is again a "cold" war between Belarus and the EU; visa sanctions have been imposed on many representatives of the Belarusian official establish-ment… Nevertheless, pro-European attitudes con-tinue to grow at an impressive pace.

An explanation lying on the surface consists in the following: the Belarusians had not supported the incumbent authorities at the elections and that is why the West which had not recognized the elections received in their eyes additional sympathy; and they cooled off Russia because it had recognized the elections, though through clenched teeth.

An answer to the question, whom the Belarusians supported at the elections, you can find in the corresponding analytical materials of the IISEPS. However, there are indicators which directly relate to the problem under consideration (Tables 34-35).
	Table 34

	Dynamics of answering the question about the sanctions of the EU and the USA imposed on the 
governing body of Belarus after the elections of 2006 and 2010, %


	Variant of answer
	"The EU and the USA impose new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – high-ranking Belarusian officials headed by A. Lukashenko are barred from entry to the EU countries and to the USA. They are held responsible for rigging the results of the presidential elections and for repressions against participants of the peace protest actions. Some of our citizens consider that it is good, others – that it is bad. And what is your opinion?" (04'06)
	"The EU and the USA have imposed new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – 160 Belarusian officials, judges and journalists headed by A. Lukashenko have been barred entry to these countries. They are held responsible for rigging the results of the presidential elections and for repressions against participants of the peace protest actions. Some of our citizens consider that it is good, others–that it is bad. And what is your opinion?" (03'11)

	It is good
	16.5
	17.5

	It is bad
	53.9
	37.7

	It makes no difference to me
	22.8
	38.9

	DA/NA
	6.8
	5.9


	Table 35

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Some Belarusian and foreign political figures suggest imposing economic sanctions on Belarus in order to assure the country’s democratization. What is your attitude to such suggestions?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is positive
	16.6

	It is negative 
	44.2

	It is indifferent
	39.1

	NA
	0.1


We should not wittingly rule out that questions of Tables 34-35 may have seemed too sharp to some respondents, and although at heart they shared the plans and actions of the West, they preferred to avoid expressing solidarity with those actions.  

However, an attempt to explain by fear the poll results which do not correspond to somebody’s ideas about the Belarusian society is underproductive. If we proceed from this explanation, then it follows from the data of Table 34 that in April, 2006 the fear was much stronger, than it is now – at that time more than a half of respondents estimated the sanctions negatively. Now there are only about 38% of such people. Meanwhile the cruelty of persecution of "Square-2010" participants is incommensurately stronger, than the one concerning participants of "Square-2006". Therefore, the role of the respondents’ fear when they answer the questions seems exaggerated.

The fact that the share of those who approve of sanctions has remained virtually the same draws attention to itself.

The data of Tables 34-35 do not at least let us assert that exactly the tough response of the West to the elections results and to the wave of political repressions attracted additional sympathy of the Belarusians to it.

However, accusations of the West of a conspira cy against Belarus which have been heard from the BT screen, as well as from the most important rostrums during the last months are shared not at all by the majority (Table 36).
	Table 36

	Distribution of answers to the question: "They often speak on Belarusian TV about a conspiracy that western countries headed by the USA are trying to organize for the purpose of overthrowing of power in Belarus. Do you believe in such a conspiracy?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, I do
	33.9

	No, I do not
	51.7

	DA/NA
	14.4


Here, as we can see, the fear did not prevent more than a half of respondents from rejecting one of the most beloved topics of the official mass media. Thus, the Belarusians are not inclined to ascribe to the West certain ominous intentions (what fully harmonizes with the high level of pro-European aspirations). At the same time we cannot speak about a rather broad support of the West current policy in the Belarusian society. It seems that pro-European attitudes are determined not only by the assessments of this policy.

Let us also mention that in comparison with the previous election campaign distribution of answers to the question, whether Belarus is ever going to become a member of the EU, changed only slightly (Table 37).
	Table 37

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think Belarus will ever join the EU?", %


	Variant of answer
	12'05
	04'06
	03'11

	It never will
	29.7
	31.7
	28.6

	Yes, it will, but not earlier than in 10 years
	24.0
	29.4
	31.0

	Yes, it will, within the next 10 years
	16.1
	13.5
	16.1

	DA/NA
	30.2
	25.4
	24.3


As for Russia, although many people announce their reluctance to unite with it, i.e. their reluctance to deepen integration, they support maintenance of many currently operating forms of integration (Table 38).
	Table 38

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Belarus is a member of various integration bodies formed on the territory of the former USSR. Some people support it, others do not. Please, mark the bodies in which Belarus should remain, in your opinion:" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) 
	49.6

	Customs union (Belarus, Russia, Kazakhstan)
	39.7

	Union state of Belarus and Russia
	39.0

	Collective Security Treaty Organization (Belarus, Armenia, Russia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan)
	32.8

	Euro-Asian Union (Belarus, Russia, Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan)
	23.4


It should be mentioned, however, that in the poll of December, 2010 30.9% of respondents when answering the general question about their attitude to the currently existing forms of integration with Russia declared for making it even closer, and 39.6% – for preservation of the present level of integration ties.

In today’s poll when answering the question about the attitude to concrete, directly named forms of integration, respondents have demonstrated an appreciably lower enthusiasm. The matter may concern a change in the wording of the question, or some cooling off of the attitude to Russia which occurred during the last quarter.

At the same time, assessment of the Russian policy remains rather positive. It has been mentioned above, how fundamentally the attitude of the Belarusians to the prospect of integration with the Russia changed in comparison with June, 2006. However, the assessment of the role of Russia in the world did not virtually change (Table 39).
	Table 39

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What influence do Russia, the USA and Belarus exert in the world, in your opinion?", %


	Variant of answer
	Genarally positive
	Generally negative

	
	06'06
	03'11
	06'06
	03'11

	Belarus
	43.5
	40.3
	11.4
	5.2

	Russia
	68.3
	70.9
	9.5
	15.5

	USA
	26.1
	47.6
	52.0
	36.5


	Table 40

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your opinion about president of Belarus A. Lukashenko, president of Russia D. Medvedev (in 2006 – about V. Putin), and about president of the USA B. Obama (in 2006 – about G. Bush)?", %


	Variant of answer
	Genarally positive
	Generally negative

	
	06'06
	03'11
	06'06
	03'11

	A. Lukashenko
	62.6
	50.7
	28.2
	40.3

	V. Putin / D. Medvedev
	74.1
	69.5
	13.6
	15.6

	G. Bush / B. Obama
	27.3
	54.2
	57.4
	19.6


Attitude to the policy of the USA has changed considerably–to the opposite one, and to Russia–has not. However, the share of those who considered the role of the latter in the world more likely negative has grown by 6 points, but the number of positive answers exceeds the number of the negative ones more than four times. 

A rather positive attitude to the president of Russia also remains (Table 40).

In comparison with 2006 A. Lukashenko has lost a lot in the eyes of the Belarusians; B. Obama, as opposed to his predecessor, has managed to win their sympathy. On the other hand, attitude to the Russian leader, in spite of the change of individuals and a fundamental change in the attitude to integration with the eastern neighbor, has not altered much. At that, 5 years ago the attitude to the Russian president was better than to the home leader, and it still remains this way.

A decrease in integration aspirations in the eastern direction coupled with the remaining high assessments of Russia as such, looks as a paradox indeed only within the framework of a certain para-
digm which has been predominating in the Belarusian policy for a long time. It seems now, however, that it is becoming to a considerable degree a part of history.

Before sympathy for Russia and aspiration for integration with it used to be almost political synonyms. The attitude to the eastern neighbor was measured by the degree of readiness to merge with it in various spheres, including political one. We cannot say that these notions and ideas have become completely "perpendicular", but it is obvious that they have noticeably drifted apart during the last years. It happened mainly owing to a group of respondents which had become rather significant. They preferred Russia – a nice country, much better than Belarus in many respects and a wonderful neighbor – to remain such a wonderful neighbor. 

Connection of the geopolitical choice with socio-demographic and political characteristics of respondents is presented in Table 41.
	Table 41

	Connection of geopolitical priorities 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

	Age:

	18-29 (23.4)
	17.4
	69.7
	12.9

	30-59 (53.8)
	29.9
	53.5
	16.6

	60 and over (22.8)
	49.4
	23.9
	26.7

	Education:

	Primary (1.7)
	69.2
	7.7
	23.1

	Incomplete secondary (10.7)
	57.1
	19.6
	23.3

	Secondary (37.7)
	31.5
	48.3
	20.2

	Vocational (29.3)
	28.3
	56.1
	15.7

	Higher (including incomplete higher) (20.6)
	19.6
	66.3
	14.1

	How many times have you left the country during the last 12 months?

	None (58.8)
	36.5
	43.9
	19.6

	Once (17.7)
	25.2
	58.5
	16.3

	Several times (17.2)
	22.6
	59.0
	18.4

	More than10 times (5.6)
	21.2
	74.1
	4.7

	Have you had a chance to meet foreigners for the last three years (not including citizens of the CIS)?

	Yes, many times (11.1)
	19.4
	68.8
	11.8

	Yes, several times (25.0)
	19.1
	72.0
	8.9

	Yes, one time (8.1)
	34.7
	47.6
	17.7

	No, I have not (55.6)
	39.0
	37.5
	23.5

	If you visit neighboring countries, than how often do you do it?

	Several times a month (4.9)
	17.6
	71.6
	10.8

	Several times a year (19.7)
	24.4
	60.5
	15.1

	Once a year (17.9)
	32.7
	47.8
	19.5

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

	It has improved (17.2)
	46.7
	33.3
	19.9

	It has not changed (54.9)
	31.7
	48.9
	19.4

	It has become worse (26.9)
	21.7
	65.0
	13.4

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

	It is going to improve (29.2)
	48.8
	28.5
	22.7

	It is not going to change (42.0)
	26.3
	57.2
	16.6

	It is going to become worse (23.0)
	19.7
	69.7
	10.6

	Is the situation in Belarus developing in general in the right or in the wrong direction?

	In the right direction (45.3)
	51.4
	27.1
	21.6

	In the wrong direction (40.0)
	13.1
	77.2
	9.7

	Compare the standard of living in Belarus with Poland. Where is it higher?

	It is higher in Poland (71.9)
	25.6
	59.0
	15.4

	It is higher in Belarus (2.7)
	62.5
	15.0
	22.5

	Compare the standard of living in Belarus with Russia. Where is it higher?

	It is higher in Russia (46.1)
	25.3
	60.2
	14.5

	It is higher in Belarus (9.6)
	42.9
	35.4
	21.8

	Whom did you vote for at the presidential elections on December, 19?

	For A. Lukashenko (46.6)
	49.2
	27.4
	23.4

	For A. Neklyaev (9.6)
	13.6
	78.2
	8.2

	For A. Sannikov (6.3)
	16.7
	76.0
	7.3

	They often speak on Belarusian TV about a conspiracy that western countries headed by the USA are trying to organize for the purpose of overthrowing of power in Belarus. Do you believe in such a conspiracy?

	Yes, I do (33.9)
	47.7
	29.2
	23.2

	No, I do not (51.7)
	19.7
	68.0
	12.3

	The EU and the USA have imposed new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – 160 Belarusian officials, judges and journalists headed by A. Lukashenko have been barred entry to these countries. They are held responsible for rigging the results of the presidential elections and for repressions against participants of the peace protest actions. Some of our citizens consider that it is good, others–that it is bad. And what is your opinion?

	It is good (17.5)
	18.7
	74.2
	7.1

	It is bad (37.7)
	40.0
	37.4
	22.6

	It makes no difference to me (38.9)
	29.3
	55.6
	15.0

	Which statement do you agree with?

	Belarus is a self-sufficient country, its economy will survive even if gas prices are increased up to the European level (33.8)
	47.5
	26.2
	26.4

	If Russia increases gas prices for Belarus up to the European level, Belarusian 
economy will collapse (65.2)
	23.4
	63.0
	13.6

	Belarus is a member of various integration bodies formed on the territory of the former USSR. Some people support it, others do not. Please, mark the bodies in which Belarus should remain, in your opinion

	Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) (49.6)
	32.3
	48.3
	19.3

	Customs union (Belarus, Russia, 
Kazakhstan) (39.7)
	25.8
	54.9
	19.3

	Union state of Belarus and Russia (39.0)
	52.4
	28.8
	18.9

	Collective Security Treaty Organization (Belarus, Armenia, Russia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan) (32.8)
	31.0
	47.8
	21.2

	Euro-Asian Union (Belarus, Russia, 
Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan) (23.4)
	28.9
	50.4
	20.7

	* The table is read across


The data of Table 41 let us offer some explanation of the considerable leap in the pro-European attitudes which has been observed for the last quarter. As it can be seen, the vector of the geo-political choice quite strongly depends on the assessments of the financial standing and economic prospects of Belarus: positive assessments of these characteristics tilt the balance in favor of Russia, negative – of Europe. It is peculiar not only to the current opinion poll, but also to the previous ones; it is a structural characteristic of the public conscience which changes more slowly than the assessments of the domestic daily life as such.

