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Dear readers!

We can say we have a holiday. We would like to introduce you a 60th anniversary issue of our analytic bulletin “IISEPS News”, in which we present the materials reflecting the most challenging results of the Institute’s activity in the second quarter of 2011. As we wrote five years ago in the Preface to the 40th issue, “it is hard to believe that in the severe political climate of Belarus despite ‘bitter cold and ardent heat’ every quarter throughout this rugged decade, without any interruptions or delays, our readers (among whom there are friends and foes, Belarusians and foreigners, experienced experts and people far from politics and academia) have enjoyed a publication of no precedent in the country”. In 2006, our publication had to register as a mass media of the Republic of Lithuania and we expressed a hope that “probably, by the 50th issue of the Bulletin the situation will have changed, and we will be able to communicate with you in libraries and conference-halls, and not only via mail and the Internet”. Unfortunately, this hope (just like many other) has not come true yet. However, we believe that it will happen some day!

In this period, the sweepingly swelling financial economic crisis in Belarus was in the focus of IISEPS. Worsening of Belarusians’ “economic health“ after the Presidential elections of 19 December 2010 recorded in March can be described today as a real collapse. Thus, the number of respondents, who pointed out that their financial standing had worsened for the last three months, grew from 26.9% up to 73.4%. Herewith, people blame primarily the president and the government for it, but not the global crisis or black marketeers. Consequently, the bad expectations of the future are surging: while in March 23% believed that the socio-economic situation in Belarus would worsen in the near future, today there are 55.5% of them. Eventually, the number of those who think that “the situation in the country in general is developing in the wrong direction“ increased from 40% to 61.8% for only three months, and the share of the answer “in the right direction“, on the opposite, decreased from 45.3% to 26.1%, reaching close the lowest level of spring 2003 over the history of IISEPS monitoring.

The economic collapse eventually affects Belarusians’ “political health“, i.e. their relationships with the authorities. While three months ago those, who thought that “the victory of A. Lukashenko at the Presidential elections favored the unity of the Belarusian society“ outnumbered the supporters of “the widening of the split“ (40.9% vs. 38.7%), today this ratio has reversed: 31.5% vs. 44.9%. More than 76% of respondents now think that the president A. Lukashenko mainly relies on “military men, the Ministry of the Interior, the KGB, the presidential “vertical” and the state officials“, while only 57.1% believe he is relying “on common people, villagers and pensioners“. No wonder, that for the first time in many years the number of those distrusting the president surpassed the number of the trusting: 53.8% vs. 35.7% (some half a year ago it was 34.1% vs. 55%), and the number of those ready to vote for him again at the presidential elections fell below 30% and made up 29.3% (53% in December 2010, 42.9% in March 2011), thus proving our latest forecast.

However, the June poll has not yet registered the growth of the protest potential or even “perspectives for the Belarusian revolution“, which the opposition leaders and some experts began to talk about again after a short timeout. So, there are 25.8% of those, who consider themselves “in opposition to the acting authorities“ (60.3% said “no“), the participants of public actions aimed at expressing views (such as rallies, demonstrations, strikes, etc.) totaled only 7.6%, and 21.6% expressed their willingness to participate in such actions. Meanwhile, the repressive measures of the government against their opponents arouse more and more dissent and anger in the society: tough sentences on the participants of “mass disorders on 19 December 2010“ are assessed by almost 40% of respondents as unfair, another 20.2% think “some of them were fair, while other were unfair“.

As usual, for those readers who are interested in our data more than in comments, we offer an opportunity to analyze the results of our surveys on their own by way of counting forward separately for each major socio-demographic group.

Our “Open Forum“ introduces Yuri Zisser, owner and director of TUT.BY website, who, being the Belarusian leading expert, shares his opinion about the role of the Internet in the social development. We think that in the context of “the social web revolution“, on which some people pin their hopes today, while others try their best to prevent it, this expert opinion will be of interest for many readers.

With a view to the anniversary of this edition we offer our readers an extraordinary retrospection: “IISEPS Gallery“, a list of all public figures and experts who have appeared at our “Open Forum“, as well as “IISEPS Library“, which is a list of all the books, which have been presented on our “Bookshelf“ for 15 years. What names, what books! These lists as such are the evidence for the fact that a free, profound and brilliant idea lives in Belarus despite “bitter cold and ardent heat“.

As usual, we are looking forward to your feedback!
IISEPS Board
MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In May and June of 2011 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion polls (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.505 and 1.503 respondents respectively 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.

MAY – 2011
What are girls made of?

In the course of the poll, the respondents were asked several tens of questions concerning various aspects of social and political experience. Meanwhile, gender appeared not to be the factor determining material diversity of responses.

Thus, the questions inviting female and male responses, which differ distinctly and significantly, become far more appealing.

Table 1 illustrates that men assess the welfare and consuming power of their families slightly higher. The reason could lie in the fact that men, though making a significant and often a major contribution in the family budget, know the composition of family expenditure not so well as women do and pay less attention to the things women might be forced to deny themselves.

The data in Table 2 imply that women are more conservative in socio-economic questions. However, it should be emphasized that we see just a slightly more conservative approach. The differences are not mirror, an overwhelming majority of women support market reforms.
	Table 1

	Distribution of answers to the question: "To what extent can you (your family) afford the following with your current income?", %


	Variant of answer
	Can’t afford
	Can hardly afford
	Can easily afford

	
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female

	Normal diet
	7.9
	11.3
	38.0
	42.3
	53.6
	45.8

	Buying clothing, footwear
	21.3
	26.7
	51.2
	51.4
	26.5
	21.2

	Major purchases, e.g. furniture, car, flat, etc.
	75.0
	80.9
	20.3
	15.8
	3.7
	2.2


	Table 2

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, does Belarus need market reforms?", %


	Variant of answer
	Male
	Female

	Yes
	72.1
	62.0

	No
	13.6
	17.2

	DA/NA
	14.3
	20.6


Women tend to take the existing reality as it is. This trust in "as-is" is revealed even in the attitude to the national currency, whose destiny in May 2011 was just grievous (Table 3).

Women also proved less prone to exercise public and political activity in the form of conflict or confrontation (Table 4).

Besides, women’s answers reveal somewhat higher conservatism as to the questions concerning acute political issues (Table 5).

In political issues, women manifest some more loyalty to the official position, from the assessment of the causes of the currency crisis (where they are less inclined to blame the authorities) to the assessment of the verdicts on the case of 19 December 2010 (where they appear to be more bloodthirsty than men and consider the verdicts too mild).

	Table 3

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What currency do you trust most of all?", %


	Variant of answer
	Male
	Female

	US Dollar
	51.4
	40.4

	Belarusian rouble
	17.1
	27.8

	Euro
	20.7
	21.7

	Russian rouble
	4.1
	3.7

	DA/NA
	6.7
	6.5


	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If mass riots, protest actions or strikes take place in the locality you live in, will you personally take part or will you not?", %


	Variant of answer
	Male
	Female

	I’ll take part
	11.0
	6.0

	I won’t take part
	70.5
	81.4

	DA/NA
	18.6
	12.6


	Table 5

	Gender and Political Issues, %


	Variant of answer
	Male
	Female

	In March 2011, serious problems with foreign currency rose in Belarus. In your opinion, what are the causes?

	It is a result of poor economic policy of the Belarusian authorities
	58.1
	44.4

	It is a consequence of the world economic crisis
	23.4
	29.3

	It is a result of the activity of the forces intending to shatter the stable situation in the country
	9.7
	15.6

	During the last months, tens of people were convicted on the charge of participation in mass riots on the 19th of December 2010 for a term of up to 4 years in a maximum-security colony. What is your opinion of the verdicts?

	The convicts are not guilty
	34.9
	22.2

	The convicts are guilty, but the verdicts are too severe
	26.5
	23.1

	The verdicts are consistent with the guilt of the convicts
	19.2
	30.7

	The verdicts are even too mild 
	5.0
	9.6

	11 April 2011, an act of terrorism was committed in Minsk, as a result of which 13 persons were killed and about 200 were injured. In 24 hours after the explosion, it was announced that the chief suspect was arrested, a mentally abnormal single terrorist. Do you believe the fact that the arrested person is the one who committed that crime?

	Yes, I do
	22.4
	34.6

	No, I don’t
	61.7
	48.8

	Who, in your opinion, might be criminated the explosion in the Minsk Underground?

	Single terrorist
	19.7
	29.8

	Belarusian authorities
	25.5
	19.7

	Belarusian opposition
	7.9
	8.3

	The West
	5.1
	4.9

	Russia
	1.5
	1.7

	Other forces
	9.2
	6.3

	Do you fear there could be more acts of terrorism in Belarus in future?

	Yes, I do
	63.6
	74.4

	No, I don’t
	36.3
	24.8


However, though women more often concur with the official version of the terrorist incident in the Minsk Underground on 11 April, they at the same time are more fearful of the possible repetition of terror attacks.

To conclude, it should be noted that women tend to be more conservative and moderate, they would rather take the social reality they live in as it is, and would rarely resort to conflict actions to achieve their goals.

Some critics of such conclusions say that this correlation is false and that conservatism is characteristic not of women in fact, but of the aged people. Since the aged people in Belarus are predominantly women, it results that they are more conservative. This demographic imbalance does exist: in the age representative May poll of IISEPS the share of persons over 59 made 17.4% for men and 27.2% for women.

However, the analysis of the subgroup of respondents under 50 showed that all the above-mentioned correlations are preserved. Having excluded the age determinant, we still can see that women prove to be more conservative than men are. Table 6 illustrates this tendency.
	Table 6

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, does Belarus need market reforms?", %


	Variant of answer
	Male 

under 50
	Female

under 50

	Yes
	74.5
	67.6

	No
	12.4
	15.9


Nevertheless, it is purely a statistical correlation; it does not mean that there are no women of the opposite opinion. There are such women and quite many of them, but the share of people of such opinion among women is lower than among men. Secondly, the value of this difference. It is not high, the difference would rarely be more than 10 percentage points, and in the majority of the questions the answer balance is retained, i.e. if the proponents of market reforms among men overnumber the oppo-nents, the balance remains the same among women-proponents and women-opponents of these reforms.
What economy do Belarusians need?

The national polling results over the last fifteen years have been showing that two thirds of the adult citizens quite steadily deem the market economy preferred for our country (Table 7). At the same time, we can see that the quantity of the proponents of the planned economy for the same period has reduced more than twice, and today one can state that only every seventh adult Belarusian is a proponent of the socialist economic model. It is half as many as the number of pensioners.
	Table 7

	Dynamics of the choice of the preferred type of economy for the country, %



	Variant of answer
	06'97
	08'01
	06'06
	03'11

	Market economy,

including:
	65.4
	57.6
	63.6
	67.7

	– with minimum governmental control

– with significant governmental control
	30.4

35.0
	33.3
24.3
	34.8
28.8
	42.0

25.7

	Planned economy
	30.3
	18.2
	13.2
	14.1

	A different type of economy
	1.3
	3.3
	4.5
	5.5


The ratio of proponents of different market economy subtypes shows, as is seen from Table 7, the market with minimum governmental control has 1.63 times more supporters today than the market with significant governmental control. In other words, the economic model of 'market socialism' now being implemented by the government is not so popular among Belarusians; it meets with the support of a little more than a quarter of population. Just to the contrary, the damage of the governmental control of the economy suffered by the people is gradually enhancing the preferability of a more liberal economic model. At least, the number of its supporters over the analyzed period has increased more than by a third (by 38%).

Meanwhile, not all things are so well-defined in the Belarusian reality. In particular, the data of Table 8 suggest that while in the beginning of the given period there was a gradual increase of the share of those willing to work in the private sector, in the following five years, this trend turned in the opposite direction. And in 2006 the ratio of the sectors appealing for employment became almost similar to the ratio that had been registered ten years before. The reason lies in the economic policy implemented by the government, which hinders normal market relationships: the work conditions for the private sector were constantly deteriorating, while the state sector received every support with the same regularity, which resulted in the corresponding changes in the people’s preferences. The current situation looks more optimistic, since the economic problems have forced the government to loosen the slipknot on the neck of the private business a little bit. However, not to the extent that will improve its appeal greatly. On the other hand, material degradation of the state sector operation resulted in that rather a big part of those who had preferred it started seeking other variants of answer, including exotic ones. In other words, the reality is again rather vividly adjusting the theoretical concepts.

The analysis shows that today among the proponents of the liberal economic model there prevail younger people (71% are under 50) and more educated, private sector employees and city dwellers. Of these, 70% use the Internet. The majority of them think the situation in the country is developing in the wrong direction (61.3%), they disapprove of the actions of the "top-down command structure" created by the president (57.7%), do not trust A. Lukashenko (62.8%), and at the latest presidential elections, voted for his opponents (46.4%). Instead of integration with Russia, the majority of them would prefer the integration in the EU (67.7%), while 72.8% would not want resurrection of the USSR.
	Table 8

	Dynamics of the choice of an enterprise most appealing for employment, %



	Variant of answer
	11'97
	08'01
	06'06
	03'11

	State
	53.5
	47.3
	52.0
	43.0

	Private
	35.7
	38.5
	33.0
	36.2

	Different variant
	4.5
	2.2
	2.7
	12.5


The quantity of the young and the elderly, of the urban dwellers and villagers among the supporters of the governmental control of the economy is approximately equal. Of them only 42.2% use the Internet. Every third of them is a pensioner. The majority of them think that the situation in our country is generally developing in the right direction (66.6%), approve of the actions of the "top-down command structure" (68.6%), trust the president (71%), and voted for him at the latest elections (69.2%). Among them, the number of the supporters of the EU integration and the union with Russia is the same, while only 52% would not want restoration of the USSR.

Among the votaries of the planned economy prevail the elderly (58.4% are over 50) and less educated people, 42.7% are pensioners. The shares of urban dwellers and villagers among them are also approximately equal. Less than a third of them (32.3%) use the Internet. The majority of them think that the country is developing in the right direction (65.2%), trust the president (60.9%) and voted for him at the elections 2010 (65%). Nevertheless, there are quite a large number among them, who disapprove of the actions of the top-down command structure (30%). At the same time, there are more proponents of the integration with Russia in this group than in the other groups (45.1%) and of those, who would want the restoration of the USSR (37.5%).

If we compare social characteristics of all the three groups, we would note that the most radical are the differences between the first and the second groups. Moreover, this difference is so significant that their grouping together in a single group of supporters of the market economy makes no sense. While the members of the first group treat the market as a liberal economic environment, which makes it possible to provide normal living conditions due to one’s own aptitudes, professional skills and experience, for the second group it is a way to a life of ease due to the redistribution of the national output for their benefit with the help of state power.

As for the third group, these are true outsiders, who are getting thinner each year. Their values remained in the past, while the majority of them cannot tune themselves to the new standard of life.

Now, let’s consider some economic preferences of the people depending on their age, as well as in dynamics over the last 10 years. As can be seen from Table 9, young age groups demonstrate a stronger support of the market economy in general and its liberal variant, in particular. Thus, while in the groups of 18-29 and 30-49 today the proponents of the market economy rate more than 70%, in the senior group there are a bit more than 60% of those. However, it is notable that while in the first two groups the number of proponents has increased by 5-6 percentage points, in the senior group the increase was almost 18 points (or 1.4 times). This is more likely to be explained by the natural generation change.
	Table 9

	Dynamics of the choice of the preferred type of economy for the country depending on age, %



	Variant of answer
	Age, yrs:

	
	18-29
	30-49
	50 +

	
	08'01
	03'11
	08'01
	03'11
	08'01
	03'11

	Market economy,

including:
	66.6
	71.9
	66.3
	72.7
	42.7
	60.6

	– with minimum governmental control
	44.2
	54.2
	39.9
	47.5
	19.7
	30.0

	– with significant governmental control
	22.4
	17.7
	26.4
	25.2
	23.0
	30.6

	Planned economy
	11.2
	7.9
	14.5
	11.3
	26.4
	20.6

	Other types of economy / NA
	22.2
	20.2
	19.2
	16.0
	30.9
	18.8


Age differences are even more prominent in relation to various types of the market economy. Expectedly, the majority of the proponents of the liberal variant are members of the youngest group (54.2%). Over 10 years their number has increased almost by a quarter or 10 percentage points. The liberal market proponents number a little bit less than a half in the middle-aged group, i.e. 47.5%. Over the decade, their number has increased by 20% (by 7.6 points). Least of all this variant of economy meets with the support of senior citizens, only 30%, however, the growth over a decade was equal to more than 52% (more than 10 points)!

However, only in this group further thickening of the proponents of the controlled market occurred, truly, only by a third or by 7.6 points. Today, there is an approximate parity of the proponents of both the types of the market economy in this group. Younger groups have fewer proponents of the controlled market: by 21% less in the youngest group and by 4% less in the middle-aged group. Meanwhile, in the youngest group the liberal variant drew thrice as many votes, and in the middle-aged group, almost twice as many.

Concerning the planned economy, in the younger group less than 8% support it (an almost 30% reduction), in the middle group, slightly more than 11% (by 22% less). And even in the senior group only every fifth supports this type of economy, their number has reduced over ten years by as much as 22%, too.

It should be also noted that the choice determination has enhanced in all the groups; the number of those who chose various exotic variants of economy or evaded the question has reduced. It is especially vivid within the senior age group.

The analysis of age-dependent trends allows comparing the changes in economic viewpoints of people within one age group but born in different times, i.e. representatives of different generations. To follow up the changes in the viewpoints of people of one generation in the course of time is no less informative. It is possible to make such an analysis using the data of the national polls conducted in 2001 and 2011, which let us compare the present economic viewpoints of the respondents within an age group with the ones the same group had ten years ago. In other words, we can trace the changes in the viewpoints of people born within a definite period over one decade. For this purpose, let us confer the answers of the groups of people born in 1972-81, 1962-71 and 1952-61 to the one and the same question about the choice of the preferred type of economy in 2001 and in 2011 (Table 10).
	Table 10

	Dynamics of the choice of the preferred type of economy for the country by the groups of 1972-81, 1962-1971 and 1952-61 year of birth, %



	Variant of answer
	Year of Birth:

	
	1972-81
	1962-1971
	1952-61

	
	08'01
	03'11
	08'01
	03'11
	08'01
	03'11

	Market economy with minimum 
governmental control
	45.5
	50.2
	43.8
	45.1
	35.9
	40.3

	Market economy with significant 
governmental control
	22.0
	20.2
	24.4
	29.9
	28.5
	25.4

	Planned economy
	11.9
	9.7
	10.4
	12.7
	18.8
	14.9

	Other types of economy
	2.9
	4.9
	4.5
	5.6
	2.7
	7.5


As can be seen, there was a growth of support of the liberal variant of the market economy in all the three groups (by 1.3 to 4.7 percentage points). The first and the third groups show a significant weakening of support of the controlled market and planned economy. Only the second group demonstrates a slight strengthening of support of these types of economy.

As regards the groups of people younger and older than those listed above, in accordance with the applicable statistical age grouping they are not compatible. Nevertheless, the trends observed in these groups are rather challenging in terms of their relation to the problem concerned (Tables 11-12).
	Table 11

	Dynamics of the choice of the preferred type of economy for the country by the group of 1982-83 (86) year of birth, %



	Variant of answer
	1982-83 (08'01)
	1982-86 (03'11)

	Market economy with minimum governmental control
	38.7
	60.4

	Market economy with significant governmental control
	24.2
	18.1

	Planned economy
	8.1
	7.4

	Other types of economy
	3.2
	5.4


	Table 12

	Dynamics of the choice of the preferred type of economy for the country by the respondents born before 1951 (including), %



	Variant of answer
	1942-51 (08'01)
	Before 1951 (03'11)

	Market economy with minimum governmental control
	33.3
	22.1

	Market economy with significant governmental control
	27.6
	34.7

	Planned economy
	20.8
	24.4

	Other types of economy
	3.1
	2.9


Obviously, the support of the liberal variant has grown more than 1.5 times (from 38.7% to 60.4%) within the youngest age group. At the same time, other types of economy have lost the support to a significant extent. We can say that moving into adulthood and the associated acquisition of life experience have led over a 10-year period to the strengthening of the support of the liberal variant of economy among the youngest. The oldest group, on the opposite, revealed an essential weakening of the support of that variant (by a third). Meanwhile, the preferability of the controlled market has enhanced greatly enough (by 25%) and of the planned economy (by 17.3%). It confirms the supposition of some analysts that the age-dependent decrease of living resources of people results in the enhancement of their dependence on the state, which, consequently, arouses a higher support of strong governmental control of the economy in them.

Thus, young people are not only more inclined to the free economy, but this choice of theirs becomes more determined in the course of time. However, the advance of old age results in the gradual re-orientation for the economy with stronger governmental control. These trends are observed not only at the generation change, but also within one and the same generation group. That is the Belarusian public opinion as regards the so-called theoretical conceptions of economy.

As far as empirical preferences are concerned, such as, for instance, the choice of the type of enterprise (form of ownership) for employment, here we see more diversity in the public opinion (Table 13). Though, in general, we can observe the same pattern – younger people tend to prefer private ownerships more – over a period of 10 years, however, there have occurred such changes that have modified this pattern materially. In particular, the choice of the private sector in the youngest group has reduced almost by a third (by 17.6 points): while 10 years ago the support ratio of the private sector vs. public sector was 2 to 1, today it is already 3 to 2, whereas the number of those preferring state-run enterprises has not changed. As a result, the quantity of those, who have evaded the question, has grown thrice (from 8.8% to 26.7%).
	Table 13

	The choice of the preferred form of ownership dependent on the age, %



	Variant of answer
	Age, yrs:

	
	18-29
	30-49
	50 +

	
	08'01
	03'11
	08'01
	03'11
	08'01
	03'11

	Public, state-run 
	29.5
	29.2
	42.2
	40.1
	63.0
	53.8

	Private 
	61.7
	44.1
	45.0
	40.8
	17.8
	22.7

	Other variants / NA
	8.8
	26.7
	12.8
	19.1
	19.2
	23.5


In the group of middle age (30-49 yrs) a slight decrease in the choice of both public and private sectors has occurred (more marked for the private sector), meanwhile, the number of evading respondents has increased 1.5 times (from 12.8% to 19.1%).

Yet, in the senior age group, the choice of the public sector has decreased almost by 10 points, while the support of the private sector has increased by 5 points. While 10 years ago the support ratio of public vs. private in this group was 7 to 2, now it is 5 to 2. Herewith, the respondents evading the question number a quarter more.

In our opinion, these changes, as we have noted earlier,  are connected with the governmental policy in the real sector of economy, where the periods of strangling of the private sector alternated with a slight easing of its living conditions together with the shrinkage of the budget support margins for the state-run enterprises.

At the same time, gradual development of the non-state sector of economy, within 10 years, has resulted, according to the respondents’ assessments, in the doubling of the number of people employed therein, from 11% to 23.4% (Table 14). Moreover, the number of the young people under 30 employed in this sector has doubled, too, from 13.9% to 29.8%. Though less markedly, the quantity of self-employed citizens has also increased, yet. However, the growth of self-employment of the whole population has gradually begun to supersede the growth of the youth’s self-employment: while 10 years ago there were almost by 5% more of self-employed among the young, today there are almost by 7% less of them as among the whole population. Supposedly, this is the result of the emigration of some part of active and entrepreneurial young people into the countries with a more favourable business-climate.
Thus, the assumptions of the young as regards the fundamental economic problems differ quite seriously both from the average ones for the selection and from older age groups.

In addition, the viewpoints of the young and older people on other social questions differ materially, too. As the data of Table 15 suggest, while there are less than a third (29.2%) of young people, who think that the situation in Belarus is developing generally in the right direction (almost 54% are of the opposite opinion), in the senior age group there are as much as 60% of respondents, who are sure it is so (27.6% are of the opposite opinion).

	Table 14

	Employment in the private sector of economy (% of the total number)



	Employed
	08'01
	03'11

	
	total 

population
	youth 

under 30
	total 

population
	youth 

under 30

	Total for the private sector 
	11.0
	13.9
	23.4
	29.8

	Incl. self-employed
	4.2
	4.4
	7.5
	7.0


	Table 15

	People’s attitudes to some social problems depending on the age, % (03'11)



	Variant of answer
	Age, yrs:

	
	18-29 

(23.4)
	30-49 

(36.2)
	50 +

(40.4)

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

	In the right direction
	29.2
	39.4
	60.0

	In the wrong direction
	53.9
	45.9
	27.6

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

	Improved
	15.7
	14.2
	20.6

	Not changed
	51.4
	54.8
	56.7

	Worsened
	31.7
	29.9
	21.7

	In your opinion, how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the near future?

	It will improve
	23.9
	24.0
	37.0

	It will not change
	44.4
	44.8
	38.2

	It will worsen
	26.4
	26.0
	18.5

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

	Yes
	69.9
	59.5
	39.5

	No
	21.1
	27.0
	47.3

	Do you think young people today can make a successful career in Belarus?

	Yes, young people can make a successful career here in Belarus
	34.3
	40.5
	57.5

	No, young people had better leave for another country for this
	58.1
	50.5
	32.3

	Would you like to immigrate to a different country if you had such an opportunity?

	No
	25.0
	43.6
	71.8

	Yes
	69.1
	51.9
	25.9


The correlation between age and the assessment of the changes in one’s personal financial standing for the last three months is vivid enough: while among the young there are twice as many of those, who think their personal standing has worsened (31.7%), as compared to those, who think it has improved (15.7%), in the senior group the polls have distributed fifty-fifty (20.6% noted the improvement, 21.7% – the worsening).

The socio-economic perspectives of the country in the opinion of different age groups look rather differently. While among the young there are approximately equal number of those, who think the situation will improve (23.9%), and of those, who believe it will worsen (26.4%), in the senior age group there are twice as many optimists as pessimists (37% vs. 18.5%).

As regards the entrepreneurship, here we can observe a sharp difference in the viewpoints of the young and the elderly. Thus, while among the youth almost 70% would like a career in business for their children (against 21.1%), in the senior group less than 40% of respondents hold the same opinion (opposite 47.3%). Meanwhile, three of five (58.1%) young people believe that there is no chance for young people to make a successful career in Belarus (only a third thinks it possible). Among senior citizens, we can see mirror opposite opinions about it (32.3% vs. 57.3%). And it is quite logical that it is among the young, where the number of those, who would like to leave Belarus if they had an opportunity, is the highest, almost 70%. On the contrary, among the elderly there are almost the same number of those, who would not like to leave the country at all, even if they had such an opportunity.

In conclusion, the attitudes of the young and the elderly by all the social indices concerned prove radically opposite. Concerning the respondents of the middle-aged group, in the great majority of cases the distribution of their viewpoints lies in-between these particular poles, i.e. the assumptions of the young and those of the elderly.
Some results of the opinion poll conducted in May, 2011 (%)
1. "To what extent with the current income can you (your family) afford:"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	I cannot afford
	9.7
	8.0
	9.2
	12.2
	8.0
	9.6
	10.9
	9.9

	I can hardly afford
	40.3
	30.0
	36.6
	34.7
	41.7
	48.2
	39.3
	39.2

	I can easily afford
	49.4
	62.0
	53.6
	51.7
	49.2
	41.8
	49.4
	50.6

	NA
	0.6
	0
	0.8
	1.4
	1.1
	0.4
	0.4
	0.3


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I cannot afford
	7.7
	11.6
	9.5
	8.2
	11.4

	I can hardly afford
	38.5
	36.6
	44.7
	41.6
	32.2

	I can easily afford
	53.8
	51.2
	45.1
	49.3
	56.4

	NA
	0
	0.6
	0.7
	0.9
	0


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	I cannot afford
	6.4
	9.8
	7.0
	9.9
	24.7

	I can hardly afford
	41.4
	41.1
	38.4
	38.1
	40.3

	I can easily afford
	50.8
	48.7
	54.6
	51.7
	32.5

	NA
	1.4
	0.4
	0
	0.3
	2.5


Table 1.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	I cannot afford
	13.7
	10.6
	2.3
	14.8
	10.6
	12.6
	4.0

	I can hardly afford
	39.6
	31.3
	61.3
	23.7
	50.3
	34.3
	37.9

	I can easily afford
	46.4
	58.1
	35.0
	59.2
	38.7
	53.1
	57.7

	NA
	0.3
	0
	1.4
	2.3
	0.4
	0
	0.4


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I cannot afford
	13.7
	9.2
	10.0
	9.1
	7.5

	I can hardly afford
	39.6
	43.3
	42.4
	43.5
	35.1

	I can easily afford
	46.4
	46.4
	46.9
	47.4
	56.7

	NA
	0.3
	1.1
	0.7
	0
	0.7


2. "What currency enjoys your greatest confidence?"
Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	US Dollars
	45.4
	50.0
	50.0
	50.7
	54.2
	52.1
	43.4
	29.8

	Belarusian roubles
	22.9
	12.0
	12.5
	13.5
	15.9
	15.6
	19.5
	47.4

	Euro
	21.3
	26.0
	29.0
	25.7
	20.8
	23.0
	22.1
	13.2

	Russian roubles
	3.8
	4.0
	2.0
	4.1
	3.0
	4.3
	7.1
	6.6

	DA/NA
	6.6
	8.0
	6.5
	6.0
	6.1
	5.0
	7.9
	3.0


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	US Dollars
	7.4
	28.2
	43.6
	53.2
	50.2

	Belarusian roubles
	74.1
	49.7
	22.9
	17.7
	11.4

	Euro
	0
	13.5
	24.3
	19.1
	24.4

	Russian roubles
	11.1
	2.5
	3.2
	2.7
	6.8

	DA/NA
	7.4
	6.1
	6.0
	7.3
	7.2


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees 
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	US Dollars
	60.9
	46.7
	39.5
	32.8
	37.7

	Belarusian roubles
	6.5
	17.9
	12.8
	48.8
	27.3

	Euro
	23.5
	23.6
	37.2
	10.2
	23.4

	Russian roubles
	4.1
	4.7
	2.3
	1.7
	5.2

	DA/NA
	5.0
	7.1
	8.2
	6.5
	6.4


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

	US Dollars
	56.2
	53.7
	21.7
	30.8
	59.8
	63.4
	30.5

	Belarusian roubles
	19.5
	22.0
	6.5
	43.8
	11.6
	17.7
	42.0

	Euro
	18.2
	17.6
	55.3
	18.9
	15.6
	8.6
	12.8

	Russian roubles
	4.1
	0.9
	3.2
	2.4
	10.6
	1.1
	4.4

	DA/NA
	2.0
	5.8
	13.3
	4.1
	2.4
	9.2
	10.3


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	US Dollars
	56.2
	49.0
	44.7
	39.5
	39.3

	Belarusian roubles
	19.5
	15.7
	20.9
	22.9
	31.6

	Euro
	18.2
	23.4
	26.4
	31.2
	11.8

	Russian roubles
	4.1
	6.1
	4.2
	2.8
	2.6

	DA/NA
	2.0
	5.8
	3.8
	3.6
	14.6


3. "Have you personally taken part or have you not taken part in any mass demonstrations, protest actions, strikes for the last year?"
Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Yes, I have
	4.3
	5.9
	6.5
	4.7
	2.3
	6.0
	4.5
	3.2

	I have not
	95.6
	94.1
	93.5
	95.3
	97.7
	94.0
	95.1
	96.8

	NA
	0.1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.4
	0


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I have
	0
	2.4
	5.3
	3.0
	5.8

	I have not
	100.0
	97.6
	94.5
	97.0
	94.2

	NA
	0
	0
	0.2
	0
	0


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees 
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	I have
	3.4
	4.7
	5.8
	3.5
	6.6

	I have not
	96.3
	95.3
	94.2
	96.5
	93.4

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0
	0
	0


Table 3.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	I have
	1.4
	1.3
	13.8
	3.6
	5.0
	4.0
	2.2

	I have not
	98.6
	98.7
	85.7
	96.4
	95.0
	96.0
	97.8

	NA
	0
	0
	0.5
	0
	0
	0
	0


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I have
	1.4
	2.7
	6.4
	9.1
	3.1

	I have not
	98.6
	96.9
	93.6
	90.9
	96.9

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0
	0
	0


4. "If mass demonstrations, protest actions, or strikes took place in the locality, where you live, would you personally participate or not participate in them?"
Table 4.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	I would participate
	8.2
	24.5
	12.4
	10.8
	8.3
	8.8
	4.9
	5.0

	I would not participate
	76.5
	59.2
	71.9
	71.6
	72.5
	72.4
	80.1
	86.8

	DA/NA
	15.3
	16.3
	15.7
	17.6
	19.2
	18.8
	15.0
	8.2


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I would participate
	0
	6.1
	10.0
	8.4
	6.5

	I would not participate
	84.6
	87.8
	75.9
	74.8
	73.1

	DA/NA
	15.4
	6.1
	14.1
	16.8
	20.4


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees 
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	I would participate
	11.9
	6.4
	18.6
	4.9
	13.0

	I would not participate
	68.5
	77.7
	64.0
	86.0
	67.5

	DA/NA
	19.6
	15.9
	17.4
	9.1
	19.5


Table 4.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	I would participate
	6.2
	7.0
	10.1
	10.7
	7.0
	9.8
	8.0

	I would not participate
	73.6
	81.1
	77.4
	76.3
	75.4
	68.4
	82.3

	DA/NA
	20.2
	11.9
	12.5
	13.0
	17.6
	17.8
	9.7


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I would participate
	6.2
	3.5
	14.5
	9.5
	6.9

	I would not participate
	73.6
	75.0
	74.3
	79.4
	79.4

	DA/NA
	20.2
	21.5
	11.2
	11.1
	13.7


5. "Do you think market reforms should be carried out in Belarus?"
Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Yes
	66.6
	82.0
	75.7
	76.2
	67.9
	66.7
	64.7
	56.1

	No
	15.6
	10.0
	11.2
	11.6
	14.3
	17.7
	14.3
	20.5

	DA/NA
	17.8
	8.0
	13.1
	12.2
	17.8
	15.6
	21.0
	23.4


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	34.6
	51.2
	68.3
	69.9
	69.5

	No
	23.1
	23.8
	14.6
	15.5
	12.3

	DA/NA
	42.3
	25.0
	17.1
	14.6
	18.2


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Yes
	67.8
	70.8
	73.6
	55.5
	63.2

	No
	17.3
	12.2
	16.1
	20.1
	19.7

	DA/NA
	14.9
	17.0
	10.3
	24.4
	17.1


Table 5.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	Yes
	64.4
	77.4
	68.8
	54.4
	80.0
	63.8
	54.8

	No
	11.3
	10.2
	22.9
	36.7
	5.5
	10.9
	16.2

	DA/NA
	24.3
	12.4
	8.3
	8.9
	14.5
	25.3
	29.0


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	64.4
	70.2
	69.8
	73.5
	58.1

	No
	11.3
	10.7
	17.7
	11.5
	23.1

	DA/NA
	24.3
	19.1
	12.5
	15.0
	18.8


6. "In the recent months several dozen of people have been sentenced on the charge of participation in the mass disturbances on 19 December 2010 for a term of up to 4 years in the maximum security penal colony. What is your attitude to these sentences?"
Table 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	The convicts are not guilty
	28.0
	38.0
	27.0
	35.8
	33.7
	34.8
	23.2
	17.8

	The convicts are guilty, but the sentences are too severe
	24.7
	22.0
	28.9
	23.6
	24.6
	24.1
	26.6
	22.8

	The sentences fit for the convicts’ guilt
	25.4
	20.0
	24.3
	20.3
	21.2
	22.0
	27.3
	33.3

	The sentences are even too mild 
	7.5
	6.0
	5.3
	2.7
	4.6
	6.0
	6.7
	14.6

	DA/NA
	14.4
	14.0
	14.5
	17.6
	15.9
	13.1
	16.2
	11.5


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	The convicts are not guilty
	3.8
	13.5
	26.9
	33.0
	32.6

	The convicts are guilty, but the sentences are too severe
	15.4
	25.2
	28.5
	18.9
	26.4

	The sentences fit for the convicts’ guilt
	50.0
	40.5
	23.4
	22.7
	23.1

	The sentences are even too mild 
	15.4
	9.2
	7.6
	5.9
	7.8

	DA/NA
	15.4
	11.6
	13.6
	19.5
	10.1


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	The convicts are not guilty
	48.1
	23.6
	32.6
	16.6
	37.7

	The convicts are guilty, but the sentences are too severe
	22.0
	27.7
	25.6
	22.1
	18.2

	The sentences fit for the convicts’ guilt
	11.9
	25.7
	29.1
	35.8
	24.7

	The sentences are even too mild 
	2.7
	6.0
	7.0
	14.2
	9.1

	DA/NA
	15.3
	17.0
	5.7
	11.3
	10.3


Table 6.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	The convicts are not guilty
	38.4
	29.1
	26.3
	13.7
	40.0
	38.3
	7.0

	The convicts are guilty, but the sentences are too severe
	22.6
	25.6
	34.6
	15.5
	29.5
	21.1
	22.5

	The sentences fit for the convicts’ guilt
	24.7
	31.7
	21.2
	28.0
	12.0
	20.0
	38.8

	The sentences are even too mild 
	4.1
	5.3
	2.8
	26.2
	4.0
	2.9
	11.0

	DA/NA
	10.3
	8.4
	15.2
	16.7
	14.5
	17.7
	20.7


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The convicts are not guilty
	38.4
	25.7
	31.7
	29.8
	17.8

	The convicts are guilty, but the sentences are too severe
	22.6
	29.1
	30.8
	25.4
	18.0

	The sentences fit for the convicts’ guilt
	24.7
	24.9
	19.6
	29.4
	28.8

	The sentences are even too mild 
	4.1
	2.2
	7.7
	7.1
	13.4

	DA/NA
	10.2
	18.0
	10.2
	8.3
	22.0


7. "In March 2011 there commenced serious problems with the foreign exchange in Belarus. In your opinion, what are the reasons for it?"
Table 7.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	This is the result of the ill economic policy of the Belarusian authorities
	50.6
	59.2
	56.2
	61.9
	59.8
	59.6
	41.0
	35.7

	This is a consequence of the global economic crisis
	26.6
	29.4
	22.2
	22.4
	21.2
	24.1
	32.0
	32.2

	This is the result of the activities of the forces keen on erosion of the stability in the country
	12.9
	11.8
	9.8
	8.8
	9.5
	9.6
	15.0
	20.1

	DA/NA
	9.9
	5.6
	11.8
	6.9
	9.5
	6.7
	12.0
	12.0


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	This is the result of the ill economic policy of the Belarusian authorities
	8.0
	30.5
	50.7
	55.7
	57.5

	This is a consequence of the global economic crisis
	28.0
	39.0
	26.1
	23.2
	26.0

	This is the result of the activities of the forces keen on erosion of the stability in the country
	48.0
	15.9
	13.4
	11.6
	9.4

	DA/NA
	16.0
	14.6
	9.8
	9.5
	7.1


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	This is the result of the ill economic policy of the Belarusian authorities
	76.9
	47.6
	55.8
	31.0
	59.7

	This is a consequence of the global economic crisis
	11.9
	28.6
	29.1
	35.7
	22.1

	This is the result of the activities of the forces keen on erosion of the stability in the country
	5.1
	13.4
	11.6
	20.9
	3.9

	DA/NA
	6.1
	10.4
	3.5
	12.4
	14.3


Table 7.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	This is the result of the ill economic policy of the Belarusian authorities
	53.4
	46.0
	55.5
	36.1
	62.5
	58.3
	40.8

	This is a consequence of the global economic crisis
	17.8
	35.4
	29.8
	33.1
	22.5
	15.4
	33.8

	This is the result of the activities of the forces keen on erosion of the stability in the country
	17.1
	11.1
	5.0
	23.7
	8.5
	16.0
	10.1

	DA/NA
	11.7
	7.5
	9.7
	7.1
	6.5
	10.3
	15.3


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	This is the result of the ill economic policy of the Belarusian authorities
	53.4
	59.8
	58.8
	48.2
	37.1

	This is a consequence of the global economic crisis
	17.8
	23.8
	26.4
	37.5
	28.4

	This is the result of the activities of the forces keen on erosion of the stability in the country
	17.1
	7.7
	8.7
	8.4
	19.6

	DA/NA
	11.7
	8.7
	6.1
	5.9
	14.9


8. "On 11 April 2011 a terrorist attack was conducted in Minsk, as a result of which 13 people were killed and about 200 were injured. 24 hours after the bombing it was announced that the main suspect had been arrested, a single terrorist mentally ill. Do you trust the fact that this person is exactly the one, who has committed this crime?"
Table 8.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Yes, I do
	29.1
	26.0
	23.7
	21.8
	18.1
	23.4
	36.3
	42.7

	No, I don’t
	54.7
	64.0
	64.5
	65.3
	64.9
	56.4
	44.9
	42.7

	DA/NA
	16.2
	10.0
	11.8
	12.9
	17.0
	20.2
	18.8
	14.6


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	44.0
	51.8
	31.0
	24.5
	18.5

	No, I don’t
	28.0
	36.0
	53.3
	59.8
	62.0

	DA/NA
	28.0
	12.2
	15.7
	15.7
	19.5


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Yes, I do
	13.9
	27.1
	27.9
	46.1
	29.9

	No, I don’t
	76.9
	51.0
	67.4
	39.1
	58.4

	DA/NA
	9.2
	21.8
	4.7
	14.8
	11.7


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
	29.8
	39.4
	19.8
	35.3
	26.0
	17.7
	33.5

	No, I don’t
	53.8
	50.0
	66.8
	54.1
	53.0
	69.1
	39.6

	DA/NA
	16.4
	10.6
	13.4
	10.6
	21.0
	13.2
	26.9


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	29.8
	21.1
	26.0
	30.8
	35.0

	No, I don’t
	53.8
	56.3
	61.5
	58.5
	46.3

	DA/NA
	16.4
	22.6
	12.5
	10.7
	18.7


9. "In your opinion, who could be implied in Minsk metro bombing?"
Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Single terrorist
	25.2
	28.0
	24.7
	20.4
	14.8
	17.3
	31.1
	37.0

	Belarusian authorities
	22.4
	24.0
	29.2
	26.5
	29.2
	25.4
	18.7
	12.5

	Belarusian opposition
	8.1
	10.0
	7.8
	8.8
	5.3
	9.5
	5.6
	10.2

	The West
	5.0
	2.0
	1.9
	1.4
	7.6
	6.0
	6.4
	4.4

	Russia
	1.6
	0
	1.9
	0.7
	2.7
	1.4
	1.5
	1.5

	Other forces
	7.6
	12.0
	8.3
	9.5
	6.1
	7.5
	8.2
	6.7

	DA/NA
	30.1
	24.0
	25.2
	32.7
	34.3
	32.9
	28.5
	27.7


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Single terrorist
	40.0
	43.9
	26.6
	20.0
	19.2

	Belarusian authorities
	0
	12.2
	19.9
	25.9
	29.5

	Belarusian opposition
	8.0
	5.5
	7.9
	8.6
	8.4

	The West
	4.0
	4.3
	6.0
	4.3
	4.5

	Russia
	0
	1.2
	1.8
	1.4
	1.9

	Other forces
	12.0
	4.3
	7.6
	8.4
	8.1

	DA/NA
	36.0
	28.6
	30.2
	31.4
	28.4


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Single terrorist
	11.6
	24.6
	27.1
	38.8
	20.8

	Belarusian authorities
	41.5
	17.2
	31.8
	12.8
	29.9

	Belarusian opposition
	3.7
	8.2
	10.6
	11.3
	6.5

	The West
	4.8
	5.0
	1.2
	5.5
	7.8

	Russia
	1.4
	1.8
	1.2
	1.4
	1.3

	Other forces
	9.2
	8.4
	7.1
	4.9
	6.5

	DA/NA
	27.8
	34.8
	21.0
	25.3
	27.2


Table 9.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

Its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	Single terrorist
	37.1
	39.4
	10.6
	29.8
	16.0
	17.8
	20.8

	Belarusian authorities
	24.7
	23.5
	35.0
	10.1
	33.5
	13.2
	12.4

	Belarusian opposition
	1.0
	0
	9.2
	11.9
	6.0
	19.0
	14.2

	The West
	0
	0.4
	2.8
	14.9
	10.0
	7.5
	4.9

	Russia
	1.0
	1.3
	1.4
	7.1
	1.5
	0
	0

	Other forces
	5.3
	8.4
	6.5
	8.9
	6.5
	10.9
	8.4

	DA/NA
	30.9
	27.0
	34.5
	17.3
	26.5
	31.6
	39.3


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Single terrorist
	37.1
	9.9
	19.9
	25.6
	30.3