 And for the last quarter the assessments have quite visibly moved to the negative side. In December when answering the question: "How has your financial standing changed for the last three months?" 24.9% of respondents had given the answer "it has improved", and 16% – "it has become worse"; in March of the current year the ratio of assessments changed to the opposite one – 17.2% vs. 26.9%. Three months ago the ratio of optimistic and pessimistic forecasts concerning the question: "How is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus within the next few years?" made up 30.6% vs. 17.2%, in March of the current year – 29.2% vs. 23%.

These shifts in the way people feel socially at least partly explain the "European breakthrough" of the last quarter. The matter here concerns not only an increase in negative assessments and expectations, but also the nature of their connection with the geopolitical choice. For instance, two years ago in March, 2009 at the height of the crisis negative assessments of the financial standing, as well as of prospects, simply went beyond the limit which did not lead, however, to any visible change in the ratio of the shares of "Belo-Russians" and "Euro-Belarusians". Today a considerably smaller worsening of assessments ensured, at least in part, such a change.

Another peculiarity of the data of Table 41 – a rather close connection between the geopolitical choice and assessment of the ability of Belarus to withstand the "steel shower" of European prices for the Russian gas – can serve as an additional explanation. In comparison with the post-election situation of five years ago anxiety in this connection has appreciably grown (Table 42).
	Table 42

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which statement do you agree with?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'06
	03'11

	Belarus is a self-sufficient country, its economy will survive even if gas prices are increased up to the European level
	55.7
	33.8

	If Russia increases gas prices for Belarus up to the European level, Belarusian economy will collapse
	42.8
	65.2

	NA
	1.5
	1.0


The data of Table 42 are especially surprising if we cite the political and economic context: in spring of 2006 "Gazprom" had announced that in 2007 the gas prices for Belarus would be dramatically increased; however, on the eve of the current opinion poll the situation at the gas "front" was rather peaceful. Perhaps, in March of the current year people remembered the twists and turns of the previous gas battles, including the recent ones of the last year’s June.

However, as a comparison of variables’ connections shows, the point is not only in the anxiety growth (Table 43).
	Table 43

	Connection between the assessment of Belarus prospects if the gas prices increase and the geopolitical choice*, %


	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

	
	06'06
	03'11
	06'06
	03'11
	06'06
	03'11

	Belarus is a self-sufficient country, its economy will survive even if gas prices are increased up to the European level
	60.7
	47.5
	20.0
	26.2
	19.3
	26.4

	If Russia increases gas prices for Belarus up to the European level, Belarusian economy will collapse
	42.5
	23.4
	41.5
	63.0
	16.0
	13.6

	* The table is read across


It follows from the data of Table 43 that between June,  2006 and March,  2011 not only the assessments of Belarus prospects in case the gas prices were increased up to the European did not change, but the share of the pro-European choice supporters grew among the optimists, as well as among the pessimists; at that, among the latter – by 50%.

If we talk about other factors influencing the geopolitical choice then reverting to Table 41 it is possible to see that they are rather traditional in the majority of cases: the better educated respondents are, the more they are inclined to give preference to Europe. The youth looks more to the West, and pensioners – to the East. The more often people leave Belarus and even simply communicate with foreigners from non-CIS states, the more they are inclined to the European choice.

Internal political preferences also influence the geopolitical choice in an obvious way: not all people support sanctions of the West, however those who do, support Europe in most cases. Adherents of A. Lukashenko are more drawn towards Russia, and supporters of the main opposition candidates at the elections of 2010 – towards Europe. It should be mentioned, however, that the share of "Euro-Belarusians" among followers of A. Lukashenko is so large in the current opinion poll as it has never been before.

However, some other peculiarities of the data of Table 41 are quite uncommon and unobvious. For instance, there is nothing surprising in the fact that those who consider the standard of life in Poland to be higher than in Belarus, are more inclined to Euro-integration – Poland is a part of the EU, the closest and the most familiar one. So if life is better there, then an aspiration for that life is quite natural. On the other hand, the situation with the assessments of Russia looks surprising and paradoxical. First of all, comparative assessments of life in Belarus and in Russia turned out to be in favor of Russia for the first time during many years. Secondly, those who assess the Russian standard of life higher than Belarusian are more inclined to Euro-integration than those who consider that the standard of life is higher in Belarus, and even more than respondents on average.

The above mentioned phenomenon of divergence, discrepancy between the assessments of integration with Russia and of Russia itself is obvious. At that, it shows in an intensified form – exactly those who appreciate highly (at least in comparison with Belarus) the Russian standard of living, connect the prospects of their country not with Russia, but with Europe, to the greatest extent. Perhaps, the logic "if life in our country is already worse than even in Russia, we will not manage to do without Europe for sure" acts here.

Connection of the geopolitical choice with the attitude to the various forms of integration with Russia also confirms the above mentioned complicated bond. In the opinion poll of December, 2010 approximately 40% of respondents said they considered combining of integration with Russia and with Europe possible. The data of Table 41 confirm this political flexibility of the Belarusian public conscience. Supporters of three out of five integration organizations which Belarus and Russia are members of are also adherents of Euro-integration in most cases. "Belo-Russians" prevail only among supporters of the Union state.

It should be mentioned in conclusion that geopolitical orientations of the Belarusians are a rather complex phenomenon conditional on various factors, the influence of which changes with time. At that, irrespective of the objective possibility, a considerable part of the society does not perceive integration vectors to the East and to the West as mutually exclusive. In the course of time the attitude to Russia is becoming more and more complicated. Various aspects of the attitude drift apart, a positive attitude to it as to a successful neighbor proves to be the factor intensifying the disposition towards integration not with Russia, but with Europe.

It is not ruled out that the March "European breakthrough" is an accidental fluctuation, and later the level of pro-European attitudes will return to a lower "normal" level. However, if we look at the dynamics of the geopolitical choice, then the March fortuity is of the sort which the necessity forces its way through. As a whole, beginning with the middle of 2008 an increasing trend of pro-European aspirations has been observed; at that aspiration for integration with Russia is decreasing, yet with fluctuations.

Natives and foreigners

In the opinion poll of March, 2010 the IISEPS once again asked the question answers to which let us estimate the degree of the respondents’ ethnic tolerance, i.e. how close or how far representatives of various nationalities are for the inhabitants of Belarus (Table 44).
	Table 44

	Dynamics of answering the question: "To what extent are representatives of the following nationalities acceptable for you?" and of social distance indices*


	Variant of answer
	Ready to become related with
	Ready to work together
	Ready to live next door
	Ready to live in one city
	Ready to live in Belarus
	Index
(04'06)
	Index
(12'07)
	Index** (03'11)

	Russians
	50.4
	18.3
	13.7
	5.8
	10.8
	2.05
	2.14
	2.08

	Ukrainians
	26.0
	26.3
	24.4
	9.5
	12.3
	2.44
	2.38
	2.55

	Poles
	18.4
	21.4
	33.8
	10.9
	13.0
	2.46
	2.62
	2.78

	West Europeans (the English, the French, Germans and others)
	13.2
	31.6
	19.3
	19.4
	14.1
	2.74
	2.81
	2.89

	Inhabitants of Central Europe (Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians, Serbians and others) 
	7.4
	25.9
	23.7
	13.1
	19.2
	2.95
	3.02
	3.12

	Americans
	11.2
	29.1
	18.9
	12.1
	25.4
	3.08
	3.04
	3.12

	Letts
	5.6
	19.8
	26.3
	14.3
	22.6
	3.06
	3.24
	3.32

	Jews
	4.7
	20.8
	25.7
	15.7
	22.4
	2.98
	3.31
	3.33

	Lithuanians
	6.7
	21.7
	25.3
	14.3
	21.2
	3.00
	3.19
	3.39

	Representatives of Central Asia (Uzbeks, Kazakhs and others)
	2.1
	17.0
	24.1
	14.8
	30.3
	3.52
	3.76
	3.61

	Representatives of South-East Asia (the Vietnamese, the Chinese and others)
	1.9
	14.4
	23.7
	13.5
	34.0
	3.83
	3.93
	3.72

	Representatives of the Caucasus (Azerbaijanians, Armenians, Georgians, Chechens and others)
	2.2
	14.9
	22.7
	11.3
	36.7
	3.8
	3.93
	3.77

	Arabs
	2.1
	12.8
	24.1
	11.4
	37.1
	3.81
	3.87
	3.78

	Africans
	1.5
	12.2
	24.3
	12.8
	36.6
	3.83
	3.91
	3.81

	* The table is read across

** The social distance index is the weighted average value of the distance factors, calculated in the following way: if the percents of respondents spread along the scale as А, B, C, D, E, then the index is calculated as (A + 2B + 3C + 4D + 5E) : (А + B + C + D + E). The index can take on a value from 1 – when all respondents have expressed their readiness to become related with a representative of the given nationality, to 5 – when all respondents are ready only to tolerate him/her as a resident of Belarus


As it can be seen, the hierarchy of social distances remains basically the same from one opinion poll to another: Russians are the closest ones; they are followed by Ukrainians and Poles. The autochthonic Jews and Lithuanians yield to Europeans as far as closeness is concerned; Europeans in general and Americans are as before much closer to the Belarusians than representatives of other regions of the world.
At the same time some changes have occurred during the years of observing. Regardless of the fact that ethnic communities – close and distant European neighbors – remain the closest ones, the distance as regards almost all of them has grown.

At the same time, the distance in relation to the natives of remote countries has shortened. At that the hierarchy has also changed: if before representatives of South-East Asia and Caucasians found themselves at the very bottom of the social sympathy pyramid, then today Africans do.

Perhaps, it is connected with the fact that acuteness of conflicts at the Russian Caucasus has somewhat eased, and the fear together with the influence of Russian mass media is being shifted to Caucasians to a lesser extent. For all that, such tough interethnic conflicts which take place not only in the south of Russia, but also in its central part, as it was, for instance, in Kondopoga, do not occur in Belarus.

However, it remains unclear, why the social distance against all the outsiders has diminished in Belarus. It can partly be explained by rather strict immigration legislation. There are in general not so many migrants of other ethnic groups in Belarus; hence there is no tough reaction to them. 

It is instructive to compare the data concerning Belarus with the data cited in the work of the Ukrainian sociologists E. Golovakha and N. Panina "National tolerance and identity in Ukraine: the experience of applying the social distance scale in a monitoring sociological research" (http://www.socjournal.ru/article/648).
A modification of Bogardus’ classical 7-point scale of social distance was used in the research to measure the social distance: 1 point – "would tolerate as a member of the family"; 2 points – "would accept as a bosom friend"; 3 points – "would tolerate in my street as a neighbor"; 4 points – "would tolerate as an employee at the same enterprise where I work"; 5 points – "would tolerate as a citizen of my country"; 6 points – "would tolerate only as a visitor to my country" and 7 points – "would not allow entry to the country". This scale differs from the one used in the IISEPS questionnaire in the number of positions, as well as in the wordings of the closeness degrees.
Peculiarities of the hierarchy of the "natives" and the "foreigners" by the two peoples, as well as assessments dynamics, should be noted in Tables 44 and 45. The hierarchy is rather similar: the closest are neighbors the Slavs – Russians, Belarusians, Poles and Slovaks. Jews, autochthonic for Ukraine, are quite close, too. Representatives of other regions of the world are very distant. At that, a growth of social distance during the years of independence is observed in relation to virtually all the nationalities. By the way, as far as Belarusians are concerned, the growth is one of the most appreciable – by more than 60%.
	Table 45

	Indicators of how the population of Ukraine distances itself form representatives of various nationalities according to Bogardus’ scale


	Ethnos
	1992
	1994
	1996
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2004
	2005