	Belarusian authorities
	24.7
	26.0
	26.6
	21.7
	15.2

	Belarusian opposition
	1.0
	5.7
	4.2
	16.9
	12.3

	The West
	0
	6.9
	8.0
	5.9
	4.6

	Russia
	1.0
	0.4
	3.8
	1.2
	1.8

	Other forces
	5.3
	8.4
	12.8
	5.1
	6.4

	DA/NA
	30.9
	42.7
	24.7
	23.6
	29.4


10. "No matter who has conducted the terrorist attack in Minsk metro or has been implied therein, who, in your opinion, will benefit most of all from the consequences thereof?"
Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Belarusian authorities
	24.0
	30.0
	28.6
	32.0
	30.6
	29.8
	18.4
	12.5

	Belarusian opposition
	10.2
	10.0
	11.0
	10.9
	6.0
	10.6
	9.7
	12.8

	The West
	7.6
	6.0
	5.2
	2.0
	9.4
	7.4
	7.5
	10.2

	Russia
	1.8
	0
	1.9
	1.4
	3.0
	1.8
	1.9
	1.2

	No one
	25.4
	26.0
	27.3
	24.5
	18.5
	20.2
	30.0
	30.6

	DA/NA
	31.0
	28.0
	26.0
	29.2
	32.5
	30.2
	32.5
	32.7


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Belarusian authorities
	7.7
	11.0
	21.8
	29.1
	29.0

	Belarusian opposition
	11.5
	10.4
	9.0
	10.0
	12.7

	The West
	7.7
	10.4
	8.8
	6.4
	5.9

	Russia
	0
	0.6
	1.6
	2.0
	2.3

	No one
	34.6
	33.5
	27.1
	22.3
	21.5

	DA/NA
	38.5
	34.1
	31.7
	30.2
	28.6


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Belarusian authorities
	43.9
	19.2
	36.8
	11.3
	35.1

	Belarusian opposition
	6.8
	9.5
	12.6
	15.1
	5.2

	The West
	6.8
	7.1
	2.3
	9.6
	13.0

	Russia
	2.4
	2.3
	0
	0.6
	1.3

	No one
	16.0
	25.6
	26.4
	33.3
	22.1

	DA/NA
	24.1
	36.3
	21.9
	30.1
	23.3


Table 10.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	Belarusian authorities
	38.2
	24.2
	29.2
	9.4
	33.7
	16.2
	9.3

	Belarusian opposition
	2.7
	4.4
	11.1
	17.1
	9.0
	17.9
	15.0

	The West
	0.3
	0
	5.6
	17.1
	12.6
	13.9
	10.1

	Russia
	0.7
	0.9
	1.4
	8.2
	2.0
	0
	0.9

	No one
	36.2
	43.6
	6.9
	32.9
	20.1
	19.1
	14.1

	DA/NA
	21.9
	26.9
	45.8
	15.3
	22.6
	32.9
	50.6


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarusian authorities
	38.2
	25.7
	25.7
	19.7
	13.4

	Belarusian opposition
	2.7
	6.5
	10.6
	16.1
	14.4

	The West
	0.3
	10.0
	12.2
	6.7
	8.5

	Russia
	0.7
	1.5
	3.5
	1.2
	1.8

	No one
	36.2
	14.6
	24.4
	25.2
	25.3

	DA/NA
	21.9
	41.7
	23.6
	31.1
	36.6


11. "Do you fear that new terrorist attacks might occur in Belarus in future?"
Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Yes
	69.5
	70.6
	70.4
	66.7
	71.7
	64.5
	72.9
	69.6

	No
	30.0
	29.4
	29.6
	33.3
	27.5
	35.1
	26.7
	29.5

	NA
	0.5
	0
	0
	0
	0.8
	0.4
	0.4
	0.9


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	80.8
	70.1
	69.0
	67.7
	71.4

	No
	19.2
	28.7
	30.5
	31.8
	28.6

	NA
	0
	1.2
	0.5
	0.5
	0


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees 
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Yes
	58.2
	73.1
	66.3
	73.0
	68.4

	No
	41.8
	26.3
	32.6
	26.7
	30.3

	NA
	0
	0.6
	1.2
	0.3
	1.3


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

	Yes
	71.6
	58.4
	38.7
	74.0
	77.5
	79.9
	89.0

	No
	28.1
	41.6
	60.4
	25.4
	22.5
	20.1
	9.7

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0.9
	0.6
	0
	0
	1.3


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	71.6
	73.6
	68.3
	68.0
	67.0

	No
	28.1
	24.9
	31.4
	32.0
	32.7

	NA
	0.3
	1.5
	0.3
	0
	0.3


12. "Where do you mainly get information from?" (more than one answer is possible)
Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	The Internet
	33.4
	70.0
	62.1
	56.4
	39.8
	31.9
	17.6
	7.3

	Newspapers
	34.0
	4.0
	5.9
	8.7
	19.7
	30.9
	39.3
	34.6

	Radio
	20.5
	2.0
	3.9
	2.0
	6.4
	5.3
	7.5
	18.2

	Television
	75.7
	16.0
	22.2
	27.5
	31.1
	25.5
	28.8
	36.7

	From the people I know, friends
	28.0
	6.0
	3.9
	2.0
	2.3
	2.8
	3.0
	2.6

	Social websites
	2.2
	0
	0
	1.3
	0
	0.4
	0
	0

	I do not get any information
	1.0
	2.0
	2.0
	2.0
	0.8
	3.2
	3.7
	0.6


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	The Internet
	4.0
	6.1
	29.3
	33.8
	50.3

	Newspapers
	36.0
	29.3
	23.5
	26.5
	25.6

	Radio
	32.0
	20.1
	8.5
	5.7
	3.2

	Television
	24.0
	37.8
	32.8
	29.7
	17.5

	From the people I know, friends
	4.0
	3.0
	3.7
	2.7
	1.3

	Social websites
	0
	0
	0.2
	0.2
	0.3

	I do not get any information
	0
	3.7
	1.2
	0.5
	0


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees 
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	The Internet
	49.5
	32.6
	68.6
	7.3
	28.6

	Newspapers
	13.2
	29.9
	2.3
	35.2
	18.2

	Radio
	5.8
	5.1
	3.5
	18.9
	3.9

	Television
	26.1
	28.2
	22.1
	35.2
	29.9

	From the people I know, friends
	4.1
	2.0
	2.3
	2.3
	9.1

	Social websites
	0
	0.1
	0
	0
	2.6

	I do not get any information
	1.0
	0.6
	0
	0.9
	7.8


Table 12.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	The Internet
	38.0
	31.7
	14.8
	35.3
	38.7
	28.0
	35.2

	Newspapers
	25.0
	17.6
	8.8
	24.1
	35.7
	34.9
	35.7

	Radio
	11.0
	9.3
	8.3
	8.8
	6.0
	5.7
	7.5

	Television
	22.6
	37.4
	57.9
	22.4
	16.1
	29.7
	18.1

	From the people I know, friends
	1.7
	1.3
	8.3
	4.1
	2.0
	1.7
	1.3

	Social websites
	0
	0
	0.9
	0
	0.5
	0
	0

	I do not get any information
	0.7
	1.3
	0.5
	2.9
	1.0
	0
	0.9


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The Internet
	38.0
	36.5
	38.6
	28.5
	21.4

	Newspapers
	25.0
	32.7
	26.4
	18.6
	25.3

	Radio
	11.0
	4.6
	7.1
	5.5
	11.6

	Television
	22.6
	20.0
	22.2
	42.7
	36.9

	From the people I know, friends
	1.7
	3.8
	3.2
	3.6
	2.3

	Social websites
	0
	0.4
	0.3
	0.4
	0

	I do not get any information
	0.7
	0
	1.6
	0.8
	1.5


JUNE – 2011
Shock and Awe

Shock and Awe is a faulty name of the U.S. campaign in Iraq, the war phase starting on the 20th of March 2003. One can easily find details on this fact in Wikipedia. Shock and Awe Belarusian is being set right in front of our eyes. The transition of "the Belarusian campaign" into the active phase in the second half of March (stoppage of foreign currency sales to residents) could hardly have been a bolt from the blue for most of Belarusians. We have emphasized many times that the fourth president’s elections passed in the atmosphere of suspense, which has had its impact on the dynamics of social indexes.

Tables 1-3 are drawn up based on one and the same principle. The data for March 2003 are tabulated in the first column. It goes without saying, the time period is not random. During the first spring month 2003 the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko fell down to the historical minimum (26.2%). Surely, local minimums of all the three social indexes were registered at the same time.
	Table 1

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


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

	Improved
	6.5
	22.7
	1.9
	24.9
	17.2
	1.6

	Not changed
	50.5
	63.4
	31.0
	57.7
	54.8
	23.2

	Worsened
	41.6
	12.2
	63.8
	16.0
	26.9
	73.4

	FSI*
	–35.1
	10.5
	–61.9
	8.9
	–3.7
	–71.8

	* Financial Standing Index (difference of positive and negative answers)


	Table 2

	The dynamics of answering the question: "How will the socio-economic situation change in Belarus within the next few years?", %


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

	It will improve
	15.2
	44.9
	13.7
	30.6
	29.2
	11.9

	It will not change
	30.2
	37.2
	30.5
	40.7
	42.0
	20.3

	It will worsen
	43.7
	12.0
	45.9
	17.2
	23.0
	55.5

	EI*
	–28.5
	32.9
	–32.2
	13.4
	6.2
	–43.6

	* Expectations Index


The second column is given for contrast. In the "fertile" 2006 the authorities conducted the president’s elections literally rolling in resources, which resulted in the growth of indexes up to maximum levels.

March 2009 (the third column) concurred with the peak of social turmoil caused by the world financial crisis. Entirely in keeping with the classic formula: "Belarusians will live badly, but not long", the turmoil began in a slump fashion, but it resolved quite quickly.
	Table 3

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

	In the right direction
	21.3
	61.4
	40.0
	54.2
	45.3
	26.1

	In the wrong direction
	63.4
	26.4
	34.9
	32.5
	40.0
	61.8

	DA/NA
	15.3
	12.2
	25.1
	13.3
	14.7
	12.1

	PCI*
	–42.1
	35.0
	5.1
	21.7
	5.3
	–35.7

	* Political Correctness Index


The December 2010 poll was conducted immediately after the results of the president’s elections. The electorate hadn’t even cooled down after the mobilization excitement provoked by the pre-election propaganda and an average salary of $ 530.

Another March brought other problems, or rather suspense (remember: the poll was conducted before the foreign exchange problems). Let’s compare the indexes in the second and the fifth columns. This comparison is curious because both polls were conducted over equal time intervals after the president’s elections: the Financial Standing Index fell by 14.2 points, the Expectations Index, by 24.7 points, and the Policy Correctness Index, by 29.7 points. If we compare the December index values with the March values (the fourth and the fifth columns), the relevant sequence will be as follows: 12.2, 7.2 and 26.4. Hence, the bottom performer in both cases proved the Policy Correctness Index.

The June FSI (Table 1) is an absolute record in the history of social polls in Belarus. Again, in this case the poll was conducted in the first half of the month, that is, before the official devaluation and a new increase of prices for automobile fuel. To put it differently, we have entered the period of social dynamics, when the polling results are outdated already in the processing stage. Therefore, it would be rather incorrect to say that Tables 1-3 show the March and June index levels. These are the levels registered in the first half of March and of June.

The share of Belarusians pessimistically looking to the future makes up an absolute majority today. And this is what differs June 2011 from the crisis-stricken Marches of 2003 and 2009. The share of optimists compressed to 11.9%. "Things will work out fine for us!" – this is the official slogan the power is propagating every day. May be, however it becomes increasingly difficult to find advocates of this slogan.
Financial problems blow off the hopes for "rosy future" and shake the trust in policy correctness. In March 2009, as against March 2001 and June 2011, PCI remained positive despite the material decrease of FSI and EI. It figures: that year the financial and economic crisis was raging all over the world, which made it possible for the authorities to refer internal problems to unfavourable external context. The share of the respondents for whom it was difficult to answer is of interest. That year by far not all the Belarusians who had lost trust in the state policy correctness turned coats. Many of them joined the ranks of the undecided. However, there was no such joining in June, which means the widening of the community split.

The data of Table 4 make it possible to decompose the social indexes into components. Let us look at the bottom of the table. The trust in the president affects the assessment of personal financial standing by Belarusians. It is hard to believe that just before the president’s elections the authorities increased the personal income adjusted for the level of loyalty of citizens. This conclusion confirms the weak effect of the gender determinant (the least politically motivated) on FSI. If we exclude the senior age group and citizens with primary education, FSI also proved insensitive to age and education.
	Table 4

	Dynamics of social indexes depending on socio-demographic characteristics and trust 
in the president


	Variant of answer
	FSI
	EI
	PCI

	
	12'10
	06'11
	12'10
	06'11
	12'10
	06'11

	Gender:

	Male
	5.0
	–71.1
	8.5
	–47.6
	5.7
	–51.2

	Female
	12.2
	–72.5
	17.7
	–40.3
	34.7
	–37.0

	Age:

	18-29 
	–2.6
	–70.7
	0.3
	–49.3
	–9.5
	–55.6

	30-39 
	6.5
	–75.3
	8.4
	–59.2
	7.6
	–62.9

	40-49 
	4.6
	–77.6
	8.8
	–54.0
	19.9
	–50.2

	50-59 
	–2.8
	–71.1
	5.5
	–44.0
	25.2
	–43.9

	60+
	32.0
	–66.4
	38.7
	–17.5
	59.0
	22.7

	Education:

	Primary
	46.6
	–58.3
	38.8
	6.4
	54.8
	41.0

	Incomplete secondary
	15.7
	–60.4
	29.5
	–22.5
	49.1
	17.8

	Secondary
	5.1
	–72.3
	13.4
	–48.2
	20.4
	–39.4

	Vocational
	1.9
	–74.6
	–1.8
	–49.3
	6.3
	–50.2

	Higher
	7.3
	–75.1
	13.1
	–49.8
	10.0
	–50.6

	Trust in the president:

	Trust
	30.9
	–60.7
	36.2
	–8.0
	81.1
	37.3

	Distrust
	–24.2
	–80.8
	–27.4
	–70.6
	–62.7
	–83.1


The crisis spared neither women, nor men. The largest decrease of FSI occurred in the groups, which looked like exceptions in December (in the group 60+, by 98.4, and in the primary education group, by 104.9). The difference of FSI values between those who trust A. Lukashenko and who distrust him also reduced considerably (from 55.1 to 20.1).

Finally, what impact has the common trouble had on EI? This index decreased in all the groups, but in parallel, which means that no considerable decline of opinion differentiation as regards the socio-economic perspective in Belarus took place in the community. Confer: among men EI fell by 56.1 points, among women, by 58 points, among those who trust A. Lukashenko, by 44.2 points, and among those, who distrust him, by 43.2 points.

PCI is the most politically motivated among the indexes. Even in trouble-free December, the PCI difference among those who trust A. Lukashenko and those who distrust him made up 143.8 (an absolute record)! The crisis has compressed the pro-Lukashenko "majority" down to "minority", and expanded the non-loyal "minority" up to "majority". Meanwhile, the new "minority" consists almost entirely of pensioners with primary education. This is the political outcome of the first half of the first year of the fourth quinquennium.

The results we have obtained are to be deemed preliminary. The current considerable downfall of social indexes occurs for the third time over "zero" years. In the two previous cases, each downfall was followed by a rise. In both cases, the lifesaver was the improved external economic environment (it should be noted that the deterioration of the environment was a major determinant of the decrease in social indexes). The current crisis differs from the previous ones in the fact that it is developing in the environment of the growing external demand of the Belarusian goods, primarily, from the side of Russia. The future dynamics of social indexes will be determined by the ability of the power to stabilize the economic situation. We shouldn’t as well forget about another fact: the ability of the Belarusian community to demonstrate a miraculous negative adaptation (to adapt to difficulties by way of lowering the requirements level).

"Neither was he right, nor I, nor the government"
Let us start our pursuit of an answer to the classic question, "Who is to blame?" from a piece of a dialogue overheard at one of the Minsk markets the other days. The salesperson asks, "What problems do you have with me?" The buyer (an elderly woman) says, "All problems we have with Lukashenko". You must admit that such a cross-talk would have been impossible just half a year ago, but today it is quite natural, and not only for the participants of Chernobylski Shlyakh (Chernobyl Procession), and not even in the queue near an exchange office.

According to the father of Marxism, the condition of "superstructure" is determined by the "base". There is no doubt in the public opinion that the Belarusian base is in the state of crisis. In June 81.5% of respondents agreed with that opinion, and 8.4% did not agree. In December 2008, when the wave of the world financial and economic crisis overwhelmed Belarus, the answer ratio was similar: 81.3% vs. 10.8%. As for the official point of view frequently spoken out by A. Lukashenko, the temporary economic problems in the country are caused not by the crisis, but provoked by the rush public demand. To cut it short, "we have only ourselves to blame", even though "I warned you".

The country leader spoke his mind in detail in his April address. Let us cite a corresponding excerpt, "Belarus is being put under massive pressure. First, there were political threats, disavowal of presidential elections, entry bans and economic sanctions. Then there  was  an  instigation  of turmoil  on our foreign
exchange and consumer markets, with the assistance of different domestic and foreign "analysts". And dances on the bones after the blast at the Oktyabrskaya metro station. These are all links of one chain. It is obvious that someone is eager to destabilize the situation in the country and sow chaos and mistrust for the authorities, so that later to strangle our country, our independence, with emerging problems, like with a slipknot, and to free hands for direct interference in internal affairs and impose their will on the Belarusian people".

A foreign "analyst" C. Jarvis (head of IMF mission in Belarus) has a different point of view about the current events: "The origins of this crisis lie in an excessive increase in lending and an increase in the level of pay to a level where the economy could not afford it". As for the public opinion, with A. Lukashenko  put  on  top of the blame list for the crisis combusted in the foreign exchange market (Table 5), this opinion is actually on the analyst’s side, as there are no other political actors able to increase the level of pay of Belarusians either in the country, or in the world.
	Table 5

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, who is to blame for the foreign exchange crisis in Belarus in March-May 2011?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	President
	44.5

	Government
	36.7

	World crisis
	27.0

	Black marketeers
	16.6

	The West
	6.3

	Russia
	3.9

	Opposition
	1.6

	DA
	8.8


"The voice of the people is the voice of God" tabulated in Table 5 once again does not agree with the official view of the current events. A. Lukashenko spoke out this view on 27 May at the meeting devoted to acute economic issues. A quote from the official press release, "On the attitude to authorities – "who is to blame for your life going worse?" – the greater number of people, approximately 25%, answered that "we have only ourselves to blame". "Surprising. It is unusual for Belarusians that a quarter of population think that the blame is on them", the president said.

By one per cent fewer people (24%) think that it is the world financial crisis to blame. Approximately 20% blame the Government and local authorities, and 10%, the president of the country.

"If we speak about personas, the blames are primarily laid on the National Bank and personally on the head of the National Bank for the actions and inaction that led to this situation", emphasized A. Lukashenko.

The head of the state citing the sociological figures referred to the data of a closed polling. Unfortunately, we do not know the source of a survey so favouring personally A. Lukashenko. Well, according to IISEPS data, A. Lukashenko has always been among the leaders on the list of actors responsible for the worsening of the economic situation in the country (Table 6) being second only to the government. His current top position (Table 5) is a unique phenomenon unparalleled in the modern history of Belarus.
	Table 6

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


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

	Government
	20.6
	22.8
	55.0
	58.1
	52.0
	49.7

	The president
	17.2
	25.6
	46.4
	47.9
	42.5
	49.6

	The West
	2.9
	2.3
	3.9
	5.8
	27.4
	33.0

	Local authorities
	7.1
	15.8
	12.1
	16.1
	24.0
	21.7

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

	Russia
	0.5
	0.5
	11.0
	14.0
	9.9
	12.3

	Business owners
	5.6
	2.7
	–
	10.5
	7.3
	9.4

	Mafia
	14.0
	6.7
	–
	–
	7.9
	7.8

	Mass Media (newspapers, radio, TV)
	2.2
	1.0
	–
	–
	1.6
	1.5

	Other
	24.2
	–
	1.1
	1.0
	1.9
	2.3


	Table 7

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, who is to blame for the foreign exchange crisis in Belarus in March-May 2011?" depending on socio-demographic characteristics and trust in A. Lukashenko*, %


	Variant of answer
	The president
	Government
	World crisis
	Black marketeers

	Gender:

	Male
	54.4
	37.2
	23.0
	11.4

	Female
	36.2
	36.2
	30.3
	20.9

	Age:

	18-29 
	53.7
	37.0
	20.3
	9.5

	30-39 
	59.6
	40.1
	20.6
	13.9

	40-49 
	51.3
	38.0
	25.9
	9.0

	50-59 
	42.3
	40.0
	31.2
	18.8

	60+
	19.8
	30.2
	36.3
	29.9

	Education:

	Primary
	7.4
	17.9
	29.5
	40.0

	Incomplete secondary
	27.4
	31.1
	35.5
	27.1

	Secondary
	43.6
	37.0
	26.6
	16.8

	Vocational
	50.5
	41.1
	26.8
	12.0

	Higher
	54.7
	37.4
	23.6
	11.7

	Trust in the president:

	Trust
	10.4
	21.2
	45.4
	29.4

	Distrust
	68.6
	43.9
	13.3
	7.4

	* The table should be read across


The data of Table 7 make it possible for us to have a closer look at the actors from Table 5. Expectedly, the representatives of marginal social groups (the elderly and people with low level of education), when allocating responsibility between the president and the government, would give the palm to the government, while "progressive" Belarusians would hold the opposite point of view. The older the respondent, the higher the awareness of the fault of the world crisis and black marketeers in the current situation in Belarus. Contrary, with the growth of the level of education, the pattern turns opposite. The outcome of such a socio-demographic correlation is a material contradiction of opinions of those who trust and who distrust A. Lukashenko as regards the extent of culpability of the relevant actors.

As early as March, such traditional a contradiction would not have allowed A. Lukashenko to head "the black list" (Table 5), but in June the president-distrustful "minority" transformed into the "majority" that enabled Batjka to take over the leadership.

The text of A. Lukashenko’s June press conference he conducted for the reporters of the Belarusian Mass Media was published under the heading Things Will Work Out Fine For Us! It is an easy guess that the public has not shared the optimism of the head of the state. In June, while answering the question, "The president A. Lukashenko has recently alleged that "right in the first half of the year the people will forget about today’s situation. We know what to do, and we will ride out this situation, and do it easily". Do you trust this allegation?" 24.5% of respondents chose the optimistic variant "Yes, I do", 65.6% chose the variant "No, I don’t". This is the new structure of the Belarusian optimists and pessimists. Naturally, among the "trusting" prevail the respondents who trust A. Lukashenko. The share of optimists among them made up 87%, and among the non-trusting, only 6.5%.

Even A. Lukashenko is not able to ignore the reality forever. That is why on 23 June, while assessing the role of ex-Chairman of the National Bank P. Prokopovich in the crisis combusted in the forex market, he was forced to admit, "Neither was he right, nor I, nor the government".

Plague of inspectors

N. Gogol’s famous comedy The Government Inspector ends with a dumb show. The thing that made regional officers turn to stone was the information about the arrival of the true inspector. Since then little has changed, and today a visit of a government inspector inspires awe in employees of state and private enterprises. And now, imagine the reaction of IISEPS researchers, who registered in June a massive attack of public auditors attempting to conduct an audit of the results of the fourth presidential elections.

You judge, according to the December poll conducted hotfoot, 51.1% of respondents voted for A. Lukashenko. In June, only 37% acknowledged their vote for Belarusian Batjka (in March, 46.6%). It should be noted, 40.6% confessed they were for A. Lukashenko of 2006. At first sight, it looks logical. In 2006, A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating was higher, i.e. 58.2%. However, it should be remembered that over the past five years separating the fourth presidential elections from the third presidential elections there occurred a natural renewal of the electorate.

Rather a mass waiver of voting for A. Lukashenko by the respondents is taking place for the first time. An attempt to explain this phenomenon by "the fear factor" so popular in the opposition environment would hardly work in this case, because the question is the lowering of A. Lukashenko’s rating, not that of the opposition representatives. Nevertheless, ‘the fear factor’, though inside out, has expressly declared itself. There is good reason that 7.6% of respondents rejected to answer the question concerning the voting in December 2010.

In June, there was conducted a special audit of practically all the questions connected with the fourth presidential elections. Let us consider Table 8. As you know, the opposition did not acknowledge the official voting results having alleged that the leader had not been revealed on 19 December. Consequently, there came a claim of the second round of voting. In December, the ratio of the contented/discontented with A. Lukashenko’s victory in the first round was 2.5. In half a year, it reduced to 1.5. One should pay attention to the reduction of the share of "difficult-to-answer" respondents.
	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Was the president, in your opinion, elected in the first round or should a second round have been held?", %


	Variant of answer
	12'10
	06'11

	President was elected in the first round
	57.5
	50.2

	A second round should have been held
	23.3
	34.1

	DA
	19.2
	15.7


The sight is also recovering as regards the belief that the presidential elections were free and fair (Table 9). In 2006, the superiority of "believers" over the skeptical was overwhelming. In 2010, the share of the former reduced by 6.8 points, the share of the latter, vice versa, grew by 5.1 points. In June, in the course of the audit the December assessments were revised. As a result, the shares of "believers" and "skeptics" practically leveled.
	Table 9

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think the presidential elections in Belarus 
on 19, December 2010 were free and just?", %


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

	Yes
	61.2
	54.4
	43.2

	No
	27.2
	32.3
	41.7

	DA/NA
	11.6
	13.3
	15.1


	Table 10

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Are the elections results announced by the Central Election Committee real or rigged, in your opinion?", %


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

	Definitely real
	38.1
	32.7
	18.5

	More likely real
	25.6
	29.9
	27.7

	More likely rigged
	14.1
	16.2
	23.7

	Definitely rigged
	14.9
	13.2
	20.1

	DA/NA
	7.3
	8.0
	10.0


Let us proceed from the notions of "freedom" and "justice" somewhat abstract for common people to a more material notion of "fraud" (Table 10). The sum of the two first lines of the second column equals to 62.6%, and that of the third column, 46.3%. The total loss made up 16.3 points, which is significantly more than in the previous case (11.2 points), herewith, the main reduction occurred in the first line ("Definitely real").
The popularity of the theme of split of the Belarusian society after the violent suppression of the protest action in the Nezavisimosti square on 19 December has grown considerably among the Belarusian experts. A. Lukashenko himself still doubts as regards presence/absence of the split. One day on the New Year’s eve he would address separately to "the minority" and to "the majority", another day he resorts to his usual slogan "We are a united people!" (Address-2011). Such lack of consistency is not typical for the public opinion. See Table 11. The first three columns reflect the results of the polls conducted upon the presidential elections. In December 2010, A. Lukashenko’s victory was assessed as a factor widening the split of the Belarusian community by more than a third of respondents (35.3%). Throughout the six months that passed after the presidential elections the head of the state was fully engaged in the media activity. The result of this activity is reflected in column four. This being the case, "the minority" has transformed into "majority", and vice versa.
	Table 11

	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
	06'11

	Favored the unity of the Belarusian society
	37.7
	55.9
	43.1
	31.5

	Favored the split of the Belarusian society
	29.1
	27.1
	35.3
	44.9

	DA/NA
	33.2
	17.0
	21.6
	23.6


It is commonly supposed that the Belarusian society may be in two states: in the dormant state and in the aroused state. The level of arousal of the society (similar to the level of arousal of a single person) may fluctuate within a wide range. In early nineties of the XX century, we could observe the maximum comparable in its amplitude with the arousal of 1917. In both the first and the second cases, the public arousal was generated by the collapse of the statehood.

Public arousal is also recorded in the course of the presidential campaigns. Belarusians elect not a president, Belarusians choose the fortune. One could not but become aroused! However, the level of arousal does not go beyond reasonable, and when the elections are over, the society quite quickly recovers its habitual dormant state. This tried-and-true scenario has failed in 2011. The elections have passed, but the arousal has not toned down, on the contrary, it began to swell. The revision of the election results is one of the indicators of this failure.

The president of "minority"

The theme of the split of the Belarusian society is, perhaps, the focal point of IISEPS research. After the events of 19 December, A. Lukashenko also could not but address this issue, though he, usually, speaks not about the split, but about "the majority" and "the minority". Let us give a relevant quote from Address-2011: "I’d like to emphasize once again: we are not at all against democracy nor all the forms of people power, when the will of the majority of people becomes the living base of the state, while the opinion of the minority is considered in social processes".

Remarkable words! Democracy is when "the will of the majority of people becomes the living base of the state". One can’t but agree, the only question is whose will A. Lukashenko represents today, that of "the majority" or that of "the minority"? Table 12 shows the dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s rating for the last eighteen months (the trust rating, i.e. the share of positive answers to the question "Do you trust in the president A. Lukashenko?"). The highest figure was reached in December, which is just natural. During the three months past the presidential elections, the trust rating fell by 7.1 points. Annoying, but not lethal. Another three months passed, and the drop equaled already to 14.3 points!
	Table 12

	Dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s trust rating, %


	Date
	03'10
	06'10
	09'10
	12'10
	03'11
	06'11

	A. Lukashenko’s trust rating
	49.8
	54.3
	49.7
	55.0
	47.9
	33.6


Besides the trust rating, there exists the distrust rating, too. In December, the distrust rating made up 34.1%, in March, 42.0%, in June, 53.8%. Let’s refer to the text of Address-2011: "But there is a small miserly minority in our society, the very few renegades. Such as these mentally unbalanced persons, who may be abused any time by the people knowing which way the wind blows. And then I warned, Well, if you want, we will go there – we will allow full freedom and democracy, but you mind, it will carry consequences". And so they came, but not at the moment of freedom and democracy so kindly, and to such a full extent, granted by "the lord", they came at the stage of "screw tightening".

Actually, there happened a castling of the trust rating and distrust rating, which means a reshuffle of "the majority" and "the minority". Correspondingly, there happened a castling of A. Lukashenko’s legitimacy: he does not enjoy the support of the Belarusian majority any more.

Taking into consideration the fact that the presidency institution in Belarus is the backbone of the state, there occurred a meltdown in the trust ratings of all state institutions (Table 13). The third column shows the rate of rating change (the difference of the second and first columns). The five leaders appeared to be the president, whose trust rating fell by 19.1 points, then come the government (–18), governmental mass media (–13.7), CEC (–12.9) and political parties supporting the acting government (–12.1).
	Table 13

	Dynamics of trust in governmental and non-governmental institutions, %


	Institutions
	Trust
	Difference

	
	12'10
	06'11
	

	Christian Orthodox Church
	68.3
	63.3
	–5.0

	Non-governmental mass media
	46.3
	46.2
	–0.1

	Army
	53.6
	45.4
	–8.2

	Independent research centers 
	44.0
	44.6
	+0.6

	Courts
	49.0
	43.4
	–5.6

	Public defender’s office
	49.9
	43.2
	–6.7

	International organizations (UN, EU, OCSE, European Parliament, European Council, etc.)
	38.7
	43.0
	+4.3

	Governmental mass media
	52.9
	39.2
	–13.7

	Public prosecution office
	47.3
	38.1
	–9.2

	Catholic Church
	35.4
	38.0
	+2.6

	Local Executive Committees
	43.5
	36.5
	–7.0

	President
	55.0
	35.7
	–19.3

	Militia
	45.6
	35.3
	–10.4

	Central Election Committee
	47.5
	34.6
	–12.9

	Local Deputy Councils
	41.2
	34.6
	–6.6

	KGB
	43.2
	33.8
	–9.4

	Government
	51.6
	33.6
	–18.0

	Free and independent trade unions
	33.3
	33.5
	+0.2

	Business associations
	36.2
	33.5
	–2.7

	State research centers
	42.9
	33.0
	–9.9

	Human rights organizations 
	38.0
	32.6
	–5.4

	National Assembly
	35.7
	27.7
	–8.0

	Trade unions members of the Federation of Trade Unions
	35.4
	27.6
	–7.8

	Political parties supporting the acting government
	33.8
	21.7
	–12.1

	Opposition political parties
	16.3
	20.1
	+3.8

	Protestant Church
	18.4
	17.4
	–1.0


Traditionally, the three leaders in Belarus are the president, the Christian Orthodox Church, and the Army. Such a high rating of the latter two should not seem surprising. These institutions play a symbolic role in social life; people’s trust in them is not connected with their current achievements, but rather with  people’s  natural need for nostalgia of "the glorious historical past". However, in June the major symbolic institutions were also overtaken by A. Lukashenko’s falling rating. Hence, the trust in the Army reduced by 8.2 points, and the trust in the Orthodox Church, by 5 points.

The weakening of the trust in the governmental institutions has not led to an adequate growth in the trust in non-governmental institutions. A relative success of opposition parties is a sweet exception that shouldn’t be exaggerated. Plus 3.8 points is not a motive for optimistic hopes of escape from "the opposition ghetto". The nature of the Belarusian electoral environment is different from that of the majority of the European countries with their classical two-party system. 

Let us proceed from the trust rating to the electoral rating (Table 14). In June answering the open question, "If tomorrow there were new presidential elections in Belarus, who would you vote for?" – 29.3% of respondents filled in the surname of the head of the state in the questionnaire. From the December peak the electoral rating has fell by 23.7 points. One step down to the historical minimum recorded in March 2003 and that one is just as wide as a statistical error.
	Table 14

	Dynamics of electoral rating of A. Lukashenko, %


	Date
	03'03
	03'09
	03'10
	06'10
	09'10
	10'10
	12'10
	03'11
	06'11

	A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating
	26.2
	39.2
	42.7
	45.6
	39.0
	44.0
	53.0
	42.9
	29.3


As in the case of the trust ratings, the downfall of A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating has not had an impact on the level of electoral support of his political opponents. Their June rates does not differ significantly from the December ones. The three leaders are A. Sannikov (7.4%), V. Neklyaev (5.4%), and A. Mikhalevich (2.7%). Where have the votes lost by A. Lukashenko gone, then? The main beneficiary of June proved to be a politician named Difficult to answer/No answer. For half a year his rating has grown from 23.6 to 33.1% and thus, surpassed the rating of the fourthly-all-people’s-elected.

The reason for the politician DA/NA’s success is no way associated with his personal charisma. He does not have any at all. His success results from A. Lukashenko’s inability to cope with the problems facing the society and the state. The data of Table 15 let us resolve this inability into components.

The main problem, as expected, lies in A. Lukashenko’s inability to secure an economic recovery and growth in the common welfare. The negative balance in this ‘nomination’ was recorded in the crisis-stricken 2009, too. However, the difference between the positive and negative assessments then was trifle. Yet, in June the misfortune of the head of state in the economic battlefield superseded his success almost five times, the same in other battlefields he couldn’t hold the positions of two years ago. It should be noted that less than a third of respondents believed in stability preserving in June.
	Table 15

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, how well has A. Lukashenko as the president of the country dealt with the following problems facing the country recently?" *, %


	Variant of answer
	Successfully
	Not successfully

	
	09'09
	06'11
	09'09
	06'11

	Preserving social stability
	62.5
	29.6
	27.3
	60.4

	Strengthening international positions of the country
	46.5
	21.2
	38.8
	64.5

	Fight against corruption
	43.5
	35.4
	40.8
	49.4

	Securing social justice
	43.1
	30.8
	40.9
	57.5

	Economic recovery, growth in welfare
	41.0
	15.8
	45.8
	75.7

	Fight against bureaucracy
	37.9
	31.6
	43.2
	56.8

	Safeguarding democracy and political freedom
	33.6
	25.7
	47.8
	59.3

	* The table should be read across


	Table 16

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, why do so many people trust the president A. Lukashenko?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'09
	06'11

	People don’t see anyone else they could rely on
	44.2
	46.6

	People hope that he will be able to cope with the problems of the country in future
	25.3
	31.9

	People made sure that he copes with the problems of the country successfully and trustworthily
	24.6
	11.9

	DA/NA
	5.9
	9.6


Two years ago, every fourth Belarusian believed that a high public trust rating of A. Lukashenko is connected with his particular achievements (Table 16). Today, the share of citizens, who give a positive assessment of the head of state "according to his work", has reduced to 10.9%. The public opinion has grown even surer as regards the absence of alternative main source of trust. Hence, the question "If not him, then who should it be?", despite a drastic downfall of A. Lukashenko’s rating, has not become less acute. Now former representatives of "the majority", waived the trust in yesterday’s idol, have not found an answer to the above question, yet. Most likely, they have not matured yet to direct their eyes to the numerous opposition candidates, while there are no bids to become "a politician" among top clerks.

Some two years ago, a difficult for the public opinion question, "How do you see the image of the incumbent president?", baffled 10% of respondents (Table 17). In the present difficult economic situation the assessment of the head of state’s image did not create any special problem for the respondents. The president-reformer of 1994 turned into a person, whose only concern is consolidation of his own power, and the key condition for its consolidation is the old command system. A. Lukashenko himself is facilitating creation of such an opinion in Belarusians. Let us cite his favorite mantra he repeats in his public performances more and more often: "We shall not bate an inch of our socio-economic model. We have been going our own way and we shall go on".
	Table 17

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


	Variant of answer
	10'94*
	01'07
	09'09
	06'11

	He is going the way of reforms pursuing his aim slowly but 
in the right direction
	39.2
	38.9
	33.1
	23.1

	He is just willing to consolidate his power
	12.1
	22.8
	30.8
	35.8

	He is willing to preserve the old command system
	6.2
	13.0
	13.9
	18.6

	He is coining slogans without concrete actions
	17.7
	8.3
	12.7
	12.7

	He is changing the situation in a quality and 
revolutionary manner
	18.4
	11.0
	7.8
	9.2

	* The data of the polling conducted by Public Opinion Service


"Our own" socio-political model presupposes con centration of power in the hands of one person. Such  monopoly would be impossible without support of "the majority". Therefore, based on this support the Constitution of 1996 was drawn up anew. A state of discomfort, in which the representatives of the former "majority" have appeared today, has devaluated the trust in the alchemy of the power concentrated in the hands of one person (Table 18). This is a key conclusion one could arrive at by virtue of the last poll. It is not A. Lukashenko, who has come to the end of his tether; it is the authoritarian government that has depleted its resources.
	Table 18

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


	Variant of answer
	09'09
	06'11

	It gives the country nothing positive
	36.0
	59.1

	It does Belarus good
	44.4
	26.2

	DA/NA
	19.6
	14.7


However, such challenging a conclusion does not mean that the crisis has fostered qualitative changes in the Belarusian society. The very fact of delisting from "the majority" does not turn a person into a bearer of modern values. Yes, it’s true, they have disillusioned as regards the authoritarian government’s ability to provide for the improvement of their financial standing, a $ 500 salary proved to be a carrot the government was holding in front of their noses at a long fishing-rod, yet not allowing to savor it. The former "majority" have understood the fraud. Now, they are striving to find a new political actor able to establish an uninterrupted supply of carrots, preferably according to the European standard.

And again about the split

IISEPS analysts have addressed the theme of the split of the Belarusian society quite frequently. For instance, according to the national poll results in March 2009 (see IISEPS News No.1 2009), this split is mainly caused by the people’s approach to the major political problems in the country.

It would not be an exaggeration to say that today, and for more than ten years already, such a political problem has been associated with the person of the head of the state A. Lukashenko. Some people hate him, consider him usurper undeserving not only of the president’s post, but any management position at all. Others, on the contrary, adore him giving him every support, turning a blind eye to the egregious facts of immoral behaviour and dishonesty, let alone violation of laws and the Constitution. This split is also determined by age and gender, place of residence, etc. However, the main thing is the split in the minds and hearts of Belarusians.

The June poll has confirmed the above especially as regards the last presidential elections. As is seen in Table 19, while 37% of respondents declared that they had voted  for A. Lukashenko, his opponents had taken just a little fewer votes, i.e. 29.5% (other respondents either gave a different answer, or evaded the issue at all).
	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who did you vote for at the presidential elections 
on 19 December?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	For A. Lukashenko
	37.0

	For his opponents
	29.5

	Another variant/DA/NA
	33.5


It is quite natural that the voters of A. Lukashenko take the world much differently, as compared to his opponents; the former take the reality differently, they think differently, they have different preferences and interests. Let us consider these differences using the respondents’ answers to the questions concerning acute problems of the present day.

The data of Table 20 show that even in socio-demographic terms the difference between A. Lukashenko’s voters and his opponents’ voters is rather significant. Thus, while two thirds of A. Lukashenko’s voters are women, the voting body of his opponents is represented by men at 57.6%.

A. Lukashenko’s voters are significantly older and less educated. As for their geographic settlement, they predominate in Grodno Region and Gomel Region, in contrast to Minsk Region, where the opponents’ voters prevail. A. Lukashenko’s voters are slightly more numerous in small towns and villages, while the voters of his opponents live mostly in big cities. An overwhelming majority of the former are pensioners (44.3%), meanwhile, 77.1% of the latter are employed (what is especially prominent, is the employment of the opponents’ voters in the private sector!) Moreover, another prominent feature is a higher level of financial standing of the opponents’ voters.
	Table 20

	Socio-demographic characteristics of the voters of A. Lukashenko and his opponents, %


	Variant of answer
	"Who did you vote for at the presidential elections on 19 December?"

	
	For A. Lukashenko

(37.0)
	For another candidate (29.7)

	Gender:

	Male (45.4)*
	33.4
	57.6

	Female (54.6)
	66.6
	42.4

	Age:

	18-29 (23.2)
	13.7
	25.9

	30-49 (36.3)
	25.0
	44.3

	50 plus (40.5)
	61.4
	29.9

	Education:

	Lower than secondary (13.4)
	25.5
	3.8

	Secondary (36.7)
	34.1
	36.3

	Above secondary (49.9)
	40.5
	60.0

	Residency (region):

	Minsk (19.4)
	15.5
	29.9

	Minsk Region (15.1)
	11.7
	25.8

	Brest and Brest Region (14.4)
	13.6
	10.1

	Grondo and Grodno Region (11.3)
	15.1
	5.8

	Vitebsk and Vitebsk Region (13.3)
	13.8
	15.2

	Mogilev and Mogilev Region (11.7)
	10.9
	6.7

	Gomel and Gomel Region (14.8)
	19.4
	6.5

	Type of settlement:

	Big cities (more than 50 thou. dwellers) (56.4)
	52.9
	58.1

	Towns and villages (43.6)
	47.1
	41.9

	Status (as to the place of employment, study):

	Private sector employees (23.4)
	10.4
	35.1

	Public sector employees (40.4)
	38.7
	42.0

	Student (6.1)
	3.6
	7.0

	Pensioner (25.1)
	44.3
	11.0

	Average income per family member (including salaries and wages, pensions, allowances and other extra earnings) for the previous month:

	Below MCB (39.0)
	44.3
	33.1

	Above MCB (60.9)
	55.7
	66.7

	* Hereinafter in brackets the results for the whole poll are shown


The differences, of course, are not limited to demographic characteristics. Economic preferences of these two groups differ dramatically, too (Table 21).

As can be seen, even the distribution of answers to the question about the impact of the price increase on the life of the respondents shows that while A. Lukashenko’s voters are quite seriously concerned with this problem, the voters of his opponents are not only concerned, but are genuinely shocked thereat. Moreover, while 81.5% of the op-ponents’ voters admitted that their financial standing had worsened for the last three months, amid A. Lukashenko’s voters there were "only" 66.9% of such respondents. Three fourths of the opponents’ supporters are rather pessimistic about the socio-economic future of the country. As regards A. Lukashenko’s supporters, though almost every fourth of them (22.6%) hopes for the improvement of the situation in the near future, meanwhile, almost 37% tend to be pessimistic about it.

Quite expectedly, almost 92% of the opponents’ voters expressly remarked the occurrence of the crisis in the economy of our country. What is even more surprising is that 69.3% of A. Lukashenko’s voters disavowed his frequent "no crisis" declarations. Anyway, own feelings give a more adequate understanding of the real state of things than one could learn from Batjka’s new TV-campaigns.

	Table 21

	Economic preferences of the voters of A. Lukashenko and his opponents, %


	Variant of answer
	"Who did you vote for at the presidential elections on 19 December?"

	
	For A. Lukashenko

(37.0)
	For another candidate (29.7)

	What impact does the increase in prices for food products, manufactured goods, housing, education, medical and other services have on your everyday life?

	It doesn’t actually have any impact, as the increase in prices is compensated by the growth of income (2.2)
	2.1
	1.1

	It does have an impact and it is worrisome (24.7)
	29.7
	15.6

	It has a serious impact and arouses strong concern (38.3)
	39.6
	38.5

	I’m genuinely shocked at the price rise (34.2)
	28.1
	44.1

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

	Improved (1.6)
	2.8
	0.6

	Not changed (23.2)
	29.1
	16.0

	Worsened (73.4)
	66.9
	81.5

	In your opinion, how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the near future?

	It will improve (11.9)
	22.6
	3.2

	It will not change (20.3)
	26.3
	14.5

	It will get worse (55.5)
	36.8
	75.7

	Do you think the Belarusian economy is experiencing a crisis?