	Ukrainians
	1.6
	1.8
	1.4
	1.5
	1.5
	1.6
	1.6
	2.4
	2.2
	2.2

	Ukrainians of the Diaspora
	3.5
	–
	–
	3.9
	3.8
	4.0
	4.1
	3.5
	3.4
	3.1

	Russians
	2.5
	2.3
	2.1
	2.0
	1.9
	2.3
	2.2
	3.3
	3.1
	3.1

	Belarusians
	2.9
	2.7
	2.6
	2.5
	2.4
	2.8
	2.7
	4.2
	4.1
	3.9

	Poles
	3.8
	4.4
	4.5
	4.6
	4.5
	4.8
	4.9
	5.0
	5.0
	4.8

	Slovaks
	–
	4.6
	4.8
	4.8
	4.8
	5.0
	5.0
	5.1
	5.1
	4.9

	Jews
	4.2
	3.8
	3.8
	3.9
	3.8
	3.9
	3.9
	5.1
	5.1
	5.0

	Czechs
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	5.3
	5.3
	5.1

	Hungarians
	4.2
	4.6
	4.8
	4.9
	4.8
	5.1
	5.1
	5.4
	5.4
	5.1

	Moldavians
	–
	4.6
	4.7
	4.8
	4.8
	5.1
	5.1
	5.3
	5.2
	5.1

	Germans
	4.4
	4.5
	4.6
	4.8
	4.7
	4.8
	4.9
	5.2
	5.2
	5.1

	Romanians
	4.6
	4.7
	4.9
	4.9
	4.9
	5.2
	5.2
	5.4
	5.4
	5.1

	Crimean Tatars
	5.1
	4.6
	4.8
	4.8
	4.9
	4.9
	5.0
	5.6
	5.5
	5.4

	Georgians
	5.3
	4.9
	5.0
	5.1
	5.0
	5.4
	5.3
	5.4
	5.5
	5.4

	Americans
	4.3
	4.4
	4.6
	4.7
	4.8
	4.8
	4.9
	5.4
	5.5
	5.4

	Serbians
	–
	4.8
	5.0
	5.1
	5.1
	5.4
	5.4
	–
	–
	–

	Azerbaijanians
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	5.8
	5.8
	5.7

	Turks
	–
	4.9
	5.2
	5.3
	5.4
	5.6
	5.6
	5.9
	5.9
	5.7

	The Chinese
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	5.9
	5.9
	5.8

	The Blacks
	4.5
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	6.0
	5.9
	5.9

	Arabs
	5.4
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	6.1
	6.1
	6.0

	The Gypsy
	5.6
	5.1
	5.3
	5.4
	5.5
	5.6
	5.7
	6.0
	6.1
	6.0

	Africans
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	6.2
	6.2
	6.1

	Chechens
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	6.1
	6.1
	6.3
	6.4
	6.4


The data of Tables 46 and 47 describe connection of social distances by Belarusians with the geopolitical choice and attitude to the president.
	Table 46

	Social distances and the geopolitical choice*


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

	
	For integration with the RF
	For joining the EU
	DA/NA

	Russians
	2.07
	2.09
	2.03

	Ukrainians
	2.58
	2.60
	2.37

	Poles
	3.05
	2.72
	2.50

	West Europeans (the English, the French, Germans and others)
	3.26
	2.70
	2.78

	Inhabitants of Central Europe (Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians, Serbians and others) 
	3.40
	2.98
	3.03

	Americans
	3.55
	2.93
	2.92

	Letts
	3.60
	3.23
	3.11

	Jews
	3.64
	3.20
	3.25

	Lithuanians
	3.56
	3.11
	3.09

	Representatives  of Central Asia (Uzbeks, Kazakhs and others)
	3.78
	3.62
	3.32

	Representatives of South-East Asia (the Vietnamese, the Chinese and others)
	3.81
	3.82
	3.35

	Representatives of the Caucasus (Azerbaijanians, Armenians, Georgians, Chechens and others)
	3.89
	3.78
	3.44

	Arabs
	3.91
	3.83
	3.46

	Africans
	3.89
	3.88
	3.48

	* Social distance indices inside the geopolitical choice groups are given here


	Table 47

	Social distances and trust in the president*


	Variant of answer
	"Do you trust the president?"

	
	I do
	I do not
	NA/DA

	Russians
	2.04
	2.11
	2.06

	Ukrainians
	2.51
	2.64
	2.4

	Poles
	2.86
	2.72
	2.68

	West Europeans (the English, the French, Germans and others)
	3.04
	2.78
	2.68

	Inhabitants of Central Europe (Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians, Serbians and others) 
	3.26
	3.03
	2.91

	Americans
	3.34
	2.92
	2.93

	Letts
	3.37
	3.33
	3.1

	Jews
	3.49
	3.22
	3.2

	Lithuanians
	3.33
	3.19
	3.1

	Representatives  of Central Asia (Uzbeks, Kazakhs and others)
	3.65
	3.61
	3.47

	Representatives of South-East Asia (the Vietnamese, the Chinese and others)
	3.67
	3.82
	3.56

	Representatives of the Caucasus (Azerbaijanians, Armenians, Georgians, Chechens and others)
	3.76
	3.77
	3.59

	Arabs
	3.77
	3.84
	3.62

	Africans
	3.79
	3.88
	3.56

	* Social distance indices inside the groups with different attitude to the president are given in the table


Respondents, rejecting a choice between the East and the West, turn out to be the most tolerant group – literally all the groups proved to be closer to them than to "Belo-Russians" and "Euro-Belarusians". At the same time, adherents of integration with Russia demonstrate the maximum distance to all the ethnic groups, except Russians and Ukrainians.

At that, if in their assessments of the European neighbors "Euro-Belarusians" are closer to those who have abstained from the geopolitical choice, and "Belo-Russians" demonstrate a considerably lesser tolerance, then when assessing representatives of other regions of the world "Belo-Russians", as well as "Euro-Belarusians", demonstrate an approximately equal, rather moderate tolerance.

Difference in the attitude to the president gives similar results. Those who have refused to define their attitude to the head of state turn out to be the most tolerant group. Followers of A. Lukashenko are closer to Russians and Ukrainians more than other respondents. They are separated from the outsiders of the list – Arabs, Africans and representatives of South-East Asia by a shorter distance than those who do not trust the president. And, finally, those who trust the president demonstrate the least tolerance towards residents of Central and Eastern Europe, Americans and Jews.

However, it should be noted that the difference in assessments against the geopolitical choice, as well as against the attitude to the president, is not too large. The difference does not change the hierarchy of distances: Russians are the closest ethnos for both adherents of Euro-integration, and opponents of the president. Poles rank third for supporters of integration with Russia; Americans are closer than, say, Arabs and the Chinese, to supporters of the president.

In conclusion let us quote the data describing the respondents’ assessments of the policy of various countries of the world (Table 48).

	Table 48

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Please, name five countries which in your opinion treat Belarus in the most friendly manner, and five countries which treat Belarus in the most unfriendly manner", %


	Country
	Treats Belarus in a friendly manner
	Treats Belarus in an unfriendly manner
	Index

(09'05)
	Index

(04'06)
	Index

(12'07)
	Index*

(03'11)
	Russia**

(05'09)

	Belarus
	–***
	–
	–
	–
	–
	–
	0.48

	Venezuela
	68.2
	0.9
	–
	–
	0.35
	0.67
	0.08

	China
	48.0
	2.6
	0.19
	0.42
	0.54
	0.45
	0.15

	Kazakhstan
	38.3
	2.5
	0.2
	0.21
	0.26
	0.36
	0.37

	Russia
	50.1
	19.3
	0.69
	0.84
	0.65
	0.31
	–

	Ukraine
	29.6
	10.2
	0.24
	0.11
	0.45
	0.19
	–0.38

	Azerbaijan
	19.2
	3.0
	0.02
	0.02
	–0.01
	0.16
	0.08

	Kyrgyzstan
	16.6
	3.6
	0.03
	0.05
	–0.03
	0.13
	0.09

	Cuba
	15.0
	5.3
	0.11
	0.18
	0.21
	0.1
	0.1

	Bulgaria
	7.8
	2.3
	0.1
	0.09
	0.03
	0.06
	0.09

	Armenia
	8.9
	6.2
	0.03
	0.03
	–0.02
	0.03
	0.14

	Italy
	9.7
	7.8
	0.1
	0.05
	0.03
	0.02
	0.04

	Moldova
	6.1
	4.8
	0.09
	0.05
	0.05
	0.01
	0.04

	Uzbekistan
	4.4
	4.8
	0.06
	0.03
	0.01
	0
	0.08

	Libya
	6.6
	6.9
	–0.02
	–0.02
	–0.01
	0
	0

	Sweden
	4.7
	4.8
	0
	–0.03
	–0.02
	0
	0.02

	North Korea
	5.5
	5.8
	0.03
	0.04
	–0.04
	0
	0

	Japan
	3.8
	5.2
	0.04
	0.06
	–0.02
	–0.01
	0.02

	Turkmenistan
	4.8
	6.2
	0.01
	0.02
	–0.01
	–0.01
	0.05

	Serbia
	1.9
	3.6
	0.02
	–0.02
	0
	–0.02
	0.04

	Syria
	1.5
	3.2
	0
	–0.04
	–0.02
	–0.02
	0

	Rumania
	2.3
	4.0
	0.01
	0
	–0.03
	–0.02
	–0.03

	Turkey
	2.8
	5.8
	0.01
	0
	–0.01
	–0.03
	0.03

	Slovakia
	2.1
	5.2
	0.01
	–0.01
	–0.03
	–0.03
	0

	Germany
	19.3
	23.0
	0.13
	0.02
	0.01
	–0.04
	0.14

	Lithuania
	8.1
	11.8
	–0.14
	–0.09
	–0.11
	–0.04
	–0.35

	Georgia
	8.8
	14.0
	–0.06
	–0.2
	–0.18
	–0.05
	–0.62

	Israel
	5.8
	11.5
	0.05
	0.03
	–0.06
	–0.06
	0

	France
	4.0
	10.1
	–
	–0.09
	–0.08
	–0.06
	0.08

	The Czech Republic
	2.1
	10.0
	0.03
	–0.02
	–0.02
	–0.08
	0

	Iran
	6.3
	14.4
	0.03
	0.04
	0.04
	–0.08
	–0.01

	Great Britain
	7.6
	15.2
	–0.1
	–0.19
	–0.18
	–0.08
	0.03

	Estonia
	1.5
	10.2
	–0.09
	–0.11
	–0.16
	–0.09
	–0.30

	Latvia
	4.8
	14.8
	–0.17
	–0.14
	–0.13
	–0.10
	–0.35

	Iraq
	4.5
	16.5
	–0.02
	–0.03
	–0.08
	–0.12
	–0.05

	Poland
	17.2
	34.5
	–0.16
	–0.03
	–0.06
	–0.17
	–0.08

	USA
	3.9
	59.9
	–0.53
	–0.70
	–0.61
	–0.56
	–0.43

	* Index – the difference of the number of those who marked the given country as a friendly and as an unfriendly one, divided by 100

** The data of the "Levada-center"

*** The given country was absent from the list of a corresponding opinion poll


Russia shifted to the second place according to the share of those who consider it a friendly country, and as for the friendliness index, it rolled back to the fourth place, having yielded to Venezuela, China and Kazakhstan. Apparently, trade wars and "Godfathers" had their effect – approximately every fifth respondent described Russia as an unfriendly country.

What good oil contracts with H. Chavez did to Belarusian economy is a complicated question. In the opinion of some experts, the effect occurred solely in the field of PR; however, as it follows from Table 48, in this field, too, the effect proved to be rather impressive.

A considerable worsening in the assessments of the policy of Poland draws attention to itself. Although assessments of the USA policy have somewhat improved, it still remains the main ill-wisher of Belarus.
Attention should also be paid to the Soviet nature of the Belarusian mass consciousness which is being preserved in the foreign-policy sphere. In comparison with Russia, it takes even a partly comical shape. Small Georgia turns out to be the most hostile state, and the USA remains the main strategic enemy of Belarus from one opinion poll to another.

Egyptian mirror
Revolution in Egypt became one of the most important world events of the last months. The Belarusians’ own experience of the recent dramatic events in Independence Square in Minsk on December, 19, 2010 influenced their perception of the revolution (Table 49).
	Table 49

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In Egypt president H. Mubarak, who had been ruling over the country for 30 years, went into retirement after days-long mass manifestations. Why did it happen, in your opinion?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust authorities
	42.1

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head of the state
	25.4

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	23.6

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate authorities
	11.4

	DA/NA
	9.9


How did respondents see the reasons for mass protests in Egypt and for resignation of the "pharaoh" H. Mubarak?
It should be mentioned, however, that in contrast to the coverage of "color" revolutions in the Balkans and on the post-Soviet territory, Belarusian official mass media did not particularly dramatize the conspiratorial version of "peoples’ spring" in the countries of North Africa. In his turn A. Lukashenko commented upon the events in the following way: "All rebellions which are taking place in the world, including the ones in the developed countries, began today in North Africa because there is not enough food". However, as it can be seen, less than a fourth of respondents agreed with this interpretation.
The most popular answers are a reason for the Belarusian authorities’ deep contemplation. Indirectly it follows from them that Egyptian revolution is approved of by the majority of the Belarusians who consider that the protest had quite legitimate causes.
On the other hand, only some respondents share the opinion that the revolutionary wind from the country of pyramids can reach Belarus (Table 50).
	Table 50

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think events similar to the ones in Egypt, can be 
repeated in Belarus?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	19.6

	No
	68.7

	DA/NA
	11.7


A certain connection is being observed here: those respondents who mention more legitimate and deserving sympathy reasons for the revolution in Egypt are more inclined to suppose that something similar can take place in Belarus. It is not ruled out, however, that both factors depend in truth on the third one: those who consider the home authorities unjust and cruel and those who are tired of the home ruler are also disposed to ascribing the same reasons for indignation to foreigners and are to a greater extent inclined to consider that these reasons can work at home, too. In this sense Egyptian revolution turns out to be a peculiar mirror in which the Belarusians see their problems (Table 51).
	Table 51

	Attitude of the causes of the Egyptian revolution and a possibility of such events repetition in Belarus*, %


	Variant of answer
	"Do you think events similar to the ones in Egypt, 
can be repeated in Belarus?"

	
	Yes
	No
	DA/NA

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust authorities
	21.2
	67.8
	11.0

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head of the state
	30.4
	59.3
	11.3

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	16.7
	75.3
	8.0

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate authorities
	12.1
	72.4
	15.5

	* The table is read across


The data of Table 52 show how the attitude to the Egyptian revolution and to its projection on Belarus is connected with the socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences of the polled.
	Table 52

	Attitude of assessments of the causes of the revolution in Egypt and assessments of a possibility of such events repetition in Belarus with socio-demographic and political characteristics*, %


	Variant of 

answer
	"In Egypt president H. Mubarak, who had been ruling over the country for 30 years, went into retirement after days-long mass manifestations. Why did it happen, in your opinion?"
	"Do you think events similar to the ones in Egypt, can be repeated in Belarus?"

	
	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust authorities
	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head of the state
	It is a 
rebellion of hungry people
	It is a 
conspiracy against ligitimate authorities
	Yes
	No

	Age:

	18-29
	44.4
	27
	21.9
	10.1
	23.6
	62.4

	30-59
	42.2
	26.9
	22.2
	12.8
	21
	68.5

	60 +
	39.5
	20.3
	28.7
	9.5
	12.3
	75.6

	Education:

	Primary
	38.5
	15.4
	30.8
	19.2
	7.4
	77.8

	Incomplete secondary
	35.6
	18.4
	33.1
	10.4
	8.6
	81.6

	Secondary
	43.3
	23.7
	23.7
	11
	20.6
	67.2

	Vocational
	41.6
	26.2
	19.9
	12.1
	21.3
	65.9

	Higher
	44.6
	31.7
	23.1
	11.2
	22.5
	68.5

	Do you trust the president?

	I do
	38.5
	18.4
	25.8
	13.2
	10
	79.2

	I do not
	48.4
	33.2
	23.5
	10.5
	31.4
	57.8

	NA/DA
	32.2
	28.2
	14.8
	6.8
	16.8
	65.1

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

	Integration with Russia
	33.1
	20.4
	30.8
	14.8
	12.9
	77.1

	Joining the EU
	51.6
	29.4
	19.9
	8.6
	27.8
	61.2

	NA/DA
	31.3
	23.3
	21.5
	13.5
	8.4
	74.9

	How do you assess the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 on the night after the elections?

	It was an 

attempt of a coup d'etat
	36.5
	21.6
	25
	15.3
	13
	75.4

	It was a peaceful 

action
	51.4
	30.2
	23.2
	8.7
	29.4
	60.3

	After the action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 about 700 people, including 7 former presidential contenders, were arrested; criminal proceedings were instituted against 40 people for organization and participation in mass disturbances. Some people consider the authorities’ actions to be lawful, others disagree. And what is your opinion?

	I consider the authorities’ actions to be lawful
	35.6
	21
	25.3
	13.7
	10.9
	80.1

	I think the 

authorities acted in the wrong way
	50.9
	31.1
	24
	9.1
	30.5
	57.9

	* The table is read across


The above mentioned connection of the supposed reasons for the revolutionary events in Egypt with the projection of the events on Belarus can be traced almost in every group under consideration: the larger the share of those in the group, who consider unjust authorities and tiredness of the "pharaoh" the reasons for the Egyptian events, the larger the share of those in this group who consider that similar events can happen in Belarus. At that, political orientations prove to be a stronger differentiating factor than socio-demographic characteristics. The latter characteristics are also important: the youth is more inclined to see the indicated legitimate reasons for the Egyptian events and to suppose that a similar thing can happen in Belarus. There is also a strong connection between such opinions and education.
However, connection with political orientations is appreciably closer: among those who do not trust the president, among supporters of Euro-integration, among those who considered the action of December, 19 in Minsk peaceful and not an attempt of a coup d'etat, among those who rated the authorities’ activity on suppression of the action as wrong almost every second respondent considered the Egyptian events a popular uprising and approximately 30% in each group thought that a similar thing was possible in Belarus, too.

True, the latter percent is not too high, either. The overwhelming majority in all the groups under consideration rules out a repetition of the Egyptian events in Belarus. Respondents do not see themselves in the Egyptian mirror.

However, what did the world and the Egyptians themselves see in that mirror only several months ago? 

Results of the opinion poll conducted in March, 2011 (%)

1. "What currency enjoys your greatest confidence?"

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 +

	US dollars
	56.4
	62.7
	54.8
	64.4
	66.0
	58.1
	37.4
	56.4

	Belarusian rubles
	22.7
	7.8
	12.9
	9.4
	13.9
	14.0
	22.1
	49.1

	Euro
	17.6
	25.5
	25.8
	25.5
	18.8
	17.5
	18.0
	8.3

	Russian rubles
	1.3
	3.9
	2.6
	0.7
	1.1
	0.4
	1.9
	0.9

	DA/NA
	2.0
	0.1
	3.9
	0
	1.3
	2.0
	0.6
	1.3


Table 1.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	US dollars
	15.4
	37.6
	56.9
	58.3
	66.0

	Belarusian rubles
	84.6
	51.5
	23.5
	15.8
	10.6

	Euro
	0
	6.1
	16.0
	23.0
	19.9

	Russian rubles
	0
	1.2
	1.7
	1.1
	1.3

	DA/NA
	0
	3.6
	1.9
	1.8
	2.2


Table 1.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	US dollars
	71.2
	59.2
	52.7
	39.0
	53.1

	Belarusian rubles
	7.5
	18.5
	14.3
	47.8
	16.0

	Euro
	20.4
	19.6
	27.5
	8.1
	22.2

	Russian rubles
	0.6
	1.4
	3.3
	0.8
	3.7

	DA/NA
	0.3
	1.3
	2.2
	4.3
	5.0


Table1.4. 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

	US dollars
	64.7
	65.8
	64.7
	32.7
	60.4
	59.3
	39.7

	Belarusian rubles
	15.6
	18.4
	14.0
	41.5
	13.9
	20.9
	39.7

	Euro
	18.6
	14.9
	15.4
	22.2
	24.3
	13.6
	14.0

	Russian rubles
	0.7
	0
	2.7
	0
	0.4
	2.2
	3.1

	DA/NA
	0.4
	0.9
	3.2
	3.6
	1.0
	4.0
	3.5


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	US dollars
	64.7
	61.6
	57.5
	55.4
	46.4

	Belarusian rubles
	15.6
	21.3
	19.6
	22.5
	31.4

	Euro
	18.6
	12.3
	20.9
	18.1
	18.6

	Russian rubles
	0.7
	0.4
	0.7
	3.0
	1.8

	DA/NA
	0.4
	4.4
	1.3
	1.0
	1.8


2. "In his New Year’s greetings A. Lukashenko admitted for the first time that “there existed a majority and a minority of the Belarusian society”. What part of the society do you attribute yourself to?”
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 +

	I belong to the majority of the Belarusian society
	60.9
	59.6
	55.5
	54.7
	55.1
	61.1
	62.5
	68.9

	I belong to the minority of the Belarusian society
	23.7
	21.2
	24.5
	28.7
	26.2
	24.9
	26.2
	16.6

	DA/NA
	15.4
	19.2
	20.0
	16.6
	18.7
	14.0
	11.2
	14.5


Table 2.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I belong to the majority of the Belarusian society
	73.1
	72.0
	59.9
	57.6
	60.6

	I belong to the minority of the Belarusian society
	11.5
	14.6
	24.4
	26.6
	24.4

	DA/NA
	15.4
	13.4
	15.7
	15.8
	15.0


Table 2.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I belong to the majority of the 
Belarusian society
	54.2
	60.8
	60.7
	68.9
	52.4

	I belong to the minority of the 
Belarusian society
	29.6
	23.9
	18.0
	16.4
	35.4

	DA/NA
	16.2
	15.3
	21.3
	14.7
	12.2


Table 2.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I belong to the majority of the Belarusian society
	65.4
	51.8
	63.2
	69.8
	42.3
	68.4
	66.4

	I belong to the minority of the Belarusian society
	21.7
	27.6
	21.4
	23.2
	37.3
	23.2
	13.1

	DA/NA
	12.9
	20.6
	15.4
	7.0
	20.4
	8.4
	20.5


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I belong to the majority of the Belarusian 
society
	65.4
	65.7
	55.3
	60.7
	58.8

	I belong to the minority of the Belarusian 
society
	21.7
	17.2
	35.1
	21.7
	22.0

	DA/NA
	12.9
	17.1
	9.6
	17.6
	19.2


3. "Was the president elected in the first round, in your opinion, or was the second round to be held?"

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 +

	President was elected in the first round
	57.8
	34.6
	41.7
	38.9
	49.1
	58.2
	63.7
	78.4

	The second round was to be held
	32.8
	53.8
	44.9
	54.4
	40.1
	31.9
	25.8
	15.5

	DA/NA
	9.4
	11.6
	13.4
	6.7
	10.8
	9.9
	10.5
	6.1


Table 3.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	President was elected in the first round
	92.3
	81.0
	60.0
	52.1
	46.6

	The second round was to be held
	3.8
	12.3
	28.5
	39.4
	44.7

	DA/NA
	3.9
	6.7
	11.5
	8.5
	8.7


Table 3.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	President was elected in the first round
	40.6
	60.1
	35.6
	76.6
	54.3

	The second round was to be held
	52.1
	28.3
	52.2
	16.9
	34.6

	DA/NA
	7.3
	11.6
	12.2
	6.5
	11.1


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

	President was elected in the first round
	54.4
	45.0
	53.2
	70.5
	61.4
	54.5
	68.7

	The second round was to be held
	41.2
	48.1
	38.2
	20.2
	29.7
	26.7
	18.7

	DA/NA
	4.4
	6.9
	8.6
	9.3
	8.9
	18.8
	12.6


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	President was elected in the first round
	54.4
	61.6
	56.6
	63.3
	54.8

	The second round was to be held
	41.2
	23.1
	36.1
	27.3
	34.2

	DA/NA
	4.4
	15.3
	7.3
	9.4
	11.0


4. "Did the majority of those who came to the elections in December, 2010 actually vote for 
A. Lukashenko, in your opinion?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age
	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, it did. He had received as many votes as the Central Election Committee announced
	39.8
	21.1
	26.5
	20.9
	30.1
	37.0
	45.1
	62.5

	Yes, it did. Although he had received fewer votes than the Central Election Committee announced, but anyway more than a half
	35.4
	36.5
	45.8
	37.2
	39.5
	35.6
	35.4
	26.6

	No, it did not, as he did not receive a half of votes of those who had come to the elections
	24.1
	42.3
	27.1
	41.9
	30.1
	27.5
	16.8
	10.6

	NA
	0.7
	0.1
	0.6
	0
	0.3
	0
	2.7
	0.3


Table 4.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, it did. He had received as many votes as the Central Election Committee announced
	80.8
	66.5
	42.4
	32.8
	27.6

	Yes, it did. Although he had received fewer votes than the Central Election Committee announced, but anyway more than a half
	15.4
	23.8
	35.5
	38.2
	38.2

	No, it did not, as he did not receive a half of votes of those who had come to the elections
	3.8
	9.1
	20.7
	28.6
	33.7

	NA
	0
	0.6
	1.4
	0.4
	0.5


Table 4.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, it did. He had received as many votes as the Central Election Committee announced
	18.4
	42.9
	18.9
	62.4
	31.7

	Yes, it did. Although he had received fewer votes than the Central Election Committee announced, but anyway more than a half
	41.3
	35.0
	45.6
	26.3
	41.5

	No, it did not, as he did not receive a half of votes of those who had come to the elections
	39.7
	20.7
	35.5
	11.3
	26.8

	NA
	0.6
	1.4
	0
	0
	0


Table 4.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, it did. He had received as many votes as the Central Election Committee announced
	33.8
	25.3
	44.5
	59.5
	30.3
	26.7
	61.1

	Yes, it did. Although he had received fewer votes than the Central Election Committee announced, but anyway more than a half
	24.7
	33.2
	43.6
	28.3
	50.2
	51.1
	24.0

	No, it did not, as he did not receive a half of votes of those who had come to the elections
	41.5
	39.7
	11.8
	10.4
	18.9
	22.2
	14.0

	NA
	0
	1.8
	0.1
	1.8
	0.6
	0
	0.9


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, it did. He had received as many votes as the Central Election Committee announced
	33.8
	45.5
	34.9
	45.9
	39.9

	Yes, it did. Although he had received fewer votes than the Central Election Committee announced, but anyway more than a half
	24.7
	46.3
	34.6
	35.1
	37.1

	No, it did not, as he did not receive a half of votes of those who had come to the elections
	41.5
	7.5
	28.9
	18.7
	22.5

	NA
	0
	0.7
	1.6
	0.3
	0.5


5. "Did the victory of A. Lukashenko at the elections favor the unity of the Belarusian society, or vice versa, the widening of its split?"