	Yes (81.5)
	69.3
	91.9

	No (8.4)
	16.6
	2.9

	In your opinion, who is to blame for the foreign exchange crisis in Belarus in March-May 2011? (more than one answer is possible)

	President (44.5)
	16.9
	76.8

	Government (36.7)
	28.5
	42.8

	Global crisis (27.0)
	37.1
	19.6

	Black marketeers (16.6)
	25.3
	9.4

	The West (6.3)
	9.8
	2.6

	Russia (3.9)
	6.2
	2.0

	Opposition (1.6)
	3.2
	0.2

	The president A. Lukashenko has recently alleged that "right in the first half of the year the people will forget about today’s situation. We know what to do, and we will ride out this situation, and do it easily". Do you trust this allegation?

	No, I don’t (65.6)
	36.3
	90.4

	Yes, I do (24.5)
	50.7
	4.7

	Please, say, what is more important: improvement of the economic standing of Belarus or independence of the country?

	Improvement of the economic standing of Belarus (65.0)
	60.1
	69.4

	Independence of the country (28.9)
	34.6
	25.1


Yet, they won’t turn their cult-hero in right away! So, answering the question about the one to blame in the combusted foreign exchange crisis, the majority of them referred to the global crisis (37.1%), the government (28.5%) and notorious black marketeers (25.3%). Only 16.9% put the blame on their leader, though it is not so little. It is quite clear, the opponents’ voters put the main blame for the problems with foreign currency namely on A. Lukashenko (76.8%). The government also caught it bad: 42.8%.

The answers to the question on the level of trustworthiness of A. Lukashenko’s allegation concerning soon cessation of economic problems also confirm that the president’s support will not get weaker in an instant. More than a half of his voters (50.7%) still trust this allegation. Among his opponents, of course, nine of ten voters are not inclined to believe unreasonable allegations.
However, the answers to the question, whether the independence of the country or the improvement of its economic standing is more important, leave at least perplexed. Seemingly, for the voters of A. Lukashenko’s opponents, independence is a lasting value conscious Belarusians have been advocating for many years. Yet, as can be seen, while among A. Lukashenko’s voters every third respondent attached high value to independence even at the expense of better financial standing, among his opponents only every fourth valued independence higher, and almost 70% would prefer to exchange independence for a piece of bread. Let it be bread with butter. To tell the truth, among A. Lukashenko’s voters there are also many with the same preferences, more than 60%. Still, the trend is rather alarming.

This issue lets us logically proceed to analytical assessment of political views of both groups of voters (Table 22). As can be seen, here the mirror distribution of answers showed to the fullest extent. While 53.6% of A. Lukashenko’s voters think that the country is developing in the right direction, 88.3% of his opponents’ voters believe to the contrary. The last elections are deemed to have been free and just by 83.2% of A. Lukashenko’s voters, while among the voters of his opponents 84.8% are of the opposite opinion. 88.1% of A. Lukashenko’s voters believe the results of the elections declared by CEC are real. Conversely, 84.4% of his opponents’ voters consider these results rigged. While 82.4% of the opponents’ voters reckon that A. Lukashenko’s victory has fostered widening of the split of the Belarusian society, 65.6% of his proponents hold the opposite view.

	Table 22

	Political views of the voters of A. Lukashenko and his opponents, %


	Variant of answer
	"Who did you vote for at the presidential elections on 19 December?"

	
	For A. Lukashenko

(37.0)
	For another candidate (29.7)

	In your opinion, is the state of affairs in our country generally developing in the right or in the wrong direction?

	In the wrong direction (61.8)
	35.1
	88.3

	In the right direction (26.1)
	53.6
	4.7

	Do you think the presidential elections in Belarus on 19 December 2010 were free and just?

	No (43.2)
	6.1
	84.8

	Yes (41.7)
	83.2
	7.1

	Are the elections results announced by the Central Election Committee real or rigged, in your opinion?

	Definitely / more likely real (46.2)
	88.1
	10.7

	More likely / definitely rigged (43.8)
	4.9
	84.4

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

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the widening of the split of the Belarusian society (44.9)
	11.0
	82.4

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the unity of the 
Belarusian society (31.5)
	65.6
	7.5

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

	It gives the country nothing positive (59.1)
	24.4
	91.9

	It does Belarus good (26.2)
	57.3
	2.9

	What is your attitude to the protest actions, which took place after the presidential elections
of 19 December 2010?

	I approve thereof (26.6)
	3.2
	61.8

	It makes no difference to me (24.4)
	19.0
	18.4

	I disapprove thereof (43.7)
	75.6
	14.8

	Do you feel yourself in opposition to the ruling government?

	Yes (25.8)
	2.7
	57.9

	No (60.3)
	87.7
	30.4


Almost 92% of A. Lukashenko’s opponents emphasize that the concentration of all power in his hands does only harm to the country, while 57.3% of his proponents have the alternative opinion. While the majority of the opponents’ voters (61.8%) look with favour on the protest actions, which took place after the elections of 19 December, even more of A. Lukashenko’s voters (75.6%), on the contrary, disapprove thereof.

Lastly, 58% of voters of alternative candidates for the top political office listed themselves within the opposition. As regards A. Lukashenko’s voters, it is quite clear, why 87.7% do not consider themselves in opposition. However, it is not clear, why there are 2.7% among them of those, who having supported A. Lukashenko in the elections, still think they are in opposition to the government.

Let us consider foreign policy preferences of both voting groups (Table 23). As can be seen, A. Lukashenko’s group, in spite of permanent conflicts combusting between the government of Bela- rus and our eastern neighbor, nevertheless, is more inclined to further integration exactly in this direction. Thus, at a hypothetic referendum only 40.2% of A. Lukashenko’s voters would vote against the union with Russia, while among his opponents’ voters as much as 56.9% would vote that way (it is curious that in both groups an approximately equal number of respondents, and exactly about a third, favored such integration).

	Table 23

	Foreign policy preferences of the voters of A. Lukashenko and his opponents, %


	Variant of answer
	"Who did you vote for at the presidential elections on 19 December?"

	
	For A. Lukashenko

(37.0)
	For another candidate (29.7)

	If a referendum were held today on the integration of Belarus and Russia, how would you vote?

	Against integration (47.8)
	40.2
	56.9

	For integration (31.4)
	34.1
	31.5

	I would not take part in voting (12.9)
	18.3
	6.1

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

	For (45.1)
	21.3
	70.5

	Against (32.4)
	49.7
	18.6

	I would not take part in voting (14.9)
	21.7
	6.4

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

	European Union membership (44.5)
	24.8
	65.3

	Integration with Russia (35.3)
	50.2
	24.1

	The EU and the USA have imposed new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – almost 200 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 think it is bad. And what is your opinion?

	It is bad (33.3)
	50.7
	18.5

	It is good (25.6)
	6.7
	51.4

	It makes no difference to me (32.8)
	35.8
	25.6

	The European Union and the USA are planning to impose economic sanctions against a number of Belarusian enterprises aiming to force the Belarusian government stop violation of the human rights and release the persons convicted in the case of mass protests of 19 December 2010. What is your attitude to the above plans?

	Negative (35.0)
	53.4
	23.0

	Positive (27.5)
	8.1
	48.9

	It makes no difference to me (25.3)
	27.1
	21.3


The idea of Belarus joining EU is rather unpopular among A. Lukashenko’s voters; almost one half (49.7%) would vote nay at the relevant hypothetic referendum ("aye", only 21.3%). Conversely, among his opponents, as much as 70.5% of voters would choose in favor of Belarus membership in EU ("against", only 18.6%).

The controversy of the geopolitical preferences of both groups is especially prominent, if the question on the integration direction is put alternatively. In this case, we observe almost mirror distribution of answers: 50.2% of A. Lukashenko’s voters are in favor of the integration with Russia ("against", twice as little), while 65.3% of his opponents’ voters are in favour of EU membership ("against", only 24.1%).
A similar mirror effect is observed in the distribution of answers to the questions on sanctions in respect of the government of Belarus and a number of Belarusian enterprises for rigging of the results of the presidential elections, violation of the human rights and repressions against the participants of the peace protest actions. As the data suggest, while an absolute majority of A. Lukashenko’s voters disapprove of such sanctions, a similar majority of his opponents’ voters, on the contrary, have a positive attitude thereto.

To crown all the above said, it should be emphasized that the more often "a mirror effect" is recorded in the distribution of answers to various questions of social nature in our analytics, the more reasonable sounds the idea of a deep and wide split in the Belarusian society. As you can see, this "mirror effect" proved persistent.

Your turn, "strongmen"!

Crises tend to reduce the distance between the people and power, but they can increase it, too. An example of a crisis of the first type is the Great Patriotic War. It was felt as a common woe, and for that reason, people could endure it only in cohesion. Economic crises internal by origin do not have any such integrating power. They force the citizens to search individual ways of survival. Such search usually results in further atomization of the society and widening of the split in the line of "government-society".

The fact that the current crisis has not come to Belarus either with the western or eastern wind is doubtless for the majority of our people (see Table 5 in the article "Neither was he right, nor I, nor the government"). It is no wonder, that despite all the state propaganda efforts to evoke a response in citizens with the help of the slogan "Belarus, the state for the people!" – the June poll revealed a double reduction of the share of respondents, who believe the purpose and intention of the authorities and the people (Table 24) to be united. Notably, the above-mentioned reduction occurred not from the level of the fertile 2006, but from the level of the crisis-stricken March of 2009.
	Table 24

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If we recollect the whole history of Belarus, what can you say about the relationships of the authorities and the people in our country?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	06'11

	Most often the authorities and the people have single purpose and intention
	23.3
	11.5

	The authorities and the people have different interests, but in the hard times of 
disturbances, external threat, their purposes and intentions are united
	33.1
	29.7

	Even in the most challenging times, the authorities live their own life, separate from the people
	26.5
	37.6

	The authorities and the people always confront each other
	8.7
	13.4

	DA/NA
	8.4
	7.8


For less than two years, the share of skeptics, who do not believe in the integrating power of "hard times", has grown remarkably (from 26.5% to 37.6%). The ranks of those who believe that "the power and the people always confront" have swelled by 4.7 points. In this background, the below quoted excerpt from the address of the participants of the fourth All-Belarusian People’s Assembly seems a bit beside the mark, "Our purpose, that is construction of the state for the people, is unchanged. Such policy along with successive provision of civil rights and freedoms and cooperation of governmental authorities with civil social bodies acts to preserve national and inter-confessional accord on the Belarusian land, secures stability and civil peace in the country".

Moreover, the growing hostility between the government and the community is confirmed by the dynamics of answering the question, "In your opinion, who does the president A. Lukashenko mainly rely on?" (Table 25). Over five years, the public opinion has lowered the "reliance rating" of common people from 34.3% to 19.3%, and that of the villagers, from 30.2% to 23.5%. Pensioners still continue to perform the duty of the basic pillar of the regime properly, though the same can be said about the representatives of the presidential top-down command structure together with the many state officials of lower rank.
	Table 25

	Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, who does the president 
A. Lukashenko mainly rely on?", % (more than one answer is possible)


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

	Presidential top-down command structure
	37.0
	39.7
	39.3
	37.9

	Military men, the Ministry of the Interior, the KGB
	48.6
	37.8
	45.4
	52.5

	Pensioners
	41.4
	37.7
	45.0
	39.4

	State officials
	20.5
	27.2
	27.7
	23.8

	Common people
	34.2
	24.1
	24.2
	19.3

	Villagers
	30.2
	23.8
	30.2
	23.5

	Directors of large enterprises
	13.5
	12.8
	13.4
	12.0

	Specialists
	9.9
	8.4
	8.5
	7.2

	Cultural and scientific elite
	8.3
	4.0
	4.6
	4.1

	Businessmen
	4.5
	2.2
	3.5
	2.5


The second line needs special commenting. In the crisis-stricken 2009, the role of "strongmen" in retaining A. Lukashenko’s power diminished. They had to make room for office workers headed by top-officials of the economic governmental bloc. As campaigners against falling external demand for Belarusian products "the strongmen" proved useless, meanwhile the economic crisis that year did not turn into a political one. However, closer to the presidential elections (the third column) the public opinion raised "the reliance rating" of the shoulder-boards marking it up to the record level in June of the current year. In this case, the public opinion played the role of a mirror reflecting the enhancement of the role of repression mechanisms in the reproduction of the personal power of "Europe’s last dictator".

Besides the above, it reflected the fruitlessness of A. Lukashenko’s efforts aimed at liberalization of the Belarusian economy. All professional groups, whose activity is directly connected with economic development, stayed in the bottom of the table. Total absence of dynamics within the four bottom lines is an excellent proof of the steadiness of the economic line the country has been pursuing for 17 years already, isn’t it!

The enhanced hostility between the people and the government naturally affects the assessment of personal and business qualities of "the people who are in power now". The data of Table 26 illustrate an overwhelming superiority of negative assessments over the positive ones. Almost a half of average Belarusians treat the representatives of the authorities as "the people who are preoccupied only with their material well-being and career". Namely on such preoccupied persons does A. Lukashenko rely (see Table 25). The share of positive assessments totaled only 12.6% (the fourth line), moreover, "the positive" has fallen by 4.7 points over two years.
	Table 26

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How would you assess the people who are in power now?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	06'11

	These are the people who are preoccupied only with their material well-being and career
	43.5
	45.1

	These are honest, but inconversant people who do not know how to help the country out of the economic crisis
	11.9
	16.4

	These are honest, but weak people who are not able to handle the power and 
secure the order and consistent political line
	12.7
	13.6

	It is a good team of politicians leading the country in the right direction
	17.3
	12.6

	DA/NA
	14.6
	12.3


	Table 27

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, the president and the government should now…?", %


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

	Give freedom to people and only see lest they violate the laws
	53.9
	50.7
	55.0
	62.6
	59.4

	Strictly control political and economic life in the country
	32.5
	36.6
	34.3
	28.1
	31.2

	DA/NA
	13.6
	12.7
	10.7
	9.3
	9.4


The ratio of alternative answers to the question of Table 27 creates an illusion of almost double predomination in the Belarusian society of the citizens able to take care of their well-being on their own (let freedom be given to them) over the authoritarian persons, for whom freedom is contraindicated. Do not ensnare yourself. Democratic rhetoric is a mandatory accessory of modern imitation democracies. It has been successfully assimilated by the representatives of authorities, that is why strict control at the declarative level is no rival of freedom.
The fact of transformation of the pro-Lukashenko "majority" into "minority" recorded in June with the parallel swelling of the opposition "minority" should not mislead you. One should know the difference between chalk and cheese. There isn’t a society that could cardinally change in half a year. The only possible thing is the inversion transition from love to hatred, which we are observing today in fact.

Who will reply for the country?

Judging by the dynamics of the social indicators (see Tables 1-3 in article "Shock and Awe"), there remains less than a quarter of those citizens in Belarus, who have not felt worsening of their financial standing. 73.4% remarked that their financial standing had worsened, and 1.6% said it had improved. The main mechanism of worsening today is not the nominal reduction of salaries, wages and pension payments, but the headline inflation. In the first half of June, 34.2% of respondents emphasized that they were genuinely shocked at the price rise. The share of lucky ducks, whose growing income offset the increase in prices, was not more than a statistical error. In such a microeconomic environment, the share of optimists believing in the improvement of socio-economic situation in the coming year fell from 29.2% (March) down to 11.9%, while the share of pessimists rose from 23% up to 55.5%.

Over the years of Soviet prosperity, Belarusians got used that the power was routing them to the bright future and it was always routing them in the only right direction, that is why the loss of the perspective could not have but affected the trust both in the statehood as a whole and in its main prosopopoeia. The country’s development line was subjected to revision. In half a year after the presidential elections, the share of those trusting in the policy correctness reduced from 54.2% to 26.1%, and correspondingly, the share of opponents of the state development policy grew from 32.5% to 61.8%.

In the background of such dynamics, there have renewed talks in the opposition circles as regards the pending protest actions on the model of those of early 1990-ies. The June poll (Table 28) gives no evidence for such hopes. Confer the second and the fourth columns. In the "fertile" 2006, on the wave of the mobilization euphoria, those willing to rally, go on strikes and hunger-strikes and even to take part in the armed struggle numbered practically the same as in the month of social indices slump. However, if you wish, some optimism may be derived from the comparison of the fourth and the third columns. Each line shows a slight growth, but one should remember that it concerns not the actual readiness of respondents to take part in public protest actions, but only a kind of declaration of intent.

	Table 28

	Dynamics of the readiness to take part in public protest actions, %


	Variant of answer
	08'01
	04'06
	12'10
	06'11

	Rallies, pickets
	16.7
	15.1
	11.8
	16.0

	Strikes
	12.9
	12.5
	8.6
	13.6

	Armed struggle
	2.8
	5.1
	3.8
	5.0

	Hunger strikes
	4.0
	5.7
	4.2
	6.6


The absence of mass willingness in Belarusians to transform their economic discontent into a public protest could embarrass a casual observer accustomed to the European standards of protest behaviour. But along with the European standard, we can observe the formation of the North-African standard right in front of our eyes. Yet, Belarusians, in their turn, cannot get rid of their political "abyyakavastj", to say it in Belarusian (English, apathy), which obviously has the Soviet and pre-Soviet roots.

A typical Belarusian of June 2011 could be identified as "a person discontented". This discontent, as the sociologist Yu. Levada once said, is focused "at everything", from the personal standing to the situation in the country and the governmental policy, etc. At the same time, it is not virtually focused anywhere: it is a kind of rather stable status of the public opinion, a kind of general background for all of the parameters and fluctuations thereof… If we paraphrase a famous ironical wording of 1970-ies ("all complain, but all vote aye"), we can say that now "all complain, all are against, but vote differently, while tolerating everything".

Such type of discontent is usually called "diffusive" in sociological terms. If national polls had been conducted in the USSR in the epoch of the Brezhnev stagnation, they would surely have registered tens of millions of the discontented, however, that discontent spilled out of the tight Khrushchev kitchens only on exceptional cases.

It goes without saying, the protest activity is also restrained by prosy fear. It is not by chance that in the quantitypg of "strongmen" per capita Belarus enjoys a persistent leadership in Europe. Without the powerful repression component, "the state for the people" is not able to maintain social stability. The accrual of fear in the society is illustrated by the data of Table 29. Over 10 years, the share of the answer "All people are afraid" has increased 3.5 times.

Belarusians’ bravery is inversely related to the trust in A. Lukashenko. Among those who trust in the head of the state, 11.7% of respondents selected the last variant of answer, while among the distrusting, 31.2%. This relation is obvious and therefore, needs no comment.
	Table 29

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What do you think about the readiness of the people 
in Belarus to express their political views?", %


	Variant of answer
	02'01
	06'06
	10'10
	06'11

	No one is afraid 
	20.0
	18.6
	18.3
	10.6

	Only some people are afraid
	33.8
	28.5
	16.3
	16.9

	Many people are afraid
	29.5
	40.2
	40.5
	46.1

	All people are afraid
	6.3
	7.9
	18.8
	22.3

	DA
	10.4
	4.8
	6.1
	4.1


	Table 30

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you consider yourself in opposition to the acting 

authorities?", %



	Variant of answer
	09'05
	04'06
	05'07
	06'08
	10'10
	12'10
	06'11

	Yes 
	17.2
	18.5
	16.5
	18.6
	14.9
	18.9
	25.8

	No 
	70.4
	73.3
	72.5
	68.0
	72.4
	72.4
	60.3

	DA/NA
	12.4
	8.2
	11.0
	13.4
	12.7
	8.7
	13.9


The answer to the question, "Do you consider yourself in opposition to the acting authorities?", traditionally understates the share of people opposition minded against A. Lukashenko (Table 30). Thus, in December 2010, 16.3% of respondents listed themselves in the opposition, while 34.1% declared their distrust of Batjka. In June the opposition margin swelled by 3.8 points, while there was plus 18.1 points in the "anti-lukashist" camp. Such an asymmetrical growth is logical. The disappointment of the "majority" representatives with their cult-hero does not mean that they become oppositionists. This fact should be borne in the minds of those, who are nursing new schemes of escape from "the opposition ghetto". Pay attention to the last line. The share of those, for whom it was difficult to answer, has grown by 5.2 points. It proves the problem of self-determination of the former "lukashists".

As in the case of the revision of the results of presidential elections, there have begun a reassessment of the protest action, which took place on the Nezavisimosti square on 19 December (Table 31). This is a direct product of A. Lukashenko’s rating downslide. In June, no national support was given to severe sentences awarded to the opposition activists. 39.6% of respondents thought the sentences unjust. Those, who were sure that the sentences were too mild, rated 6.4 times less, 6.2%. Another 20.2% held that the sentences to some participants of the 19 December action were just, while unjust to the others. The share of those convinced that the sentences were fit for the guilt of the convicts proved similar.
	Table 31

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What do you think about the protest actions that took place after the presidential elections?", %


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

	I approve thereof 
	20.4
	17.4
	26.6

	It makes no difference to me
	–
	24.1
	24.4

	I disapprove thereof
	45.9
	51.8
	43.7

	DA/NA
	33.7
	6.7
	5.3


Little force, in the public opinion, has A. Lukashenko’s attempt to equate the opposition with the Fifth Column. (The term Fifth Column is attributed to the Spanish Nationalist General Emilio Mola. As his army approached Madrid, a message was broadcast that in addition to the four columns of his forces outside the city he had a "fifth column" of his supporters inside the city, able to attack from within at the critical moment).

27.9% of respondents did subscribe to such grave an accusation (Table 32). Approximately the same percentage of Belarusians in June signified their approval of the country’s development line. So, we can state that it is the capacity of the new, pro-Lukashenko "minority" today.
	Table 32

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The head of the state alleged that he "knows about the 
financing of the fifth column from abroad. No chance to break the country! We will destroy any 
fifth or twenty-fifth column". What do you think of this allegation?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	I subscribe to this allegation
	27.9

	I do not subscribe to this allegation
	44.6

	DA/NA
	27.5


If the government will not be able to stop deterioration of the people’s standard of life, "diffusive" discontent will continue to swell, which will be marked by a new minimum of A. Lukashenko’s rating. However, the very growth of "diffusive" discontent will not generate mass efforts, intent on changing the political system. Discontent does not automatically transform into political concern. Reviling amid friends is one thing, taking on the responsibility for the situation in the country is another. Only nationals are capable of this. Yet, it is beyond reason to hope that the income drop will give rise to national responsibility.

Returning according to our geopolitical circuits

The situation in March 2011, when according to IISEPS poll, the level of pro-European aspirations of Belarusians reached the minimum of many years, and the level of pro-Russian aspirations was at minimum, too, did not mean a tendency. In June, the shares of "Belo-Russians" and "Euro-Belarusians" returned to their "normal" levels. In particular, the share of those unwilling to integrate with Russia decreased by five percentage points.

The distribution of answers to the question of Table 33 proved to be similar to the distribution observed in March 2009 and September 2010.

As regards the attitude to Europe, the opposite changes occurred: the share of proponents of Belarus joining the EU slightly reduced, while the share of the opponents of that choice increased (Table 34). The changes as such are slight, but the record-breaking effect has disappeared – similar shares of the proponents and opponents of European integration have been recorded several times in the recent years.
	Table 33

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


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

	For integration
	57.4
	44.9
	43.6
	35.7
	33.1
	32.1
	33.1
	29.8
	29.2
	31.4

	Against integration
	20.9
	28.9
	31.6
	38.8
	43.2
	44.5
	45.4
	46.9
	53.1
	47.8


	Table 34

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If nowadays a referendum were held in Belarus on the 
question, whether Belarus should join the European Union, what would be your choice?", %


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

	Yes, it should
	31.5
	30.1
	34.9
	44.1
	40.7
	36.2
	42.2
	35.3
	48.6
	45.1

	No, it should not
	49.2
	40.6
	36.3
	32.8
	34.6
	37.2
	32.5
	40.6
	30.5
	32.4


"Normalization" also became apparent in the answers to the dichotomous question, in which respondents were asked to make a choice between Russia and Europe (Table 35).
	Table 35

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


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

	Integration with Russia
	56.5
	46.0
	42.4
	42.1
	38.3
	42.1
	41.4
	34.9
	38.1
	31.5
	35.3

	EU membership
	29.2
	30.1
	35.1
	41.4
	42.7
	42.3
	40.4
	41.7
	38.0
	50.5
	44.5

	DA/NA
	14.3
	23.9
	22.5
	16.5
	19.0
	15.6
	18.2
	23.4
	23.9
	18.0
	20.2


The vector of changes is just the same as in Tables 33 and 34. As in the previous case, the June poll indicators virtually matched the indicators recorded over the last two years.

The answers to the questions on the geopolitical choice in the June poll proved in line with the common tendency charted after 2008, i.e. the rebalancing of pro-European and pro-Russian intentions in favor of the former. However, the record data of the March 2011 poll appeared just a fluctuation, a deviation from "the norm" that had formed after 2008.

The fact that the geopolitical indicators appeared within the walls of "the corridor" is especially amazing in the environment of a sharp drop of A. Lukashenko’s popularity rating, him having always enjoyed a specific support of the voters of pro-Russian orientation.

The data of Table 36 suggest a comparison of the situations in March and June 2011. The figures show the pattern of redistribution of the political likings towards the president depending on the respondents’ geopolitical choice.
	Table 36

	Dynamics of the readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko in the groups of different geopolitical choice, %


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

	
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	Who did you vote for at the presidential elections on 19 December? (December 2010)

	For A. Lukashenko
	69.8
	27.0
	59.6

	If tomorrow the presidential elections were held in Belarus, who would you vote for? (March 2011)

	For A. Lukashenko
	65.2
	22.6
	60.2

	If tomorrow the presidential elections were held in Belarus, who would you vote for? (June 2011)

	For A. Lukashenko
	42.2
	13.0
	42.0


Obviously, the readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko weakened within all the groups of geopolitical choice. Among Euro-Belarusians, who have never showed strong inclination to vote for A. Lukashenko, the weakening proved most significant, from March to June 2011 the support of the president in this group decreased almost twice (by 43%). For two other groups: in the group of Belo-Russians it lowered approximately by a third (35%) and in the group of those who had not given preference either to Russia, or to Europe, by 31%.

While at the level of the general geopolitical choice Russia goes head-to-head with the West in the mass mentality of Belarusians, at the national currency level it melts out. Even in the situation of a catastrophic meltdown of the Belarusian rouble exchange rate, the change-over for the Russian rouble proved not so appealing for Belarusians (Table 37).
	Table 37

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Today many have renewed the talks about the desirability of Belarus changeover for the Russian rouble. What is your attitude to this idea?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Negative
	50.0

	Positive
	33.7

	DA
	16.3


	Table 38

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which currency enjoys your strongest confidence?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'04
	09'05
	01'07
	06'08
	12'08
	09'09
	03'10
	03'11
	06'11

	US dollars
	50.1
	43.5
	40.5
	26.7
	41.2
	37.8
	43.2
	56.4
	53

	Euro
	17.5
	16.2
	23.3
	37.3
	19.5
	27.9
	23.9
	17.6
	19.9

	Belarusian roubles
	28.0
	33.7
	32.0
	28.5
	28.8
	27.6
	26.2
	22.7
	16.7

	Russian roubles
	17.5
	16.2
	23.3
	37.3
	19.5
	2.5
	2.7
	1.3
	4.0


Despite the heart-breaking predictions of A. Lukashenko regarding the impending collapse of dollar and euro, Belarusians would hardly rely thereon. And it is not only the lines in the exchange offices that proves it, but also the poll data (Table 38).

The confidence in the Belarusian rouble fell by six percentage points in June. Allowing for devaluation rate, the result is even not so bad. Meanwhile, the confidence in the European currency as compared with the beginning of the year also decreased. Even an acute crisis gave no significant increase of confidence in the Russian rouble, which seems the most likely explanation for the unwillingness of Belarusians to changeover for their neighbour’s currency. However, ‘King USD’ made its comeback.

Though Russia in its appeal is inferior to Europe, some steps and suggestions of Moscow meet with wide support among Belarusians. Yet, sometimes this support is rather paradoxical by character (Table 39).
	Table 39

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Belarus has appealed to Russia for a loan of 3 billion US dollars this year targeted at resolving the foreign currency crisis. The Ministry of Finance of Russia A. Kudrin stated that Russia would give a loan provided that Belarus carried out economic reforms. How would you assess this statement?", %


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

	
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	It is a fair judgment (45.6)
	44.7
	55.3
	28.3

	It is an unfair judgment (37.0)
	39.7
	29.9
	46.5

	DA/NA (17.4)
	15.6
	14.8
	25.2


As can be seen, the proponents of European integration proved most inclined to support the requirement of the Russian government, while the least inclined were the respondents abstaining from any geopolitical choice. Euro-Belarusians do not object that European standards come to their country, even though from Russia.

Frankly speaking, as far as the assessments of a deeper Russian influence on Belarus are concerned, in particular, in the economic sphere, the interrelation with the geopolitical choice proves generally predictable (Table 40).

In general, Belarusians are not inclined to sell out the family silver of the national economy: the viewpoint that these enterprises should not be sold polls simple majority in all the groups. However, among Euro-Belarusians this option has least of all. Even though, among them the viewpoint that these enterprises should not be sold namely to Russia meets with more support as compared to the other two groups. Here, we might see the impact of the fact that for a part of Belarusians "Belarus to Europe" rather means "Away from Russia". Yet, obviously,  not for everybody, a great part of Euro-Belarusians think that we will have to sell the giants of national industry to Russia, or that the main matter is the price.

	Table 40

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Russia has expressed a wish to take over major Belarusian enterprises such as Beltransgaz, MAZ, Belaruskali, etc. What is your attitude to theses plans?", %


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

	
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	The enterprises should not be sold anyway (36.5)
	36.5
	31.7
	47.1

	The enterprises should not be sold to Russia (19.7)
	13.2
	27.4
	14.2

	The enterprises can be sold to Russia for a good price (19.9)
	26.9
	17.9
	11.4

	Belarus has no choice, it will have to sell the enterprises to Russia for the price they give (16.4)
	16.6
	18.2
	12.8


In its turn, among Belo-Russians as against other groups there are twice as many proponents of the viewpoint that the enterprises may be sold to Russia, yet for a good price.

Notably, A. Lukashenko pronouncing in his speeches now the first option, then the third one hits the most popular viewpoints.

Table 40 makes it prominent that the most uncompromising opponents of the sale of large state enterprises are neither the Belo-Russians, nor the Euro-Belarusians, but are those, who hold against the integration either with Russia, or the European Union. These are the people, who fully share the basic target statement of A. Lukashenko, i.e. "not to sell anyway".

Probably, in order to retain the popular support and demonstrate his "coolness", in April A. Lukashenko hurled vulgarities at the heads of EU and Ukraine. However, it didn’t bring him the palm, the majority Belarusians (68.6%) treated those utterances as insufferable rudeness (Table 41).
	Table 41

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Some time ago, the president A. Lukashenko pronounced in public that "unfortunately, there is enough lousiness in the present government of Ukraine", and moreover, "as regards such asses as Barroso, well, there was a Barroso in Portugal, they sacked him and jobbed him into the European Commission. I care less for whatever remark a European official should have plumped out". What is your opinion of these utterances of the president?", %


	Variant of answer 
	Trust in the president
	"If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would be your choice?"

	
	Trust
	Distrust
	DA/NA
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	It is an inadmissible rudeness towards foreign partners
	41.9
	7.2
	18.2
	29.8
	10.6
	27.7

	It is a sore, but admissible assessment of the ill behavior of foreign partners
	42.5
	87.6
	62.2
	60.3
	81.8
	55.4


The president’s "sincerity" in this issue made a negative impression both on the proponents of East and West, even among the president’s supporters the viewpoints have varied almost fifty-fifty. Expectedly, among his opponents, as well as among Euro-Belarusians, the disapproval of his utterances about J. Barroso and the Ukrainian government was virtually unanimous.

The growth of distrust with the authorities also revealed itself in a sharp change of the attitude to the favorite political economic offspring of A. Lukashenko, i.e. the construction of a nuclear power-station in Belarus. Notably, the attitude to this project used to change over the last years: there occurred a transition from the marked predominance of the opponents of the NPS project to the approximate parity of opponents and proponents (Table 42). However, this June there occurred a sharp upsurge of the share of NPS opponents (Table 43).

As can be seen, the fact that an NPS is going to be constructed under a Russian project holds only some people off, though it is a marked share of respondents still. More relevant is the fact that the share of those objecting to the NPS project in principle has reverted to its initial level of 2006, when every second respondent was against this project.
	Table 42

	Dynamics of attitudes to the NPS project in Belarus, %


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

	I approve of it
	30.0
	32.5
	37.4
	39.5
	40.7

	I disapprove of it
	52.2
	47.7
	42.1
	38.2
	38.2

	It makes no difference to me
	13.4
	14.5
	11.7
	16.3
	14.1


	Table 43

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to the construction of a nuclear power-station in Belarus under the Russian project and for the Russian credit money?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Positive
	27.1

	I am not against the NPS project, but I make an objection to it being a Russian project
	16.4

	I am against the construction of an NPS in Belarus in principle
	50.3

	DA/NA
	6.2


The bloody events in Libya are far from Belarusians’ concerns at first sight. Nevertheless, the assessments of these events are to a certain extent determined by the geopolitical choice (Table 44).
	Table 44

	Distribution of answers to the question: "There is a civil war going on in Libya now. Some think that this war is for resources, for oil, others believe that it is the struggle of people against unfair authorities. And what do you think?", %


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

	
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	It is a war for resources, for oil (40.9)
	49.2
	34.7
	39.4

	It is the struggle of people against unfair authorities (40.5)
	34.5
	48.1
	34.3


The opponents and proponents of the official version grouped almost fifty-fifty. However, this parity implies the influence of the geopolitical choice: Belo-Russians are more inclined to the official version, Euro-Belarusians, to the alternative one.

While the Libyan problems are rather far from Belarus, it is not the same with the problem of sanctions, meaning visa and economic sanctions, which have become the reality of the Belarusian policy after 19 December 2010 (Tables 45-46).
	Table 45

	Dynamics of answering the question about entry sanctions imposed by the EU and the USA on the governing body of Belarus, %


	Variant of answer
	"The EU and the USA have imposed new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – dozens 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 think it is bad. And what is your opinion?"

	
	03'11
	06'11

	It is good
	17.5
	25.6

	It is bad
	37.7
	33.3

	It makes no difference to me
	38.9
	32.8

	DA/NA
	5.9
	8.3


	Table 46

	Dynamics of answering the question about impending economic sanctions of the EU and the USA against the governing body of Belarus, %


	Variant of answer
	"The European Union and the USA are planning to impose economic sanctions against a number of Belarusian enterprises aiming to force the Belarusian government stop violation of the human rights and release the persons convicted in the case of mass protests of 19 December 2010. What is your attitude to the above plans?"

	
	03'11
	06'11

	Positive
	16.6
	27.5

	Negative
	44.2
	35

	Indifferent
	39.1
	25.3

	NA
	0.1
	12.2


Consequently, Belarusians in general treat the sanctions rather negatively, than positively, though none of these viewpoints meets with the majority support. Yet, it should be emphasized that in the current quarter of the year the share of the sanctions proponents have grown considerably and makes up approximately 25% of the respondents, while every third respondent lists her/himself as opponent.

Let us also point out that the type of sanctions does not have any material impact on the assessments, though economic sanctions by convention concern a wider circle of people as opposed to personal entry sanctions, yet the percentages of opponents and proponents of either type are about equal.

Table 47 expressly suggests that the predominance of the sanctions proponents occurs only among Euro-Belarusians, even though a quarter of them are against these sanctions. Among Belo-Russians the sanctions opponents number twice as many as the sanctions proponents, and among those, who have not made their geopolitical choice, almost thrice.
	Table 47

	Interrelation between the attitude to sanctions and geopolitical choice, %


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

	
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	The EU and the USA have imposed new sanctions on the governing body of Belarus – dozens 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 think it is bad. And what is your opinion?

	It is good
	18.5
	38.0
	10.7

	It is bad
	43.5
	23.3
	36.2

	The European Union and the USA are planning to impose economic sanctions against a number of Belarusian enterprises aiming to force the Belarusian government stop violation of the human rights and release the persons convicted in the case of mass protests of 19 December 2010. What is your attitude to the above plans?

	Positive
	19.2
	39.5
	13.8

	Negative
	44.3
	26.3
	39.1


To conclude, below are the data showing the distribution of the current situation assessments and political preferences as per geopolitical choice dependant on the socio-demographic characteristics (Table 48).

The age and education, not only according to this poll, but also to the numerous previous ones, determine the geopolitical choice to a material extent: young and educated respondents are more in clined to prefer Europe. There is another notable fact: the groups of elderly people and undereducated people show not only the maximum support of the integration with Russia, but also maximum evading of the question as compared to other groups.

The language behavior has less impact on the geopolitical choice: nevertheless, Europe is most appealing to the Russian-speaking, while Russia, to "Trasyanka" speaking persons.

Quite a relevant determinant proves to be the use of Internet, meanwhile, every step up to a group of more frequent Internet users adds proponents of European choice.

In this context, even those respondents, who use Russian social networks "Vkonakte" and "Odnoklassniki" are less inclined to the integration with Russia than those, who do not use social sites at all or do not know, what it is.

	Table 48

	Factors determining the geopolitical priorities *, % 


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

	
	For integration with Russia
	For EU membership
	DA/NA

	Age:

	18-29 (23.2)
	18.9
	67.0
	14.1

	30-59 (53.6)
	35.5
	45.2
	19.3

	60+ (23.2)
	51.4
	20.4
	28.2

	Education:

	Primary (6.3)
	61.5
	6.3
	32.3

	Incomplete secondary (7.1)
	51.4
	22.9
	25.8

	Secondary (36.7)
	34.6
	45.5
	19.9

	Vocational (29.3)
	32.0
	49.5
	18.4

	Higher (20.6)
	27.8
	55.0
	17.2

	What language do you usually speak in everyday communication?

	Belarusian (1.9)
	30.0
	30.0
	40.0

	Russian (57.4)
	31.7
	52.3
	16.0

	Both Belarusian and Russian (15.9)
	35.0
	44.2
	20.9

	Mixed ("Trasyanka") (24.8)
	44.1
	27.7
	28.2

	If you use the Internet, how much time a day do you spare for it on average?

	Less than half an hour (5.1)
	32.5
	39.0
	28.6

	From half an hour to one hour (13.6)
	22.4
	57.1
	20.5

	From one hour to two hours (14.1)
	28.9
	60.7
	10.4

	From two hours to three hours (8.1)
	17.4
	65.3
	17.4

	Over three hours (6.7)
	13.9
	77.2
	8.9

	Do you use social networks within the Internet? (more than one variant is possible)

	Yes, I use the site vkonakte.ru (20.0)
	23.0
	61.0
	16.0

	Yes, I use the site odnoklassniki.ru (17.9)
	24.4
	58.1
	17.5

	Yes, I use the site Facebook (8.5)
	19.7
	74.8
	5.5

	Yes, I use the site Twitter (1.3)
	31.6
	68.4
	0

	No, I don’t (26.3)
	35.9
	43.5
	20.5

	I don’t know what it is (5.7)
	57.0
	25.6
	17.4

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

	Improved (1.6)
	54.2
	33.3
	12.5

	Not changed (23.2)
	44.1
	32.4
	23.5

	Worsened (73.4)
	32.4
	48.7
	18.9

	In your opinion, how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the near future?

	It will improve (11.9)
	40.8
	33.5
	25.7

	It will not change (20.3)
	44.9
	32.1
	23.0

	It will worsen (55.5)
	30.5
	53.1
	16.5

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

	In the right direction (26.1)
	50.9
	22.4
	26.7

	In the wrong direction (61.8)
	29.3
	55.0
	15.7

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the acting authorities?

	Yes (25.8)
	21.9
	68.6
	9.5

	No (60.3)
	43.6
	32.7
	23.7

	DA/NA (13.9)
	25.4
	51.8
	22.8

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

	For A. Lukashenko (29.3)
	51.5
	19.8
	28.7

	For V. Neklyaev (5.4)
	20.0
	72.5
	7.5

	For A. Sannikov (7.4)
	26.8
	64.3
	8.9

	* The table is read across


As regards the socio-political preferences, the lower people assess their personal financial standing, Belarus perspectives and the governing authorities, the more they are inclined to pro-European choice. Concerning A. Lukashenko’s rating, over a quarter of the year, it has decreased in all the groups of geopolitical choice, especially in the group of Euro-Belarusians.

To sum up, it should be pointed out that as we assumed in the March analytics, the peak of pro-European trends in March 2011 was a fluctuation, by June, the situation had regained its "normal" status, i.e. the trend, which appeared after 2008.

Some results of the opinion poll conducted in June, 2011 (%)

1. "What impact does the increase in prices for food products, manufactured goods, housing, education, medical and other services have on your everyday life?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	It doesn’t actually have any impact, as the increase in prices is compensated by the growth of income
	2.2
	3.9
	3.3
	2.7
	1.9
	2.2
	1.9
	2.0

	It does have an impact and it is worrisome 
	24.7
	39.2
	32.9
	23.3
	22.5
	22.6
	24.1
	23.2

	It has a serious impact and arouses strong concern
	38.3
	35.3
	27.0
	31.5
	42.6
	36.6
	41.0
	42.4

	I’m genuinely shocked at the price rise
	34.2
	21.6
	35.5
	42.5
	33.0
	38.0
	31.8
	31.8

	NA
	0.6
	0
	1.3
	0
	0
	0.6
	1.2
	0.6


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It doesn’t actually have any impact, as the increase in prices is compensated by the growth of income
	0
	3.8
	2.0
	3.2
	1.3

	It does have an impact and it is worrisome 
	21.1
	21.7
	26.5
	21.1
	28.9

	It has a serious impact and arouses strong concern
	41.1
	45.3
	34.8
	39.3
	39.9

	I’m genuinely shocked at the price rise
	37.8
	28.3
	35.8
	36.1
	29.5

	NA
	0
	0.9
	0.9
	0.3
	0.4


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	It doesn’t actually have any impact, as the increase in prices is compensated by the growth of income
	3.7
	1.8
	3.2
	1.9
	0

	It does have an impact and it is worrisome 
	25.3
	26.9
	32.3
	20.7
	13.3

	It has a serious impact and arouses strong concern
	36.9
	38.1
	31.2
	43.1
	32.0

	I’m genuinely shocked at the price rise
	33.5
	32.6
	32.3
	33.8
	54.7

	NA
	0.6
	0.6
	1.0
	0.5
	0


Table 1.4. Depending on residency

	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 doesn’t actually have any impact, as the increase in prices is compensated by the growth of income
	0
	0.9
	3.7
	5.9
	1.5
	3.4
	2.2

	It does have an impact and it is worrisome 
	11.0
	10.6
	30.6
	37.1
	29.3
	26.9
	36.0

	It has a serious impact and arouses strong concern
	49.0
	48.7
	34.3
	28.2
	40.9
	26.3
	32.4

	I’m genuinely shocked at the price rise
	40.0
	39.8
	31.0
	26.5
	27.8
	43.4
	28.5

	NA
	0
	0
	0.4
	2.3
	0.3
	0
	0.9


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It doesn’t actually have any impact, as the increase in prices is compensated by the growth of income
	0
	2.7
	3.0
	3.0
	2.3

	It does have an impact and it is worrisome 
	11.0
	28.5
	27.9
	31.3
	25.5

	It has a serious impact and arouses strong concern
	49.0
	33.6
	32.6
	35.4
	39.7

	I’m genuinely shocked at the price rise
	40.0
	33.6
	36.5
	29.5
	31.9

	NA
	0
	1.5
	0
	0.8
	0.6


2. "How has your personal financial standing changed for the last three months?"
Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	It has improved
	1.6
	0
	0
	2.0
	1.1
	1.1
	2.7
	2.6

	It has not changed
	23.2
	25.5
	27.2
	24.5
	19.9
	21.1
	20.4
	27.0

	It has worsened
	73.4
	70.6
	71.5
	72.1
	76.4
	77.8
	73.8
	69.0

	DA/NA
	1.8
	3.9
	1.3
	1.4
	2.6
	0
	3.1
	1.4


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It has improved
	4.2
	1.9
	1.8
	1.1
	1.0

	It has not changed
	29.2
	34.0
	22.8
	21.8
	20.4

	It has worsened
	62.5
	62.3
	74.1
	75.7
	76.1

	DA/NA
	4.1
	1.8
	1.3
	1.4
	2.5


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	It has improved
	1.7
	1.3
	0
	2.9
	0

	It has not changed
	21.1
	23.4
	26.1
	25.7
	16.0

	It has worsened
	75.5
	73.4
	71.7
	70.3
	82.7

	DA/NA
	1.7
	1.9
	2.2
	1.1
	1.3


Table 2.4. Depending on residency

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	It has improved
	0.3
	0
	1.4
	2.4
	3.0
	4.0
	1.8