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 +

	A. Lukashenko’s victory united the Belarusian society still more
	40.9
	19.2
	28.2
	24.2
	33.0
	35.8
	48.1
	61.3

	A. Lukashenko’s victory split the Belarusian society still more
	38.7
	53.9
	46.2
	58.4
	46.1
	42.8
	29.5
	22.6

	DA/NA
	20.4
	26.9
	25.6
	17.4
	20.9
	21.4
	22.4
	16.1


Table 5.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	A. Lukashenko’s victory united the Belarusian society still more
	59.3
	67.5
	42.6
	34.5
	31.7

	A. Lukashenko’s victory split the Belarusian society still more
	11.1
	17.2
	36.6
	45.2
	46.8

	DA/NA
	29.6
	15.3
	20.8
	20.3
	21.5


Table 5.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	A. Lukashenko’s victory united the Belarusian society still more
	23.7
	42.6
	24.4
	60.1
	33.3

	A. Lukashenko’s victory split the Belarusian society still more
	59.5
	34.6
	47.2
	22.5
	43.2

	DA/NA
	16.8
	22.8
	27.4
	17.4
	23.5


Table 5.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	A. Lukashenko’s victory united the Belarusian society still more
	34.6
	42.8
	35.5
	65.1
	16.3
	44.6
	52.6

	A. Lukashenko’s victory split the Belarusian society still more
	48.8
	42.4
	50.5
	19.2
	56.4
	26.6
	19.1

	DA/NA
	16.6
	14.8
	14.0
	15.7
	27.3
	28.8
	28.3


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A. Lukashenko’s victory united the 
Belarusian society still more
	34.6
	40.3
	38.4
	41.6
	47.6

	A. Lukashenko’s victory split the Belarusian society still more
	48.8
	31.3
	42.1
	37.8
	34.0

	DA/NA
	16.6
	28.4
	19.5
	20.6
	18.4


6. "How do you assess the mass action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19,  2010 on the night after the elections?"

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 was an attempt of a coup d'etat
	48.0
	42.3
	37.4
	28.7
	40.4
	46.1
	54.9
	63.7

	It was a peaceful protest action
	36.1
	50.0
	43.2
	54.7
	43.1
	37.7
	28.7
	22.0

	DA/NA
	15.9
	7.7
	19.4
	16.6
	16.5
	16.2
	16.4
	14.3


Table 6.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It was an attempt of a coup d'etat
	76.9
	67.5
	47.6
	45.1
	40.4

	It was a peaceful protest action
	15.4
	16.0
	33.6
	42.0
	44.6

	DA/NA
	7.7
	16.5
	18.8
	12.9
	15.0


Table 6.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It was an attempt of a coup d'etat
	32.2
	49.3
	38.5
	64.6
	42.0

	It was a peaceful protest action
	52.7
	33.1
	46.2
	20.6
	46.9

	DA/NA
	15.1
	17.6
	15.3
	14.8
	11.1


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 was an attempt of a coup d'etat
	40.3
	45.9
	44.5
	64.0
	21.4
	68.2
	59.6

	It was a peaceful protest 
action
	49.8
	45.0
	33.2
	20.3
	55.2
	19.9
	20.0

	DA/NA
	9.9
	9.1
	22.3
	15.7
	23.4
	11.9
	20.4


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It was an attempt of a coup d'etat
	40.3
	50.2
	45.5
	58.1
	47.4

	It was a peaceful protest action
	49.8
	31.6
	36.6
	28.8
	33.4

	DA/NA
	9.9
	18.2
	17.9
	13.1
	19.2


7. "After the action which took place in Minsk in Independence Square on December 19, 2010 about 700 people, including 7 former presidential contenders, were arrested; criminal proceedings were instituted against 40 people for organization and participation in mass disturbances. Some people consider the authorities’ actions to be lawful, others disagree. And what is your opinion?"

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 +

	I think the authorities acted in the right way
	47.7
	29.4
	34.2
	25.7
	36.7
	46.7
	57.3
	67.8

	I think the authorities acted in the wrong way
	42.4
	62.7
	52.9
	61.5
	50.2
	44.6
	34.1
	25.3

	DA/NA
	9.9
	7.9
	12.9
	12.8
	13.1
	8.7
	8.6
	6.9


Table 7.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	I think the authorities acted in the right way
	80.8
	71.8
	49.6
	41.0
	38.8

	I think the authorities acted in the wrong way
	11.5
	22.1
	39.3
	48.4
	52.9

	DA/NA
	7.7
	6.1
	11.1
	10.6
	8.3


Table 7.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I think the authorities acted in the right way
	27.9
	50.0
	33.0
	68.0
	33.2

	I think the authorities acted in the wrong way
	64.0
	37.2
	54.9
	25.3
	52.4

	DA/NA
	8.1
	12.8
	12.1
	6.7
	7.4


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

	I think the authorities acted in the right way
	37.5
	48.9
	45.5
	73.7
	28.1
	45.8
	62.0

	I think the authorities acted in the wrong way
	56.4
	43.7
	43.6
	18.7
	62.1
	39.0
	24.5

	DA/NA
	6.1
	7.5
	10.9
	7.6
	9.8
	15.2
	13.5


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I think the authorities acted in the right way
	37.5
	45.9
	45.2
	57.7
	51.9

	I think the authorities acted in the wrong way
	56.4
	36.9
	46.2
	36.3
	36.3

	DA/NA
	6.1
	17.2
	8.6
	6.0
	11.8


8. "Recently president A. Lukashenko has more than once affirmed that the opposition was preparing a coup d'etat on December, 19. Do you agree with it?"

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 +

	Yes, I do
	43.4
	26.9
	32.5
	28.2
	36.7
	41.2
	47.6
	60.6

	No, I do not
	28.4
	34.6
	37.0
	36.9
	29.6
	27.1
	25.7
	22.0

	It makes no difference to me
	18.3
	25.0
	22.1
	24.8
	22.8
	21.1
	14.9
	9.7

	DA/NA
	9.9
	13.5
	8.4
	10.1
	10.9
	10.5
	11.8
	7.7


Table 8.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	63.0
	65.0
	42.4
	40.0
	36.9

	No, I do not
	3.7
	16.6
	25.9
	33.9
	33.3

	It makes no difference to me
	18.5
	11.7
	19.8
	17.0
	20.5

	DA/NA
	14.8
	6.7
	11.9
	9.1
	9.3


Table 8.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, I do
	28.5
	44.2
	30.0
	61.3
	35.0

	No, I do not
	37.2
	27.5
	34.4
	20.7
	26.3

	It makes no difference to me
	25.1
	16.9
	23.3
	9.9
	31.3

	DA/NA
	9.2
	11.4
	12.3
	8.1
	7.4


Table 8.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I do
	34.1
	43.9
	41.8
	60.5
	16.3
	59.4
	54.8

	No, I do not
	18.9
	29.8
	40.0
	14.5
	56.4
	21.7
	19.1

	It makes no difference to me
	33.8
	22.3
	10.9
	18.0
	14.4
	9.7
	11.3

	DA/NA
	13.2
	4.0
	7.3
	7.0
	12.9
	9.2
	14.8


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	34.1
	42.2
	40.2
	52.6
	46.9

	No, I do not
	18.9
	29.5
	31.9
	29.9
	31.1

	It makes no difference to me
	33.8
	13.8
	19.6
	10.4
	13.8

	DA/NA
	13.2
	14.5
	8.3
	7.1
	8.2


9. "A. Lukashenko has become president of the country again. Did you personally want it?"

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
	46.2
	21.6
	29.7
	27.5
	36.0
	40.5
	51.5
	73.4

	No
	43.2
	68.6
	54.8
	64.4
	51.7
	50.7
	34.0
	19.5

	DA/NA
	10.6
	9.8
	15.5
	8.1
	12.3
	8.8
	14.5
	7.1


Table 9.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	85.2
	74.4
	49.5
	36.7
	34.9

	No
	11.1
	17.1
	40.3
	51.2
	53.5

	DA/NA
	3.7
	8.5
	10.2
	12.1
	11.6


Table 9.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	24.6
	47.5
	28.9
	71.8
	32.1

	No
	67.2
	39.0
	58.9
	20.4
	55.6

	DA/NA
	8.2
	13.5
	12.2
	7.8
	12.3


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
	35.6
	31.4
	51.8
	65.3
	41.1
	43.8
	60.7

	No
	60.0
	63.8
	40.0
	27.2
	52.0
	31.2
	17.5

	DA/NA
	4.4
	4.8
	8.2
	7.5
	6.9
	25.0
	21.8


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	35.6
	50.0
	44.2
	50.7
	49.7

	No
	60.0
	29.9
	48.2
	39.2
	38.8

	DA/NA
	4.4
	20.2
	7.7
	10.1
	11.5


10. "If a referendum on the question whether Belarus should join the European Union were being held in Belarus now, what choice would you make?"

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 +

	For
	48.6
	78.8
	60.6
	69.8
	59.6
	47.7
	43.5
	25.8

	Against
	30.5
	7.7
	20.6
	17.4
	22.8
	33.6
	30.5
	47.0

	I would not participate in voting
	11.0
	9.6
	10.3
	8.7
	9.4
	10.6
	14.5
	16.0

	DA/NA
	9.9
	3.9
	8.5
	4.1
	8.2
	8.1
	11.5
	11.2


Table 10.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For
	14.8
	24.4
	46.8
	54.5
	59.1

	Against
	55.6
	47.0
	28.9
	27.6
	26.8

	I would not participate in voting
	25.9
	17.1
	14.1
	11.4
	5.2

	DA/NA
	3.7
	11.5
	10.2
	6.5
	8.9


Table 10.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	For
	65.6
	47.8
	70.0
	27.2
	53.8

	Against
	20.7
	30.3
	15.6
	45.4
	22.4

	I would not participate in voting
	9.2
	11.7
	7.8
	16.1
	13.8

	DA/NA
	4.5
	10.2
	6.6
	11.3
	10.0


Table 10.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	For
	64.5
	65.2
	29.5
	32.0
	65.3
	34.7
	37.8

	Against
	23.0
	20.0
	51.4
	48.8
	16.8
	39.2
	22.2

	I would not participate in voting
	7.1
	13.9
	12.3
	10.5
	7.4
	13.6
	20.4

	DA/NA
	5.4
	0.9
	6.8
	8.7
	10.5
	12.5
	19.6


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For
	64.5
	36.9
	51.7
	52.6
	39.0

	Against
	23.0
	34.0
	33.8
	29.9
	31.6

	I would not participate in voting
	7.1
	13.4
	8.6
	13.8
	16.3

	DA/NA
	5.4
	15.7
	5.9
	3.7
	13.1


11. "If a referendum on Belarus integration with Russia were being held today, how would you vote?"