	It has not changed
	18.2
	24.7
	16.7
	28.2
	26.6
	27.3
	24.6

	It has worsened
	80.4
	73.1
	80.6
	68.8
	66.8
	68.2
	70.5

	DA/NA
	1.1
	2.2
	1.3
	0.6
	3.6
	0.5
	3.1


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It has improved
	0.3
	1.2
	2.3
	2.6
	1.8

	It has not changed
	18.2
	22.4
	22.9
	29.9
	23.3

	It has worsened
	80.4
	75.7
	73.4
	64.5
	72.6

	DA/NA
	1.1
	0.7
	1.4
	3.0
	2.3


3. "In your opinion, how will the socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the near future?"
Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	It will improve
	11.9
	5.8
	9.3
	13.7
	6.0
	10.8
	11.2
	19.2

	It will not change
	20.3
	25.0
	11.9
	14.4
	18.7
	16.8
	19.3
	30.1

	It will worsen
	55.5
	51.9
	62.5
	59.6
	65.2
	64.5
	55.2
	36.7

	DA/NA
	12.3
	17.3
	16.3
	12.3
	10.1
	7.9
	14.3
	14.0


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It will improve
	25.3
	16.8
	9.3
	9.8
	13.6

	It will not change
	38.9
	28.0
	20.9
	18.4
	13.6

	It will worsen
	18.9
	39.3
	57.5
	59.1
	63.4

	DA/NA
	16.9
	15.9
	12.3
	12.7
	9.4


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	It will improve
	10.8
	9.6
	6.5
	18.8
	6.7

	It will not change
	17.9
	17.3
	19.6
	29.7
	10.7

	It will worsen
	61.3
	60.0
	58.7
	38.5
	72.0

	DA/NA
	10.0
	13.1
	15.2
	11.0
	10.6


Table 3.4. Depending on residency

	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 will improve
	7.9
	12.4
	11.6
	19.4
	6.6
	11.9
	15.6

	It will not change
	14.7
	29.2
	13.9
	23.5
	30.8
	17.6
	14.3

	It will worsen
	62.0
	50.4
	63.0
	48.8
	51.0
	57.4
	52.7

	DA/NA
	15.4
	23.0
	16.5
	8.3
	11.7
	14.1
	17.4


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It will improve
	7.9
	5.5
	19.3
	16.0
	10.6

	It will not change
	14.7
	17.6
	29.9
	14.2
	22.7

	It will worsen
	62.0
	65.6
	43.2
	56.0
	53.0

	DA/NA
	15.4
	11.3
	7.6
	13.8
	13.7


4. "In your opinion, who is to blame for the foreign exchange crisis in Belarus in March-May 2011?" (more than one answer is possible)
Table 4.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	The president
	44.5
	43.1
	50.3
	61.0
	59.6
	51.3
	42.3
	19.8

	The government
	36.7
	28.8
	34.4
	42.9
	40.1
	38.0
	40.0
	30.2

	Black marketeers, gamblers
	16.6
	9.6
	9.2
	10.3
	13.9
	9.0
	18.8
	29.9

	The global crisis
	27.0
	25.5
	19.9
	19.2
	20.6
	25.9
	31.2
	36.3

	The West
	6.3
	5.8
	7.2
	2.0
	5.6
	3.2
	3.1
	13.2

	Russia
	3.9
	3.9
	5.3
	1.4
	4.5
	1.4
	6.2
	4.3

	Opposition
	1.6
	1.9
	0.7
	1.4
	1.5
	1.4
	0.4
	3.4


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	The president
	7.4
	27.4
	43.6
	50.5
	54.7

	The government
	17.9
	31.1
	37.0
	41.1
	37.4

	Black marketeers, gamblers
	40.0
	27.1
	16.8
	12.0
	11.7

	The global crisis
	29.5
	35.8
	26.8
	26.8
	23.6

	The West
	15.8
	10.4
	5.6
	6.1
	3.2

	Russia
	4.2
	3.8
	3.8
	3.4
	4.2

	Opposition
	4.2
	0.9
	2.2
	1.4
	0.6


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	The president
	66.8
	43.0
	46.7
	21.8
	62.7

	The government
	38.5
	38.7
	27.2
	32.4
	45.3

	Black marketeers, gamblers
	5.1
	16.3
	8.7
	30.2
	13.3

	The global crisis
	15.6
	30.1
	22.8
	35.8
	14.7

	The West
	2.0
	5.1
	5.4
	13.3
	1.3

	Russia
	2.0
	5.3
	3.3
	4.0
	2.6

	Opposition
	0.9
	1.0
	1.1
	3.4
	2.6


Table 4.4. Depending on residency

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	The president
	64.3
	50.0
	42.6
	23.5
	46.2
	42.0
	31.1

	The government
	41.6
	38.1
	31.9
	28.8
	35.2
	46.3
	33.5

	Black marketeers, gamblers
	24.7
	30.1
	4.2
	11.2
	6.5
	19.9
	14.7

	The global crisis
	17.5
	16.4
	31.9
	31.8
	34.7
	39.4
	24.1

	The West
	5.5
	3.5
	3.2
	16.5
	2.5
	10.9
	4.9

	Russia
	2.1
	1.8
	1.9
	7.1
	7.5
	1.7
	5.8

	Opposition
	1.4
	0.4
	1.9
	1.2
	1.0
	5.7
	0.9


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The president
	64.3
	46.5
	37.5
	45.4
	32.9

	The government
	41.6
	35.2
	26.3
	42.4
	38.1

	Black marketeers, gamblers
	24.7
	3.9
	11.3
	19.4
	20.5

	The global crisis
	17.5
	19.5
	27.6
	40.7
	29.0

	The West
	5.5
	3.9
	6.3
	7.8
	7.3

	Russia
	2.1
	4.7
	3.7
	7.8
	2.1

	Opposition
	1.4
	1.2
	2.7
	2.2
	0.8


5. "The president A. Lukashenko has recently alleged that "right in the first half of the year the people will forget about today’s situation. We know what to do, and we will ride out this situation, and do it easily". Do you trust this allegation?"
Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Yes, I do
	24.5
	19.2
	20.4
	13.6
	11.6
	17.2
	20.8
	50.1

	No, I don’t
	65.6
	63.5
	69.7
	80.3
	81.3
	69.2
	69.1
	40.1

	DA/NA
	9.9
	17.3
	9.9
	6.1
	7.1
	13.6
	10.1
	9.8


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	61.1
	46.7
	23.7
	17.7
	16.5

	No, I don’t
	31.6
	40.2
	66.1
	73.0
	73.1

	DA/NA
	7.3
	13.1
	10.2
	9.3
	10.4


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Yes, I do
	13.1
	18.8
	20.7
	47.2
	14.7

	No, I don’t
	80.4
	69.4
	67.3
	42.7
	77.3

	DA/NA
	6.5
	11.8
	12.0
	10.1
	8.0


Table 5.4. Depending on residency

	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
	20.3
	25.2
	23.5
	39.4
	17.1
	18.9
	29.5

	No, I don’t
	73.2
	64.6
	69.6
	54.1
	68.3
	69.1
	56.3

	DA/NA
	6.5
	10.2
	6.9
	6.5
	14.6
	12.0
	14.2


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	20.3
	14.9
	28.6
	30.9
	26.2

	No, I don’t
	73.2
	72.5
	65.1
	56.5
	62.2

	DA/NA
	6.5
	12.6
	6.3
	12.6
	11.6


6. "In your opinion, 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 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the unity of the Belarusian society 
	31.5
	25.5
	22.5
	15.8
	19.9
	26.2
	30.1
	57.0

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the widening of the split of the 
Belarusian society 
	44.9
	49.0
	48.3
	57.5
	58.8
	52.3
	43.6
	22.0

	DA/NA
	23.6
	25.5
	29.2
	26.7
	21.3
	21.5
	26.3
	21.0


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the unity of the Belarusian society 
	68.4
	55.1
	29.8
	25.4
	23.6

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the widening of the split of the Belarusian society 
	14.7
	18.7
	47.0
	48.8
	54.0

	DA/NA
	16.9
	26.2
	23.2
	25.8
	22.4


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the unity of the Belarusian society 
	13.9
	30.1
	28.3
	53.8
	15.8

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the widening of the split of the Belarusian society 
	64.5
	44.2
	46.7
	24.1
	61.8

	DA/NA
	21.6
	25.7
	25.0
	22.1
	22.4


Table 6.4. Depending on residency

	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 favored the unity of the Belarusian society 
	28.1
	34.5
	29.6
	53.5
	14.6
	28.6
	34.8

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the widening of the split of the Belarusian society 
	56.5
	45.6
	54.6
	28.8
	53.3
	33.1
	34.4

	DA/NA
	15.4
	19.9
	15.8
	17.7
	32.1
	38.3
	30.8


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the unity of the Belarusian society 
	28.1
	19.5
	36.2
	31.6
	38.1

	A. Lukashenko’s victory favored the widening of the split of the Belarusian society 
	56.5
	46.9
	44.9
	39.0
	39.1

	DA/NA
	15.4
	33.6
	18.9
	29.4
	22.8


7. "In your opinion, why do many people trust the president A. Lukashenko?"
Table 7.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	People made sure that he copes with the problems of the country successfully and trustworthily
	11.9
	7.8
	5.9
	3.4
	6.0
	8.2
	9.2
	28.4

	People hope that he will be able to cope with the problems of the country in future
	31.9
	31.4
	33.6
	27.9
	26.9
	29.4
	34.2
	37.1

	People don’t see anyone else they could rely on
	46.6
	49.0
	49.3
	57.8
	56.0
	50.0
	48.5
	27.9

	DA/NA
	9.6
	11.8
	11.2
	10.9
	11.1
	11.4
	8.1
	6.6


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	People made sure that he copes with the problems of the country successfully and trustworthily
	43.2
	22.2
	9.6
	8.6
	7.1

	People hope that he will be able to cope with the problems of the country in future
	32.6
	39.8
	32.3
	30.0
	31.2

	People don’t see anyone else they could rely on
	22.1
	30.6
	49.2
	50.0
	50.3

	DA/NA
	2.1
	7.4
	8.9
	11.4
	11.4


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	People made sure that he copes with the problems of the country successfully and trustworthily
	4.0
	8.1
	7.6
	27.1
	9.2

	People hope that he will be able to cope with the problems of the country in future
	24.6
	33.8
	34.8
	36.2
	25.0

	People don’t see anyone else they could rely on
	60.3
	49.1
	45.6
	29.8
	46.1

	DA/NA
	11.1
	9.0
	12.0
	6.9
	19.7


Table 7.4. Depending on residency

	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

	People made sure that he copes with the problems of the country successfully and trustworthily
	5.8
	10.2
	8.3
	21.3
	8.5
	17.1
	16.9

	People hope that he will be able to cope with the problems of the country in future
	33.6
	32.3
	35.5
	38.5
	32.7
	22.9
	27.6

	People don’t see anyone else they could rely on
	43.5
	48.5
	53.5
	32.5
	51.3
	53.7
	43.1

	DA/NA
	17.1
	9.0
	2.7
	7.7
	7.5
	6.3
	12.4


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	People made sure that he copes with the problems of the country successfully and trustworthily
	5.8
	6.3
	12.0
	12.6
	19.2

	People hope that he will be able to cope with the problems of the country in future
	33.6
	27.7
	34.2
	30.1
	33.2

	People don’t see anyone else they could rely on
	43.5
	57.0
	47.2
	49.8
	39.2

	DA/NA
	17.1
	9.0
	6.6
	7.5
	8.4


8. "How well, to your mind, has A. Lukashenko as the president of the country coped with the task of preserving the stability in the society, lately?"
Table 8.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Successfully
	29.6
	17.3
	21.9
	19.2
	19.2
	25.9
	25.8
	52.9

	Not successfully
	60.4
	73.1
	67.5
	74.0
	72.6
	64.0
	63.1
	35.6

	DA/NA
	10.0
	9.6
	10.6
	6.8
	8.2
	8.1
	11.1
	11.5


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Successfully
	58.9
	46.7
	28.1
	23.1
	26.9

	Not successfully
	28.4
	42.1
	62.3
	65.8
	65.4

	DA/NA
	12.7
	11.2
	9.6
	11.1
	7.7


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Successfully
	14.5
	27.9
	22.8
	51.5
	13.2

	Not successfully
	78.9
	61.2
	68.5
	37.4
	72.4

	DA/NA
	6.6
	10.9
	8.7
	11.1
	14.4


Table 8.4. Depending on residency

	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

	Successfully
	13.4
	33.2
	27.3
	47.4
	25.3
	31.4
	38.4

	Not successfully
	74.6
	59.3
	67.6
	48.0
	65.7
	58.9
	42.9

	DA/NA
	12.0
	7.5
	5.1
	4.6
	9.0
	9.7
	18.7


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Successfully
	13.4
	26.6
	35.7
	35.8
	35.0

	Not successfully
	74.6
	60.5
	57.7
	57.5
	53.9

	DA/NA
	12.0
	12.9
	6.6
	6.7
	11.1


9. "Do you think the fact that virtually all power in the country is concentrated now in the hands of A. Lukashenko does Belarus good or gives the country nothing positive?"
Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	It does Belarus good
	26.2
	15.7
	17.2
	13.7
	13.9
	14.0
	25.1
	56.4

	It gives the country nothing positive
	59.1
	60.8
	68.9
	71.9
	72.6
	70.9
	59.8
	29.5

	DA/NA
	14.7
	23.5
	13.9
	14.4
	13.5
	15.1
	15.1
	13.1


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It does Belarus good
	67.4
	50.0
	23.7
	20.4
	17.7

	It gives the country nothing positive
	25.3
	31.1
	59.1
	65.3
	70.6

	DA/NA
	7.3
	18.9
	17.2
	14.3
	11.7


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	It does Belarus good
	8.0
	22.1
	18.5
	55.1
	9.3

	It gives the country nothing 
positive
	82.4
	60.7
	63.0
	30.6
	76.0

	DA/NA
	9.6
	17.2
	18.5
	14.3
	14.7


Table 9.4. Depending on residency

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	It does Belarus good
	18.2
	25.7
	20.9
	45.3
	22.1
	28.4
	29.5

	It gives the country nothing positive
	69.8
	66.4
	69.8
	44.7
	61.3
	46.0
	46.9

	DA/NA
	12.0
	7.9
	9.3
	10.0
	16.6
	25.6
	23.6


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It does Belarus good
	18.2
	20.8
	31.6
	26.0
	31.6

	It gives the country nothing positive
	69.8
	57.6
	61.1
	56.1
	52.6

	DA/NA
	12.0
	21.6
	7.3
	17.9
	15.8


10. "In the recent months several dozen of people, including several candidates for presidency, have been sentenced on the charge of participation in the mass disturbances on 19 December 2010 for a term of up to 6 years in the maximum security colony. What is your attitude to these sentences?"
Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	The sentences were too mild
	6.2
	2.0
	0
	4.1
	2.6
	4.3
	5.4
	15.2

	The sentences were just, fit for the convicts’ guilt
	20.3
	19.6
	21.1
	10.3
	13.9
	17.6
	19.4
	23.1

	The sentences to some participants of the 19 December Action were just, and unjust to the others 
	20.2
	21.6
	23.2
	22.6
	17.6
	19.4
	23.1
	17.8

	The sentences were unjust
	39.6
	45.1
	45.0
	49.3
	56.6
	41.7
	36.9
	19.5

	DA/NA
	13.7
	11.7
	10.7
	13.7
	9.3
	17.0
	15.0
	14.4


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	The sentences were too mild
	26.3
	8.4
	4.0
	5.2
	4.5

	The sentences were just, fit for the convicts’ guilt
	41.1
	33.6
	20.1
	15.7
	16.2

	The sentences to some participants of the 19 December Action were just, and unjust to the others 
	9.5
	15.9
	21.6
	22.0
	19.7

	The sentences were unjust
	13.7
	18.7
	41.3
	43.0
	46.9

	DA/NA
	9.4
	23.4
	13.0
	14.1
	12.7


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	The sentences were too mild
	2.6
	5.1
	1.1
	13.0
	2.7

	The sentences were just, fit for the convicts’ guilt
	8.0
	20.8
	17.4
	32.9
	14.9

	The sentences to some participants of the 19 December Action were just, and unjust to the others 
	19.1
	22.1
	22.8
	18.6
	13.3

	The sentences were unjust
	57.8
	37.6
	46.7
	21.0
	57.1

	DA/NA
	12.5
	14.4
	12.0
	14.5
	12.0


Table 10.4. Depending on residency

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	The sentences were too mild
	3.8
	6.6
	3.3
	15.8
	3.5
	4.0
	8.0

	The sentences were just, fit for the convicts’ guilt
	19.5
	21.2
	19.1
	24.6
	16.2
	14.3
	27.1

	The sentences to some participants of the 19 December Action were just, and unjust to the others 
	13.4
	11.5
	19.1
	29.8
	23.7
	20.0
	28.0

	The sentences were unjust
	51.7
	50.4
	45.1
	26.3
	37.9
	40.6
	18.7

	DA/NA
	11.6
	10.2
	13.5
	3.5
	18.7
	21.1
	18.2


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The sentences were too mild
	3.8
	3.1
	8.0
	6.0
	8.8

	The sentences were just, fit for the convicts’ guilt
	19.5
	16.4
	23.6
	24.3
	17.9

	The sentences to some participants of the 19 December Action were just, and unjust to the others 
	13.4
	21.9
	22.3
	20.1
	22.3

	The sentences were unjust
	51.7
	44.5
	37.1
	32.5
	34.1

	DA/NA
	11.6
	14.1
	9.0
	17.1
	16.9


11. "The head of the state alleged that he "knows about the financing of the fifth column from abroad. No chance to break the country! We will destroy any fifth or twenty-fifth column". What do you think of this allegation?"
Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	I subscribe to this allegation
	27.9
	19.6
	19.1
	16.4
	13.1
	21.1
	26.5
	55.5

	I do not subscribe to this allegation
	44.6
	35.3
	50.0
	51.4
	57.3
	51.6
	46.2
	23.9

	DA/NA
	27.5
	45.1
	30.9
	32.2
	29.6
	27.3
	27.3
	20.6


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I subscribe to this allegation
	75.8
	46.2
	24.8
	21.6
	21.0

	I do not subscribe to this allegation
	13.7
	25.5
	46.9
	48.4
	50.8

	DA/NA
	10.5
	28.3
	28.3
	30.0
	28.2


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	I subscribe to this allegation
	13.1
	23.9
	19.8
	52.8
	14.7

	I do not subscribe to this allegation
	64.5
	44.0
	39.6
	25.5
	58.7

	DA/NA
	22.4
	32.1
	40.6
	21.7
	26.6


Table 11.4. Depending on residency

	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 subscribe to this allegation
	18.6
	28.3
	28.7
	46.5
	20.0
	33.1
	27.7

	I do not subscribe to this allegation
	62.2
	55.8
	45.4
	32.9
	35.0
	41.1
	29.0

	DA/NA
	19.2
	15.9
	25.9
	20.6
	45.0
	25.8
	43.3


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I subscribe to this allegation
	18.6
	20.3
	38.2
	31.0
	29.8

	I do not subscribe to this allegation
	62.2
	37.5
	46.9
	36.6
	39.4

	DA/NA
	19.2
	42.2
	14.9
	32.4
	30.8


12. "Do you feel protected against possible arbitrariness on part of the authorities, militia, the State Motor Vehicle Inspectorate, the tax inspectorate, courts and other governmental bodies?"
Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Definitely yes
	13.2
	13.5
	9.2
	4.8
	3.8
	6.8
	11.2
	31.8

	Rather, yes
	25.9
	28.8
	21.7
	20.5
	23.3
	27.3
	25.8
	30.9

	Rather, not
	34.3
	28.8
	42.1
	45.9
	41.4
	33.8
	33.5
	22.9

	Definitely no
	22.6
	25.0
	25.0
	24.0
	27.8
	28.1
	26.5
	9.2

	DA/NA
	4.0
	3.9
	2.0
	4.8
	3.7
	4.0
	3.0
	5.4


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Definitely yes
	39.6
	30.8
	11.1
	7.5
	10.4

	Rather, yes
	34.4
	26.2
	26.5
	25.2
	23.1

	Rather, not
	15.6
	22.4
	34.1
	41.4
	35.4

	Definitely no
	8.3
	12.1
	23.8
	22.3
	28.9

	DA/NA
	2.1
	8.5
	4.5
	3.6
	2.2


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Definitely yes
	2.3
	10.1
	9.9
	31.3
	1.3

	Rather, yes
	17.6
	27.6
	30.8
	31.8
	17.3

	Rather, not
	43.2
	38.3
	31.9
	21.8
	29.3

	Definitely no
	33.8
	20.0
	26.4
	10.3
	48.0

	DA/NA
	3.1
	4.0
	1.0
	4.8
	4.1


Table 12.4. Depending on residency

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

Область
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	Definitely yes
	14.1
	18.5
	11.6
	15.9
	7.0
	12.0
	12.5

	Rather, yes
	12.4
	22.0
	31.9
	40.0
	23.1
	27.4
	32.1

	Rather, not
	34.4
	35.2
	37.0
	28.2
	47.2
	34.3
	25.0

	Definitely no
	36.4
	22.0
	14.4
	14.1
	17.6
	22.3
	24.1

	DA/NA
	2.7
	2.3
	5.1
	1.8
	5.1
	4.0
	6.3


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Definitely yes
	14.1
	6.2
	14.6
	11.6
	16.8

	Rather, yes
	12.4
	30.7
	30.2
	28.0
	28.2

	Rather, not
	34.4
	37.7
	27.9
	36.6
	35.8

	Definitely no
	36.4
	21.8
	26.2
	16.0
	14.3

	DA/NA
	2.7
	3.6
	1.1
	7.8
	4.9


13. "What is your attitude to the participation in such actions as riots, demonstrations, pickets?"
Table 13.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	I have participated in such actions
	6.3
	7.7
	6.6
	8.2
	7.1
	6.8
	7.7
	2.9

	I’m willing to participate in such actions
	16.0
	32.7
	21.2
	21.2
	20.6
	19.4
	11.9
	5.7

	I’m not going to participate in such actions
	71.8
	57.7
	60.9
	65.1
	63.4
	68.3
	74.6
	88.5

	DA/NA
	5.9
	1.9
	12.2
	5.5
	8.9
	5.5
	5.8
	2.9


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I have participated in such actions
	1.1
	3.7
	5.6
	5.4
	11.0