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 +

	For integration
	29.2
	13.7
	21.9
	19.5
	23.9
	30.6
	34.1
	38.1

	Against integration
	53.1
	66.7
	60.6
	64.4
	58.6
	54.6
	49.4
	40.4

	I would not participate in voting
	10.7
	17.6
	11.6
	10.1
	11.2
	7.0
	10.1
	12.3

	DA/NA
	7.0
	2.0
	5.9
	6.0
	6.4
	7.8
	6.4
	9.2


Table 11.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	For integration
	46.4
	42.7
	30.4
	27.7
	20.4

	Against integration
	32.1
	35.4
	50.5
	55.3
	65.5

	I would not participate in voting
	14.3
	13.4
	13.2
	9.8
	5.8

	DA/NA
	7.2
	8.5
	5.9
	7.2
	8.3


Table 11.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	For integration
	21.6
	33.0
	14.4
	35.6
	21.0

	Against integration
	61.9
	51.6
	70.0
	42.0
	58.0

	I would not participate in voting
	10.4
	8.5
	14.4
	13.4
	12.3

	DA/NA
	6.1
	6.9
	1.2
	9.0
	9.4


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

	For integration
	35.3
	25.8
	10.5
	20.5
	30.0
	19.9
	55.9

	Against integration
	54.2
	58.1
	65.9
	62.6
	52.2
	55.1
	26.6

	I would not participate in voting
	6.4
	15.3
	17.3
	9.9
	6.4
	11.9
	8.7

	DA/NA
	4.1
	0.8
	6.4
	7.0
	11.4
	13.1
	8.8


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For integration
	35.3
	27.0
	27.8
	29.0
	27.4

	Against integration
	54.2
	52.4
	57.9
	56.5
	46.8

	I would not participate in voting
	6.4
	10.5
	9.9
	11.9
	13.6

	DA/NA
	4.1
	10.1
	4.4
	2.6
	12.2


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

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 +

	Integration with Russia
	31.5
	5.8
	19.4
	19.5
	22.5
	32.0
	35.1
	49.4

	Joining the European Union
	50.5
	80.8
	66.5
	69.1
	63.3
	52.5
	45.1
	23.9

	DA/NA
	18.0
	13.4
	14.1
	11.4
	14.2
	15.5
	19.8
	26.7


Table 12.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Integration with Russia
	69.2
	57.1
	31.5
	28.3
	19.6

	Joining the European Union
	7.7
	19.6
	48.3
	56.1
	66.3

	DA/NA
	23.1
	23.3
	20.2
	15.6
	14.1


Table 12.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Integration with Russia
	22.1
	31.6
	10.0
	47.6
	20.7

	Joining the European Union
	68.9
	50.9
	74.4
	25.3
	56.1

	DA/NA
	9.0
	17.5
	15.6
	27.1
	23.2


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

	Integration with Russia
	32.5
	21.0
	29.5
	26.7
	26.2
	33.0
	49.6

	Joining the European Union
	59.0
	66.8
	50.5
	41.3
	63.4
	39.8
	27.0

	DA/NA
	8.5
	12.2
	20.0
	32.0
	10.1
	27.2
	23.4


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Integration with Russia
	32.5
	32.6
	27.8
	35.1
	30.4

	Joining the European Union
	59.0
	44.6
	60.6
	53.0
	38.5

	DA/NA
	8.5
	22.8
	11.6
	11.9
	31.1


13. "Do you think Belarus will ever join the European Union?"

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 +

	It never will
	28.6
	17.3
	28.4
	24.8
	25.4
	30.6
	31.5
	31.3

	Yes, it will, but not earlier than in 10 years
	31.0
	44.2
	29.0
	46.3
	35.1
	33.1
	28.1
	20.7

	Yes, it will, within the next 10 years
	16.1
	19.2
	21.6
	13.4
	17.9
	17.3
	13.9
	13.5

	DA/NA
	24.3
	19.3
	21.0
	15.5
	21.6
	19.0
	26.5
	34.5


Table 13.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It never will
	40.7
	32.3
	28.3
	26.2
	29.8

	Yes, it will, but not earlier than in 10 years
	14.8
	17.1
	30.6
	36.5
	32.1

	Yes, it will, within the next 10 years
	7.4
	10.4
	16.0
	17.0
	18.6

	DA/NA
	37.1
	40.2
	25.1
	20.3
	19.5


Table 13.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It never will
	32.9
	27.0
	16.7
	29.4
	31.7

	Yes, it will, but not earlier than in 10 years
	39.6
	30.7
	44.4
	20.2
	30.5

	Yes, it will, within the next 10 years
	11.0
	19.3
	21.1
	15.1
	12.2

	DA/NA
	16.5
	23.0
	17.8
	35.2
	25.6


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

	It never will
	20.7
	23.7
	52.1
	47.7
	25.2
	17.5
	18.8

	Yes, it will, but not earlier than in 10 years
	37.6
	39.0
	29.7
	24.4
	32.2
	28.2
	21.4

	Yes, it will, within the next 10 years
	10.8
	14.5
	6.8
	18.0
	24.3
	14.7
	25.3

	DA/NA
	30.9
	22.8
	11.4
	9.9
	18.3
	39.5
	34.5


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It never will
	20.7
	29.0
	33.2
	33.0
	28.1

	Yes, it will, but not earlier than in 10 years
	37.6
	26.0
	34.9
	28.8
	27.6

	Yes, it will, within the next 10 years
	10.8
	16.7
	18.6
	21.0
	14.0

	DA/NA
	30.9
	28.3
	13.3
	17.2
	30.3


14. "They often speak on Belarusian TV about a conspiracy that western countries headed by the USA are trying to organize for the purpose of overthrowing of power in Belarus. Do you believe in such a conspiracy?"

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 +

	Yes, I do
	33.9
	23.5
	24.5
	20.1
	26.2
	34.9
	34.3
	50.0

	No, I do not
	51.7
	66.7
	57.4
	63.8
	56.6
	52.1
	49.3
	39.9

	DA/NA
	13.4
	9.8
	18.1
	16.1
	17.2
	13.0
	16.4
	10.1


Table 14.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	61.5
	55.8
	34.3
	28.1
	27.9

	No, I do not
	26.9
	32.5
	50.5
	57.6
	57.7

	DA/NA
	11.6
	11.7
	15.2
	14.3
	14.4


Table 14.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, I do
	20.7
	33.4
	25.6
	49.7
	32.1

	No, I do not
	67.8
	48.9
	61.1
	38.2
	55.6

	DA/NA
	11.5
	17.7
	13.3
	12.1
	12.3


Table 14.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I do
	23.3
	33.2
	21.8
	58.7
	20.8
	50.6
	40.2

	No, I do not
	61.1
	59.8
	67.7
	34.9
	57.4
	28.4
	41.5

	DA/NA
	15.6
	7.0
	10.5
	6.4
	21.8
	21.0
	18.3


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	23.3
	34.0
	33.8
	34.1
	41.7

	No, I do not
	61.1
	45.1
	52.6
	53.2
	47.4

	DA/NA
	15.6
	20.9
	13.6
	12.7
	10.9


15. "In Egypt president H. Mubarak, who had been ruling over the country for 30 years, went into retirement after days-long mass manifestations. Why did it happen, in your opinion?" (more than one answer is possible)

Table 15.1. Depending on age
	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	23.6
	15.7
	22.6
	23.0
	17.6
	21.4
	27.7
	28.7

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust authorities
	42.1
	42.3
	38.7
	51.0
	46.1
	42.5
	38.1
	39.5

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head 
of the state
	25.4
	29.4
	27.1
	26.2
	27.3
	26.3
	27.2
	20.3

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate authorities
	11.4
	9.6
	11.0
	10.1
	11.2
	13.0
	14.2
	9.5

	DA/NA
	9.9
	9.6
	13.5
	8.8
	11.2
	7.7
	6.3
	12.3


Table 15.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	30.8
	33.1
	23.7
	19.9
	23.1

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust authorities
	38.5
	35.6
	43.3
	41.6
	44.6

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head of the state
	15.4
	18.4
	23.7
	26.2
	31.7

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate 
authorities
	19.2
	10.4
	11.0
	12.1
	11.2

	DA/NA
	19.2
	13.5
	9.4
	10.3
	8.0


Table 15.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	23.0
	22.6
	14.4
	27.3
	27.2

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust authorities
	45.7
	39.1
	45.1
	40.8
	44.4

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head of the state
	27.5
	26.8
	30.0
	20.6
	22.2

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate authorities
	14.0
	10.9
	11.0
	9.4
	13.6

	DA/NA
	5.9
	10.5
	12.2
	12.6
	9.8


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

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	30.5
	25.8
	20.0
	24.4
	21.8
	11.9
	25.7

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and unjust 
authorities
	43.1
	45.9
	50.0
	33.1
	49.5
	46.0
	26.6

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person 
at the head of the state
	34.2
	27.9
	22.7
	24.0
	21.4
	20.3
	22.7

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate authorities
	24.4
	10.5
	2.3
	10.5
	2.0
	13.6
	11.8

	DA/NA
	6.1
	4.8
	7.3
	7.0
	8.4
	14.8
	22.7


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is a rebellion of hungry people
	30.5
	14.6
	27.2
	21.6
	23.2

	It is a popular uprising against cruel and 
unjust authorities
	43.1
	38.8
	48.5
	42.2
	38.8

	It is a result of people’s tiredness from the same person at the head of the state
	34.2
	24.6
	21.3
	21.0
	25.5

	It is a conspiracy against ligitimate 
authorities
	24.4
	9.4
	8.3
	12.3
	4.8

	DA/NA
	6.1
	15.7
	7.6
	10.5
	10.5


16. "Do you think events similar to the ones in Egypt, can be repeated in Belarus?"

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 +

	Yes
	19.6
	29.4
	23.9
	21.6
	25.5
	16.9
	20.9
	12.3

	No
	68.7
	58.8
	63.2
	63.5
	64.0
	73.2
	67.9
	75.6

	DA/NA
	11.7
	11.8
	12.9
	14.9
	10.5
	9.9
	11.2
	12.1


Table 16.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Yes
	7.4
	8.6
	20.6
	21.3
	22.5

	No
	77.8
	81.6
	67.2
	65.9
	68.5

	DA/NA
	14.8
	9.8
	12.2
	12.8
	9.0


Table 16.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	24.6
	18.5
	28.1
	13.7
	24.4

	No
	63.9
	71.2
	61.8
	73.5
	58.5

	DA/NA
	11.5
	10.3
	10.1
	12.8
	17.1


Table 16.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	15.2
	24.9
	14.6
	26.9
	24.8
	17.5
	16.6

	No
	73.3
	69.0
	73.1
	65.5
	63.9
	64.4
	69.0

	DA/NA
	11.5
	6.1
	12.3
	7.6
	11.3
	18.1
	14.4


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	15.2
	15.3
	29.8
	16.5
	20.4

	No
	73.3
	69.8
	61.6
	71.9
	67.6

	DA/NA
	11.5
	14.9
	8.6
	11.6
	12.0


17. "Which society is the fairest one, in your opinion?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age
	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Belarusian
	28.1
	15.7
	23.1
	14.7
	18.7
	23.9
	30.9
	46.6

	German
	23.7
	17.6
	21.8
	28.7
	32.8
	23.2
	21.2
	18.7

	American
	20.6
	37.3
	28.2
	35.3
	23.9
	20.1
	15.2
	10.3

	Russian
	3.4
	5.9
	3.2
	2.0
	2.2
	3.5
	4.1
	3.7

	Polish
	6.0
	9.8
	6.4
	5.3
	5.6
	7.7
	5.6
	4.9

	DA/NA
	18.1
	13.8
	17.3
	14.0
	16.8
	21.5
	23.1
	15.8


Table 17.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Belarusian
	63.0
	50.3
	28.4
	23.0
	20.1

	German
	11.1
	11.7
	20.4
	27.1
	32.3

	American
	0
	8.6
	20.0
	23.5
	25.6

	Russian
	3.7
	7.4
	3.7
	3.6
	1.3

	Polish
	3.7
	3.0
	5.1
	8.3
	6.4

	DA/NA
	18.5
	19.0
	22.4
	14.5
	7.3


Table 17.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Belarusian
	9.5
	28.5
	24.4
	46.6
	21.7

	German
	34.2
	20.6
	23.3
	18.5
	25.3

	American
	29.4
	19.9
	28.9
	9.9
	26.5

	Russian
	2.5
	4.0
	4.4
	3.8
	1.2

	Polish
	7.8
	6.3
	6.7
	4.3
	3.6

	DA/NA
	16.6
	20.7
	12.3
	16.9
	21.7


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

	Belarusian
	22.8
	29.1
	11.8
	40.9
	8.5
	35.6
	51.5

	German
	23.5
	22.6
	44.5
	11.7
	32.8
	16.4
	11.8

	American
	30.6
	34.3
	21.8
	7.6
	25.4
	9.0
	7.9

	Russian
	2.4
	3.9
	2.7
	2.3
	4.0
	2.8
	5.7

	Polish
	4.8
	3.9
	12.7
	15.8
	3.5
	0
	2.6

	DA/NA
	16.0
	6.2
	6.5
	21.7
	25.8
	36.2
	19.5


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarusian
	22.8
	23.9
	29.1
	28.5
	33.7

	German
	23.5
	25.4
	31.5
	22.1
	17.9

	American
	30.6
	14.6
	14.9
	29.2
	17.9

	Russian
	2.4
	4.1
	4.3
	3.0
	3.6

	Polish
	4.8
	1.5
	4.6
	4.5
	12.0

	DA/NA
	16.0
	30.5
	12.6
	11.7
	15.9


18. "The EU and the USA have imposed new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – 160 Belarusian officials, judges and journalists headed by A. Lukashenko have been barred entry to these countries. They are held responsible for rigging the results of the presidential elections and for repressions against participants of the peace protest actions. Some of our citizens consider that it is good, others – that it is bad. And what is your opinion?"

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 +

	It is good
	17.5
	13.7
	20.6
	22.8
	17.6
	17.9
	17.2
	14.4

	It is bad
	37.7
	35.3
	32.3
	25.5
	30.0
	36.1
	44.4
	48.0

	It makes no difference to me
	38.9
	49.0
	42.6
	47.0
	46.8
	40.4
	33.6
	29.3

	DA/NA
	5.9
	2.0
	4.5
	4.7
	5.6
	5.6
	4.8
	8.3


Table 18.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is good
	3.8
	11.0
	15.3
	19.0
	24.4

	It is bad
	38.5
	47.9
	36.2
	38.0
	34.6

	It makes no difference to me
	50.0
	35.0
	43.1
	36.5
	35.6

	DA/NA
	7.8
	6.1
	5.4
	6.5
	5.4


Table 18.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is good
	23.8
	16.7
	20.0
	13.9
	9.8

	It is bad
	24.1
	42.0
	32.2
	47.5
	26.8

	It makes no difference to me
	48.2
	34.6
	44.4
	31.1
	61.0

	DA/NA
	3.9
	6.7
	3.4
	7.5
	2.4


Table 18.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is good
	20.6
	15.7
	16.8
	12.2
	27.4
	12..5
	14.8

	It is bad
	28.4
	30.1
	31.8
	60.5
	28.4
	48.3
	46.7

	It makes no difference to me
	49.7
	54.1
	43.7
	23.8
	36.1
	36.4
	21.4

	DA/NA
	1.3
	0.1
	8.7
	3.5
	8.0
	2.8
	17.1


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is good
	20.6
	7.5
	24.6
	18.7
	15.9

	It is bad
	28.4
	41.0
	31.6
	42.9
	43.7

	It makes no difference to me
	49.7
	40.7
	41.8
	31.0
	32.7

	DA/NA
	1.3
	10.8
	2.0
	7.3
	7.7


19. "Some Belarusian and foreign political figures suggest imposing economic sanctions on Belarus in order to assure the country’s democratization. What is your attitude to such suggestions?"

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 +

	It is positive
	16.6
	17.6
	19.4
	16.8
	16.9
	14.4
	16.1
	16.9

	It is negative 
	44.2
	33.3
	41.9
	32.9
	38.2
	47.4
	47.6
	51.0

	It is indifferent
	39.1
	49.0
	38.7
	49.0
	44.6
	38.2
	36.3
	32.1

	NA
	0.1
	0.1
	0
	1.3
	0.3
	0
	0
	0


Table 19.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is positive
	7.7
	10.4
	15.1
	19.2
	19.6

	It is negative 
	42.3
	52.1
	41.7
	43.0
	46.2

	It is indifferent
	50.0
	37.4
	43.0
	37.4
	34.2

	NA
	0
	0.1
	0.2
	0.4
	0


Table 19.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is positive
	17.6
	16.4
	18.9
	16.6
	11.1

	It is negative 
	34.9
	48.3
	35.6
	49.3
	39.5

	It is indifferent
	47.5
	34.8
	45.5
	34.0
	49.4

	NA
	0
	0.5
	0
	0.1
	0


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

	It is positive
	10.8
	10.9
	20.5
	14.5
	26.7
	14.8
	19.6

	It is negative 
	39.7
	34.1
	26.4
	64.0
	47.0
	56.2
	50.4

	It is indifferent
	49.5
	55.0
	52.7
	20.9
	25.7
	29.0
	30.0

	NA
	0
	0
	0.4
	0.6
	0.6
	0
	0


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is positive
	10.8
	9.3
	23.9
	17.9
	19.4

	It is negative 
	39.7
	51.9
	38.2
	50.4
	42.6

	It is indifferent
	49.5
	38.4
	37.9
	31.7
	37.5

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0
	0
	0.5


20. "How many times have you left Belarus during the last 12 months?"

Table 20.1. Depending on age
	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	None
	58.8
	59.6
	46.8
	32.7
	47.6
	57.0
	58.7
	85.1

	Once
	17.7
	23.1
	24.7
	24.0
	21.7
	16.2
	20.1
	7.4

	Several times
	17.2
	13.5
	24.7
	29.3
	24.3
	17.6
	13.8
	5.7

	More than ten times
	5.6
	3.8
	3.2
	13.3
	6.0
	8.8
	5.9
	0.3

	NA
	0.7
	0
	0.6
	0.7
	0.4
	0.4
	1.5
	1.5


Table 20.2. Depending on education
	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	None
	96.3
	89.6
	63.0
	51.1
	42.6

	Once
	3.7
	4.3
	17.9
	22.8
	18.6

	Several times
	0
	4.3
	13.4
	19.6
	28.5

	More than ten times
	0
	0.6
	5.0
	5.1
	10.3

	NA
	0
	1.2
	0.7
	1.4
	0


Table 20.3. Depending on status
	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	None
	36.6
	54.9
	58.2
	85.8
	62.2

	Once
	18.7
	22.4
	30.8
	6.2
	15.9

	Several times
	29.6
	18.4
	8.8
	5.4
	17.1

	More than ten times
	14.2
	3.9
	2.2
	1.3
	4.8

	NA
	0.9
	0.4
	0
	1.3
	0


Table 20.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	None
	58.0
	72.1
	46.2
	61.0
	66.2
	57.6
	51.3

	Once
	22.7
	10.9
	21.3
	8.7
	19.4
	10.2
	26.1

	Several times
	14.6
	12.2
	23.5
	14.5
	10.0
	25.4
	21.3

	More than ten times
	4.4
	4.8
	9.0
	14.5
	1.0
	5.6
	1.3

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0
	1.3
	3.4
	1.2
	0


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement
	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	None
	58.0
	51.7
	50.5
	64.9
	66.3

	Once
	22.7
	22.1
	17.9
	15.7
	12.2

	Several times
	14.6
	22.5
	18.6
	14.2
	16.3

	More than ten times
	4.4
	3.0
	13.0
	5.2
	2.8

	NA
	0.3
	0.7
	0
	0
	2.4


OPEN FORUM
"REALITY IS QUITE ANOTHER STORY"
Vitaly Tsygankov – observer of the Belarusian service of Radio Liberty
IISEPS: 
In essence, the first quarter of the current year began on December 19 (in the sense that everything what has been going on in Belarus – as far as economy, home and foreign policy are concerned – was the consequence of December 19), and ended in the yesterday’s explosion (most probably it became a certain “accumulation” of the consequences of December 19). To be more specific: what are the main reasons (including the opposition’s mistakes) which caused the December results (and in general the results of the 16 years’ confrontation with the regime)?

Vitaly Tsygankov:
When people talk about mistakes of the opposition, I am inclined to philosophize. Are the fishermen always to blame if they have not caught any fish? Maybe there simply was no fish in the lake? If in the current Belarusian situation the Belarusian opposition were headed by either Vaclav Havel, or Bill Clinton, or Mahatma Gandhi or Jesus Christ, would they be able to score success, would they manage to defeat dictatorship? Would Lidiya Ermoshina announce Bill Clinton the winner of the elections?

Achievements of the opposition fit the level of the public conscience and development we have today. Of course, some nations are “lucky” and they manage to jump over some historical stages rather quickly. Their own political leaders and neighbors “pull them up” and the nation finds itself in the place where it is not quite ready to be at once. It skips two grades at once, so to say (perhaps, the example of today’s Bulgaria and Romania can do in this case). However, the new status makes them grow and try to attain the level of other members of the bodies they are part of faster. In our region the European Union plays the part of such a magnet.
Unfortunately, Belarus does not have either membership in the organizations which would pull it up, or the desire of the authorities to rouse the people. The authorities rather want the people to correspond with their slightly changed Soviet ideas and remain on the present level of political development. Under the conditions of accroachment, rigging of the election results, under the repressive system built by the Belarusian regime, a different outcome of the elections could happen only in case of the most desperate economic and ideological crisis, and as long as the European Union and Russia became simultaneously interested in a change of authorities in Belarus. However, neither of the factors was being observed on December 19.
IISEPS: 
Everybody is talking today about “restructuring” of the opposition’s tactics and strategy. However, what exactly should it consist in?

Vitaly Tsygankov:
The opposition, as well as the United States, is being criticized by everyone and for everything. Analysts and especially sociologists criticize the opposition for an inadequate assessment of the society in which it lives. However, the opposition leaders’ behavior during the elections most likely proves their adequacy. The point is that the majority of candidates went into the elections without any hope to win them. They set themselves more local aims (or had no audibly articulated aims at all). And this exactly proves that opposition leaders estimated the condition of the society and their real chances quite realistically.

I also strongly disagree with the commentators who aver that the opposition leaders are torn away from the people and do not know their interests. Such persons as Stanislav Shushkevich, Anatoliy Lebedko, Sergey Kalyakin and many others used to win the deputy elections by a majority (so far there were elections). Another very serious, almost philosophical question is to what extent values of the opposition coincide with the values of the majority of the population.

I think, there isn’t a politician in any country whose opinions and values would coincide with the values of the overwhelming majority of the people. If one manages to receive support of 40-50 percent of electors, it is considered to be a wonderful result in the West. In some countries governments do not even have that much and it seems they do not particularly dream about 80 percent. I suppose the Belarusians should not hope that under the democratic conditions a certain politician would advance a bright and enchanting slogan and a program of action which would be liked by the overwhelming majority at once.
The eternal question of the Belarusian opposition is whether one should become a little bit like Lukashenko to defeat Lukashenko. Should one use his methods and rhetoric, deception and distortion? Conditionally speaking, to what extent is it possible “to compromise on one’s principles” for the sake of achieving political objectives? If everybody walks upside down, should a politician walk together with them, or should he tell the people: “Come to your senses, get on your feet – it is more comfortable this way!”? On June 18 when general de Gaulle announced from London the resistance and creation of “Free France”, he was supported by the minority of the French, according to his contemporaries.  However, history proved later that he had been right.

The victory recipe looks quite simple “on paper” – to ask sociologists to analyze people’s attitude, to define the most urgent problems that worry the majority, to raise them, to suggest the ways of solving them – and the people will at once vote for the opposition (incidentally, the campaign “Tell the truth!” chose exactly that way). However, reality is quite another story – the reality in which the majority must learn about the actions, and executors of the plan will not be arrested. Holding political campaigns under the conditions of an authoritarian regime does not always happen the way it is described in political science textbooks.

The question, why many presidential contenders during the elections of December 19 addressed only “their” electorate without trying to step over the bounds of the “opposition ghetto”, occurred to many people. I think it happened due to several reasons.

First of all, the previous presidential elections proved that no conditions for appearance of a “third force” (neither the authorities, nor the opposition) had matured so far. The sociological vote result of December 19 also showed that those candidates who had tried to occupy that niche (Y. Romanchuk, A. Mikhalevich, V. Tereshenko) had not won considerable electorate laurels. 

Secondly, the fact that some candidates paid active attention to stirring up exactly “their own” electorate can be explained by the following: they understood that there would be no real elections on December 19 and therefore consciously chose the Square alternative. The candidates thought there was no use trying to reach out to the majority of the population as the votes were not counted anyway, and the only thing that could be done during several weeks was to stir up the potential of the Square. Such a choice had its logic.

IISEPS: 
How the relations of Belarus with Russia and the West are going to develop in the near future, in your opinion? And how should those who are striving for changes in the country act in this connection? 

Vitaly Tsygankov:
The peculiarities of the post-election condition of political life in Belarus do not favor harmonious development of relations between Minsk and its neighbors. The matter does not concern either Cuban or North Korean variant; however A. Lukashenko is definitely going to play the “hostile milieu” card more and more actively, in any case in political rhetoric. The authorities need it, first of all, due to domestic policy reasons for the sake of explaining the causes of economic problems and failures. 