	I’m willing to participate in such actions
	5.3
	8.4
	19.1
	16.6
	15.6

	I’m not going to participate in such actions
	91.5
	85.0
	68.6
	71.9
	67.2

	DA/NA
	2.1
	2.9
	6.7
	6.1
	6.2


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	I have participated in such actions
	9.6
	5.4
	7.6
	4.0
	7.9

	I’m willing to participate in such actions
	21.8
	15.7
	30.4
	6.6
	19.7

	I’m not going to participate in such actions
	59.0
	73.3
	57.6
	87.8
	56.6

	DA/NA
	9.6
	5.6
	4.4
	1.6
	15.8


Table 13.4. Depending on residency

	Variant of answer
	Region

	
	Minsk
	Minsk region
	Brest and its region
	Grodno and

its region
	Vitebsk and its region
	Mogilev and its region
	Gomel and its region

	I have participated in such actions
	10.6
	7.6
	2.3
	4.7
	7.5
	6.3
	3.1

	I’m willing to participate in such actions
	12.3
	15.1
	13.0
	22.4
	6.0
	27.3
	20.0

	I’m not going to participate in such actions
	66.1
	72.4
	83.8
	71.2
	79.5
	60.2
	69.8

	DA/NA
	11.0
	4.9
	0.9
	1.7
	7.0
	6.2
	7.1


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I have participated in such actions
	10.6
	2.3
	7.6
	3.3
	6.7

	I’m willing to participate in such actions
	12.3
	18.0
	17.3
	19.7
	14.0

	I’m not going to participate in such actions
	66.1
	74.6
	70.1
	74.3
	73.6

	DA/NA
	11.0
	5.1
	5.0
	2.7
	5.7


14. "Do you think the majority or the minority of people in Belarus share your opinion?"
Table 14.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	I think, the majority
	70.2
	75.0
	66.9
	67.8
	64.0
	69.2
	77.3
	71.6

	I think, the minority
	13.2
	15.4
	15.2
	17.8
	16.1
	12.2
	6.5
	13.8

	DA/NA
	16.6
	9.6
	17.9
	14.4
	19.9
	18.6
	16.2
	14.6


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I think, the majority
	74.7
	67.9
	72.8
	68.1
	68.0

	I think, the minority
	16.8
	12.3
	11.1
	14.9
	13.6

	DA/NA
	8.5
	19.8
	16.1
	16.0
	18.4


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	I think, the majority
	71.3
	69.7
	72.0
	72.9
	68.0

	I think, the minority
	13.6
	13.5
	17.2
	11.2
	13.3

	DA/NA
	15.1
	16.8
	10.8
	15.9
	18.7


Table 14.4. Depending on residency

	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 majority
	81.4
	68.6
	73.6
	58.2
	72.9
	68.0
	62.5

	I think, the minority
	4.1
	25.7
	9.7
	32.9
	8.5
	4.0
	11.6

	DA/NA
	14.5
	5.7
	16.7
	8.9
	18.6
	28.0
	25.9


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I think, the majority
	81.4
	73.4
	79.1
	62.5
	58.0

	I think, the minority
	4.1
	7.8
	13.6
	16.7
	20.5

	DA/NA
	14.5
	18.8
	7.3
	20.8
	21.5


15. "If you had to choose between integration with Russia and European Union membership, what would be your choice?"
Table 15.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Integration with Russia
	35.3
	21.2
	18.5
	18.4
	33.3
	33.1
	40.0
	51.4

	European Union membership
	44.5
	67.3
	63.6
	70.1
	50.6
	47.5
	37.3
	20.4

	DA/NA
	20.2
	11.5
	17.9
	11.5
	16.1
	19.4
	22.7
	28.2


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Integration with Russia
	61.5
	51.4
	34.6
	32.0
	27.8

	European Union membership
	6.3
	22.9
	45.5
	49.5
	55.0

	DA/NA
	32.2
	25.7
	19.9
	18.5
	17.2


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	Integration with Russia
	27.4
	35.1
	21.7
	49.7
	18.2

	European Union membership
	58.1
	45.0
	67.4
	22.8
	58.4

	DA/NA
	14.5
	19.9
	10.9
	27.5
	23.4


Table 15.4. Depending on residency

	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
	35.4
	27.9
	42.1
	27.6
	29.1
	45.7
	39.1

	European Union membership
	48.1
	49.6
	49.5
	44.7
	51.8
	38.9
	28.0

	DA/NA
	16.5
	23.5
	8.4
	27.7
	19.1
	15.4
	32.9


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Integration with Russia
	35.4
	35.7
	39.5
	36.1
	31.3

	European Union membership
	48.1
	47.1
	42.2
	42.8
	43.0

	DA/NA
	16.5
	17.2
	18.3
	21.1
	25.7


16. "There is a civil war going on in Libya now. Some think that this war is for resources, for oil, others believe that it is the struggle of people against unfair authorities. And what do you think?"
Table 16.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	It is the struggle of people against unfair authorities 
	40.5
	46.2
	44.4
	43.8
	44.6
	41.6
	41.2
	31.6

	It is a war for resources, for oil
	40.9
	34.6
	32.5
	35.6
	38.6
	40.5
	38.8
	51.1

	DA/NA
	18.6
	19.2
	23.1
	20.6
	16.8
	17.9
	20.0
	17.3


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is the struggle of people against unfair authorities 
	20.2
	30.2
	43.8
	40.0
	44.8

	It is a war for resources, for oil
	61.7
	47.2
	36.6
	40.0
	44.8

	DA/NA
	18.1
	22.6
	19.6
	20.0
	10.4


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	It is the struggle of people against unfair authorities 
	49.7
	39.9
	46.7
	30.8
	43.4

	It is a war for resources, for oil
	33.0
	41.4
	30.4
	51.7
	30.3

	DA/NA
	17.3
	18.7
	22.9
	17.5
	26.3


Table 16.4. Depending on residency

	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 the struggle of people against unfair authorities 
	47.8
	62.8
	42.1
	31.0
	34.7
	38.9
	20.0

	It is a war for resources, for oil
	23.0
	25.7
	55.1
	54.4
	41.7
	44.0
	52.0

	DA/NA
	29.2
	11.5
	2.8
	14.6
	23.6
	17.1
	28.0


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is the struggle of people against unfair authorities 
	47.8
	26.5
	43.5
	45.0
	39.0

	It is a war for resources, for oil
	23.0
	44.1
	41.2
	44.6
	49.0

	DA/NA
	29.2
	29.4
	15.3
	10.4
	12.0


17. "The EU and the USA are enhancing the sanctions against the governing body of Belarus. They have banned entry to their countries to almost 200 Belarusian officials, judges and journalists headed by A. Lukashenko, whom they hold responsible for the rigging of the results of the presidential elections and repressions against the participants of the peaceful protest actions. Some people think it is good, others consider it is bad. And what is your opinion?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	It is good
	25.6
	32.7
	31.8
	33.3
	30.7
	28.4
	22.7
	14.1

	It is bad
	33.3
	28.8
	27.2
	20.4
	28.1
	32.0
	35.4
	45.4

	It makes no difference to me
	32.8
	36.6
	30.5
	36.1
	34.1
	28.1
	35.0
	33.0

	DA/NA
	8.3
	1.9
	10.5
	10.2
	7.1
	11.5
	6.9
	7.5


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	It is good
	9.5
	14.8
	26.6
	26.3
	31.1

	It is bad
	46.3
	43.5
	32.2
	29.9
	32.4

	It makes no difference to me
	40.0
	29.6
	34.1
	35.8
	24.9

	DA/NA
	4.2
	12.1
	7.1
	7.9
	11.6


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed,

housewives

	It is good
	35.6
	24.2
	31.5
	13.5
	43.4

	It is bad
	23.1
	33.8
	26.1
	46.0
	21.1

	It makes no difference to me
	34.5
	31.5
	37.0
	33.1
	28.9

	DA/NA
	6.8
	10.5
	5.4
	7.4
	6.6


Table 17.4. Depending on residency

	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
	37.1
	20.8
	38.9
	16.5
	32.5
	14.2
	12.1

	It is bad
	23.7
	32.7
	31.9
	37.1
	24.0
	46.0
	43.3

	It makes no difference to me
	37.5
	45.1
	21.8
	37.1
	29.5
	27.9
	27.6

	DA/NA
	1.7
	1.4
	7.4
	9.3
	14.0
	11.9
	17.0


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is good
	37.1
	22.3
	24.6
	17.8
	25.1

	It is bad
	23.7
	39.1
	31.9
	31.6
	30.1

	It makes no difference to me
	37.5
	28.9
	35.9
	40.2
	33.1

	DA/NA
	1.7
	9.7
	7.6
	10.4
	11.7


18. "The European Union and the USA are planning to impose economic sanctions against a number of Belarusian enterprises aiming to force the Belarusian government stop violation of the human rights and release the persons convicted in the case of mass protests of 19 December 2010. What is your attitude to the above plans?"

Table 18.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age, yrs

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

	Negative
	35.0
	26.9
	30.9
	26.0
	26.6
	37.1
	31.4
	49.0

	Positive
	27.5
	44.2
	28.3
	33.6
	37.8
	28.8
	27.2
	13.2

	It makes no difference to me
	25.3
	23.1
	21.7
	28.1
	24.3
	20.1
	33.0
	25.5

	DA/NA
	12.2
	5.8
	19.1
	12.3
	11.3
	14.0
	8.4
	12.3


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete

secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher (incomplete higher)

	Negative
	47.4
	45.8
	33.2
	32.4
	34.5

	Positive
	10.5
	13.1
	29.5
	28.5
	32.2

	It makes no difference to me
	34.7
	27.1
	26.1
	25.3
	20.6

	DA/NA
	7.4
	14.0
	11.2
	13.8
	12.7


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

	
	Private sector employees
	Public sector employees
	Students
	Pensioners
	The unemployed.

housewives

	Negative
	26.4
	34.7
	30.4
	46.4
	26.0

	Positive
	40.9
	24.1
	34.8
	14.9
	45.5

	It makes no difference to me
	24.7
	25.6
	25.0
	27.1
	18.2

	DA/NA
	8.0
	15.6
	9.8
	11.6
	10.3


Table 18.4. Depending on residency

	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

	Negative
	25.8
	37.2
	32.9
	44.7
	35.7
	34.3
	39.6

	Positive
	36.1
	19.5
	38.0
	18.2
	18.5
	25.9
	24.0

	It makes no difference to me
	26.5
	37.2
	18.5
	25.9
	23.6
	28.7
	24.0

	DA/NA
	11.6
	6.1
	10.6
	11.2
	12.2
	11.1
	17.8


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Negative
	25.8
	30.9
	40.9
	38.7
	37.7

	Positive
	36.1
	39.1
	24.6
	14.9
	24.4

	It makes no difference to me
	26.5
	19.9
	23.9
	31.2
	24.9

	DA/NA
	11.6
	10.1
	10.6
	15.2
	13.0


OPEN FORUM
INTERNET ADDS TO THE DIVERSITY OF FORMS 

AND STRUCTURE OF SOCIAL LIFE 

Yuri Zisser, founder and owner of TUT.BY website and member of the Social and Advisory Council under the Administration of the President of the Republic of Belarus, is answering the questions of “IISEPS News” Bulletin 

IISEPS: 
Some people think that the Internet (like other information and communication technologies) is just a technology, a means, which helps to do or make everything one wants (just as it was with the axe and the wheel in their day), others believe that it is a kind of “a new form of social life“. What do you think about it? 
Yuri Zisser: 
Both parties are right. Let’s recollect the history of telecommunication means. Let it be telegraph, or radio, or telephone, or television – each was first a means of communication (one-channel or multi-channel), that is they were pure technologies. Meanwhile, that is not to deny the social character of these media that have changed not only our living conditions, but our life as such. One could hardly find a person without a mobile or a home without a TV-set, while many people have even several devices. The diversity of Internet tools goes without saying. However, these are just technologies. Meanwhile, Gibaryan in “Solaris“ [a Soviet fantastic movie] says, “Man needs a man”. It means that technologies are not self-sufficient; they just enhance the diversity of organizational forms of social life.
IISEPS: 
Would you briefly define – both in terms of quantity and quality – the status and development of the Internet in Belarus over the last ten years?
Yuri Zisser: 
Strange as it may seem, Belarusians, though traditionally considered a conservative nation, are mastering the Internet even quicker than the neighbours. Over 10 years, Bynet has turned from “a schtick“ of computer nerds into a common tool of social communication, both personal and business. The public penetration of the Internet has grown from 6% up to 40% approximately, while the quantity of the Belarusian websites increased from 600 to 30-40 thousand sites. Several thousands of these sites serve to trade goods via the Internet. There are virtually no enterprises and mass media in the country without own websites. There are very few young people without e-mail addresses or web accounts, and among city dwellers, such youngsters are a real rarity. Well, the number of senior citizens among Internet users is increasing, too. As concerns the Belarusian mass media, since they are so weak, the Internet is pushing them out easily (except for television). Quite many of our people read and watch news primarily in the Internet, especially among managers and specialists, who have computer access during working time.
IISEPS: 
According to almost 15-year monitoring by IISEPS, there are more users of Runet sites among Belarusians than of Bynet sites (though the gap between them is constantly decreasing). What are the reasons for it? And in general, what is the critical difference between Bynet and Runet?
Yuri Zisser: 
The two specified “nets“ as such are in different leagues. Bynet is much smaller and less complicated. Runet is two levels richer and larger, that’s why a Belarusian there (and not only the one) enjoys a happy hunting ground. In particular, there are many things there that are prohibited or not welcomed in Belarus (for example, foreign dating sites, sites with taboo language, or opposition sites), or the lack of appropriate quality of local sites due to economic reasons: search engines, free email servers, computer games and entertainments, investments. By the way, I wouldn’t be so certain that the slice of the Belarusian websites in the common traffic pie is getting larger. Moreover, the shares of specific Belarusian news sites are changing. For example, the click stream of “Charter-97“ has grown thrice for the last year because it can afford to provide a wider range of various facts and viewpoints, as compared to the sites physically located in Belarus. The tighter the control of Bynet, the more popular will become foreign websites, while the governmental influence on user preferences and on the Internet in general will, on the contrary, grow weaker. This means that the efforts of the government have in fact the opposite effect. Yet, let’s return to Runet. Russian (as well as global) social websites surpass our websites in terms of “stuff“, especially computer games and dating. And the popularity of Russian websites and Google among Belarusians is a level higher than the click stream of that very ‘Charter’. There is one thing Runet lacks, it is “belarusianity“ [the Belarusian identity]. But many Belarusians just don’t want it, especially under 20 and over 45. Besides them, “Moscow centric“ behaviour in Internet is typical of our provincial users. While the users in Minsk more frequently visit the Belarusian sites, the Russian sites ring the bell in the regional centers and back country.Thus, Rambler is unaccountably popular in Vitebsk. Provincial users find foreign websites more useful and less restricted; the national dimension bothers them far less, than more patriotic Minskers.
IISEPS: 
Does the Internet change people and the society (in different spheres: political life, economy, culture, etc.)? If yes, then what way? What changes, in your opinion, have taken place in the Belarusian society because of the development of these technologies?
Yuri Zisser: 
The Internet is a great globaliser. That’s what it is. With the help of the Internet, a person integrates into the global community more readily. Belarusians are getting more concerned with what Hugo Chavez said or “how are they getting on in Greece“. The Internet provides a tremendous bulk of information in all spheres, which gives people an opportunity to analyze the life experience of others – either political, or economic, or cultural. Through the Internet Belarusians (especially young people) make arrangements on group tours abroad and overnight accommodation, book economy airline tickets and tickets to the concerts of world-known pop stars, etc. In my opinion, the Internet is one of “the pills“ that will gradually liberate our traditional society from province-mindedness and facilitate the progress of the Belarusian society in all spheres: economic, political and cultural. Frankly, community changes relatively slowly, and “pulling up“ to the international standard will take decades.
IISEPS: 
It is believed that Bynet, unlike traditional mass media, is dominated (in terms of content and users) by the critics of the authorities and the official line, so to say, “another Belarus“. Other people think that Bynet reflects the Belarusian reality true-to-life enough. What do you think about it?
Yuri Zisser: 
I remember, a long time ago I read in one governmental document a wording like this, “Nowadays, the Internet has become a sanctuary for anti-Belarusian forces”. Unfortunately, that is what happened in some sense. The reason is clear: it is practically impossible to ban a publication or broadcast in the originally “holey“ Internet. The information in the Internet never dies. When access is blocked to one site or another, the information is posted on ten other sites, in blogs or on social sites. Well, it is impossible to filter fifty per cent of the Internet. They can’t do it even in China. As Arkady Raikin once said, “only how can you keep the child out of that sinister influence of the street, when there are streets all around?“ “Squeezing“ Belarusian websites can just force “the wrong“ information out to Russian and Western sites, where Belarusians will easily read it with a proper dressing. Here we have one of the latest cases: they banned TUT.BY from publishing messages on the purchase and sale of foreign exchange cash (thereby inflicting an economic and image damage to the website), yet a similar foreign service www.prokopovi.ch is prospering still. Thus, legality was infringed, to my mind, since it’s impossible to trace potential offenders on a foreign website, and besides, its administration bears no responsibility for anything. In the long run, it turned out exactly as the saying goes “Beat the dog before the lion”. Have Belarusians stopped using a widely popular service, with the help of which one can, following the prompts, whatsoever legally exchange the currency at the market rate by-passing the restrictions? Certainly, not. Has the target of “foreign exchange market settling“ and “termination of illegal exchange transactions“ been reached? No. Quite on the contrary. If we speak about the evil in the Internet in general, attributing the evil coming from a small group of people (in the context of the Internet, from a force of several thousand out of several ten thousand social website users, that is less than one per cent) to all Belarusian Internet-users is an illusion typical both of the government and of the opposition. Both parties are happy to present several hundred web tenants as a dangerous social force. The difference is that one party cherishes illusions that they can make any changes having no program of action but the protest plan. Meanwhile, the other party for trivial fear of the mysterious dreadful and wild Internet easily swallows these illusions and arranges public flogging and tilting at windmills. They had better start using the Internet themselves, so the fear would be gone, and they would not blunder so much about the Internet as they do now. I think, both parties are only diverting themselves and divert each other from real problems.
IISEPS: 
It is believed that in Belarus owing to its specific political order the differences between “real“ and “virtual“ have reached a range never seen before (they even say, there is “an abyss“). They say, today many Belarusians (especially the young people) live in “the virtual“ more than in “the real“, because they can’t realize themselves in real life (in politics, business, culture, etc.). Is it so? Is it good or bad for the development of the personality and society?
Yuri Zisser: 
There isn’t any abyss. Belarusian Internet-users win success in business, state administration, science, and culture more often than those who do not use the Internet. It is true, there is no politics in Belarus. But to assert that one cannot make good in business or culture in Belarus is nothing but to tell bedtime tales for mediocrities and their fellows. We do have geniuses. As for business, there are thousands of millionaires in the country. Well, look at TOP-100 list of Belarusian businessmen on EJ.BY. It is all philistine to believe that that it is impossible to earn an honest livelihood. The more I meet rich Belarusians, the more I see clearheaded, clever and decent people, who have earned their millions using only their diligence and skills, their brains, and not connections and stealing, as is usually believed. Big business, as a notorious antagonist of the state, is the same illusion as the fact that all internauts are oppositionists or that all governmental officials are fools and thieves. Indeed, they are all different. Absolutely different. There are fools, thieves, and scoundrels everywhere and so there are brilliant masters, too. Look at our best musicians, touring the world. Has politics much precluded the band “Camerata” or the director Anisimov from becoming world-known musicians? And are you sure that absolutely all of the disgraced Belarusian bands or poets actually deserve international or at least national popularity? A genius will always find the way, while a loser will justify his/her failures by a bloody-minded boss, cheap home-brew, the regime and other external reasons, whatsoever, in order to weasel out of these failures.
IISEPS: 
In the context of the latest events in Belarus (“silent protests“) many people (experts, politicians both on the part of authorities and opposition) started speaking about “the revolution of social websites“. Some people treat it seriously, make comparisons with the revolutionary events in North Africa and Middle East (and pin their hopes on it, or, on the opposite, their fears), while others don’t. What is your attitude to this phenomenon?
Yuri Zisser: 
I have already gave an answer earlier. Nothing can be changed in the country without a program, without the aim, without plans and without leaders. And consider that there are only several hundred or one or two thousand protesters. Meanwhile, there are several hundred thousand Belarusians in Facebook, but the silent protest actions are thin, in fact, just an insignificant group of Belarusian tenants of this world-largest social website support them. Our opposition has at all refused anything to do with them and called the actions either “coffee“, or “sausage“ revolts. Well, if we take Egypt, there is practically no Internet there, hence, those who called the mass demonstrations against poverty and corruption “the social web revolution“, could only be fad-prone Western reporters, who were drawing materials from the viewpoints of the few Egyptians who had been writing on Facebook. “The revolution“ in Moldova was called “the Twitter Revolution“ because there was a woman-reporter there, probably, from New-York Times, who was broadcasting the events happening in front of her eyes with the help of short 140-symbol messages in Twitter. Meanwhile, there were 23 (!) users of this social web service in the entire Moldova at that time. What “Twitter Revolution“ they refer to then! And at the time of the revolutions of 1871, 1917, 1991, and 2004 there was no Internet at all. It is a typical error of many surveys to reduce the entire analysis of social events to politics or, lately, to the Internet. One should constantly keep in mind that people (and even not only Belarusians, but all nations) in their mass look down at what is there in their plates. Of course, not all of them, but a vast numerical majority. (Our government understood it before.) When some kind of social discontent is swelling, you need not cure the effects, but try to find objective causes, primarily economic ones, and hurl all public effort, whatever the political orientation, into the cause removal. After that, “coffee“ revolts will pass all by themselves.
IISEPS: 
What issues do you consider the most important for Bynet development? What prospects for its further development and social influence do you see, in 5-10 years?
Yuri Zisser: 
As the level of the Internet penetration increases, its impact on the current events grows. The government, the public, the businesspersons will use the Internet for promotion of any goods, services and ideas. The range of public information sources will be expanding, while the role and profits of traditional mass media will be falling. At the same time, it is green to imagine that as soon as the last Belarusian starts using the Internet, the things will change greatly. People like myths. They will be happy to believe in them and cherish illusions about the Internet the same way as it happens and has happened in all times with the myth origin since the time of shamans. Particularly, when the myths are useful and worthwhile to justify one’s actions or inaction. With the spread of the Internet, the users will merely have more freedom of choice.
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