Taking into account the increasing pressure of Moscow, A. Lukashenko will have to somehow settle the relations with the West, whether he likes it or not. However, against the background of the forthcoming presidential campaign of 2012 in Russia, I think, A. Lukashenko will try “to fish in troubled waters” and somehow find his role and possible dividends in this campaign. To all appearances during the game relations with the West will be frozen at the present level, i.e. the level of ideological war and subterranean diplomacy. It means that Minsk will apparently make attempts to improve the relations in a nonpublic manner outwardly remaining as “menacing” as it used to be. Minsk will become more and more disappointed with the prospects of collaboration with China, Iran, Venezuela, etc. Failure in these directions will force the leadership of Belarus to realize the inevitability of renewal of collaboration with the European Union.
Trying to look at a farther perspective, I will venture upon a remark. Belarus is ready at once to join the European Union in psychological (what the IISEPS data conspicuously indicate), social and technological respect. There remain certain problems in transformation of economic institutions, and most important there are great problems in political sphere, in creating a new political structure of the society. However, if we assume that today the authorities have changed in Belarus and set a course for joining the European Union, I think the preparatory period would take no more than 5 years as long as there is mutual interest in it.

BOOKSHELF
Oleg Manaev. Establishment of a civil society in independent Belarus. Sociological experiments: 2006-2010. Book three. – St. Petersburg, "Nevsky prostor", 2011-672 pp.
Reading the book by Oleg Manaev I proceeded from the assumption that moral imperatives of independent science always mean much more for social researchers than political demands of the regime imposed by the authorities in a forced manner. Scientific creative work of Yurij Levada, one of the founders of Soviet sociology and head of the All-USSR (All-Russia) Public Opinion Research Center (VCIOM) which at present bears the name “Levada-Center”, has always been the standard of such an independent position. During the epochs of various rulers he remained unfailing, with his once and for all accepted rules of natural behavior and a code of honor; he has always considered it most important “to continue the course of independent scientific thinking” in the social sphere avoiding, however, “deliberate kicking against the pricks”; he has invariably and in any case remained himself preserving independence of his spirit and freedom of scientific behavior; he has never done any harm to others, and has not injured himself in his own eyes. “I cannot recall a situation when I said, or wrote, or declared something I did not think”, once said Levada, a man of few words.

I think that in his book O. Manaev follows the experience and example of Y. Levada. In a situation of a dramatic worsening of political conflicts the position of an independent researcher always seems more reasonable than the so called “impartial” political commitment. The results of the scientific work obtained by O. Manaev and his faithful team-mates are so much the more valuable and more important. The formula “How it really happened” can be unreservedly spread to all the parts of the book which includes documentary evidence, materials of representative sociological researches and public opinion polls, an interview of the author to mass media, his scientific articles, reviews of the published works, comments of the many-sided activity of the IISEPS – the oldest non-government research center in Belarus created in 1992 by a group of scientists, journalists, politicians and businessmen. 

I call the reader to an unhurried and attentive reading of the book. It will help to better understand the position of the author, who does not set himself any other aims except presenting and explaining the five-year (2006-2010) phase of the complicated and painful search for an adequate place in the modern civilization which the Belarusian society and state are going through. The keynote of the book under consideration is choosing a historic way by the Belarusian people. I have no doubt about that not only because I have trusted Oleg Manaev for many years and still trust him as a highly professional sociologist. I do not doubt it because the Russian people, too, are trying to solve the same puzzling problem, although without success so far. 

Understanding that the question what choice to make possesses a political rather than scientific character the author is looking for and finds a place for effective application of sociology to solving the problem of national importance under the modern conditions. In his interview “Are we far from Europe” to the magazine “Archer” (2006) he said: “I doubt that it is possible in the present geopolitical situation to brusquely raise a question whether Belarus should, just like the hut on chicken legs, “turn its back toward Russia and turn its face toward the European Union”. Let us imagine, that a new leader: Ivanov, Petrov, Sidorov, or Milinkevich – it does not matter – will come to power in Belarus tomorrow. How will he manage to make such a choice? He will not be able, just as they used to do it in olden days when the most important decisions were taken by the élites, to go to Brussels, “strike a bargain” with Barroso and Solana, to sign a treaty with them as Hitler and Ribbentrop with Stalin and Molotov once did, and in addition to conceal its essence from the people. I think that trick won't work today. A leader has to enlist his people’s support. Today in the majority of countries, and Belarus will hardly become an exception, it is put into effect by means of a national referendum. It means, it is necessary to ask the people, to take into consideration their opinion and mood” (emphasis added by B.F.).

As a matter of fact, Professor Manaev has been occupying himself with this for many years and keeps doing it now having created by the time of the book release priceless archives of sociological data of the Belarusian society’s development. Historians, politicians and public at large in the country and outside it are still to see the true value of the sociological heritage created by the tireless scientific and civic work of O. Manaev and his colleagues. I know it very well from my own experience that official recognition and recognition of the scientific community often prove to be differently directed vectors. It is not a history paradox; it is a rule which holds true on the whole post-Soviet territory where the authorities’ tolerance of the people’s dissidence does not at all form the way the attitude of the scientific community to a scientist’s talent and intellect which blow up the inveterate thought forms.  

Now let me touch upon the contents of the book. Part I “Social context” is devoted to consideration by the population’s mass consciousness of the various sides of the country’s life. Basic concerns of the people – social justice, the echo of the Chernobyl catastrophe, condition of lawfulness, search for identity in the changing world, the youth’s frame of mind–appear in the light of public opinion polls. The people think, argue, do not agree, treat the authorities in different ways – in a word, they reflect and act just as their eastern neighbors do. I am not going to quote the empirical data; the reader is to familiarize him/herself with them on his/her own. It is more important to draw attention to the high culture and logic of the commentaries on the collected data. Let me cite the summary of the research “Social justice through the eyes of the Belarusians” (2006) as a model example. “Perception of social justice influences the way the Belarusians “feel socially” stronger than basic sociological factors (such as social and professional status, the level of income, the place of residence, etc.). Those who assess the activity of president A. Lukashenko on securing social safeguards negatively, also critically assess the current, as well as the future state of the country. In other words, social injustice means injustice of the authorities for many people. How will this feeling end and when will it happen? Judging by the sympathetic attitude of the active groups of the Belarusian society to the mass protest actions which took place in Minsk after the presidential elections, injustice of the authorities can lead people out in the streets sooner than all the actions of the opposition and demarches of the West taken together. Will the authorities manage to build “a state for the people” before people themselves begin doing it? We are not going to make any guesses; however, we promise to observe the development of the processes and present the results of our observations to the public”, – said the author of the book. It seems he was right. A state for the people had not been built by the elections of 2010.

Part II “The Political Process” is thematically connected with the presidential elections of 2006 and 2010. The task of the researches (besides summing-up the election campaign of 2006) consisted in showing the electorate’s transformation within five years and in estimating the electoral prospects for the next few years. “Will we again have elections without a possibility to choose? What candidates will most probably win the victory? In what way will the opposition act? How will electorate-the-winner and the incoming head of state behave after the elections of 2006? Relying on the distinctive features of the electors who had voted for A. Lukashenko and A. Milinkevich it was possible to predict with high probability further policy of the new-old president. Is electorate-the-winner going to demand from the president economic reforms, observance of human rights, and development of a civil society, patching up relations with the West in general and with Europe in particular – a social progress, in other words? The answer is obvious: no, it is not. Will the president venture a real change of his previous policy? As A. Lukashenko sees the source of his power in the electorate’s support, first of all, the answer suggests itself: most probably no, he will not, as for the purpose he would have to rely exactly on those who voted against him!” The time proved that the author’s forecast turned out to be true.

An analysis of the Belarusian electorate is extremely interesting. Even the most numerous and consolidated electorate of the incumbent president does not exceed half of the electors and “concentrates” in certain social groups (that is why it got the name “Lukashenko’s archipelago”). The electorate of his opponents made legitimate by the elections of 2006, is rather small and in spite of the opinions’ proximity does not form a “single territory” (that is why it got the name of “Milinkevich-Kozulin-Gaidukevich’s island”). As for the new alternative candidates’ electorates, they form extremely small and so far unstable (from the opinions’ point of view) “territories” as statistics of the answers show. Whether all these “islands and islets” will be able to form a “single territory” comparable in size (up to a third of the whole electorate) with the “territory” of their main rival will depend, first of all, on the unity of the candidates themselves and on their “project of life after Lukashenko” which will attract the Belarusians.

Let me draw the reader’s attention to two materials of Part III “Information Space”. One of them is O. Manaev’s article “Belarus on “the line of Hantington”: the role of mass media (in memory of Samuel Hantington)”. No one knows and can predict for how long Belarus and other countries will be able to balance between two main geopolitical and civilizational players on the line drawn by the imagination of the American specialist in the sphere of geopolitics. Nevertheless, taking into consideration expansion of the EU and NATO, wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and the financial crisis we can, at least, expect if not predict that “clashes of civilizations” or conflicts will be resolved most probably with the use of “soft”, not “hard” power. Efficiently built information impact based on communication theories and new advances in technologies development, impact that takes into account local peculiarities, can make a larger contribution than such traditional instruments as diplomacy, trade, investment, education or state policy. There is no denying that the author is right.

Another problem is the attitude of Belarus population to the non-government mass media. Trust in them has appreciably decreased in comparison with the time when the number of citizens who trusted and distrusted mass media of various legal forms used to be approximately equal. Today (the matter concerns measurements of 2010) the index of trust in the government mass media is higher than in the non-government mass media, and 7-8 years ago it was vice versa. According to the author’s observations, both mass media systems manipulate information roughly to the same extent which is reflected in the reactions of the audience. However, the question about what makes independent mass media take this dangerous road remains open. The author admits that it can be attributed to the “horrors of the regime” least of all.

Part V “The World Around” returns the reader to the European context. Already 10 years ago the IISEPS published the data proving that Belarusian society, conventionally speaking, consisted of three parts. The first, pro-European, part is inclined to share if not all, then many European values. It is approximately a third of the population – about 3 million people ready to fit in with the European policy, economy, and the way of life of the European Community countries. The second part (also about a third of the society) does not accept this system of values. It is the so called “Soviet Belarus”. There is one more part of the population. It focuses, for instance, on the European values as far as economy is concerned, and on Eurasian values as regards, for example, the law. On the whole, it is possible to say that Belarus has remained the same two-part cultural formation containing different value systems as it used to be.

O. Manaev raises the question, what one should do in this direction. He answers it in the following way: “For our team, i.e. for the former IISEPS and for me personally the task consists in the following: we should strengthen positions of “Euro-Belarusians”, assist the “hesitant” in transferring to these positions, ensure a comfortable life for the “Soviet Belarusians” so that they do not feel derogated, and at the same time do not impede the country’s development. From my experience I can say that it is almost an impracticable task to make “Euro-Belarusians” out of them. However, it is not that important. If there is a majority of “Euro-Belarusians”, then the real entry of our country into Europe as a cultural space will become a matter of technique: political, economic, legal, information, etc… However, if the present political and economic system is preserved in Belarus, one should expect intensification of isolationism from the western as well as from the eastern influence, in information and cultural sphere among other things. If the current system changes in a democratic manner, it will be possible to choose either a more pro-Russian or pro-European way. Ideally Belarus will get the part of a peculiar link between these two strong geopolitical forces”.

Part IV “Free Thought” (I deliberately put it at the end of the foreword) and “Repercussions (instead of a conclusion)” give an exhaustive answer to the question: “Is it difficult today to be an independent sociologist?” I would advise anybody who wants to learn the answer to read a short document titled “A list of repressions against Professor Manaev and the IISEPS”. The reader will learn from the document and other materials that the year of 2010 sent the author a terrible ordeal when there appeared a threat of his dismissal from Belarus State University on political grounds. It is not necessary in Belarus to take part in protest actions in order to become politically disloyal. 

However, at that time scientists from various countries of the world united for the sake of protecting him. A protest against persecution of Professor Manaev was signed by 130 researchers from 30 countries! Oleg Manaev says that so far the University management has stopped insisting on the dismissal “as agreed by the parties”. Perhaps, his name protected him. For those who have no ranks, titles or are not known abroad it is much more difficult to assert their rights. Nevertheless, it was pointed to the Professor that as an employee of a state university he “was obliged to refrain from any actions which fell beyond the scope of the state policy”.

I am an optimist and that is why I believe that the time will come when scientific and civic services of Professor Oleg Manaev will gain national acceptance. Patiently waiting for the time we should manifest solidarity with him and, in particular, familiarize ourselves with the results of his all-round scholarly endeavor of the last five years. The more so because the proposed book being a collection of carefully selected topical scientific materials of high quality offers a good opportunity for this.
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