50
49

ISSN 1822-5543
IISEPS NEWS

ISSUE 3 (61), 2011
IN THIS ISSUE:
Preface
Monitoring of public opinion in Belarus

September-2011
From developed democracy to chaos and anarchy
Who fills the rating vacuum?
Between a dialogue and a demand for immediate resignation
Who "my militia" takes care of

How the disabled live in Belarus
Are Belarusians going to struggle for a geopolitical choice?
A sociological portrait of supporters of the civil campaign "Our House" and its leader
Some results of the opinion poll conducted in September 2011
Open Forum

NEW WAVE OF REPRESSIONS AGAINST INDEPENDENT RESEARCHES
Bookshelf

Leonid Zaiko, Ph.D.
“An epicrisis of the country which “did not return from the war”

Dear readers!

In the current issue of the analytic bulletin "IISEPS News" we offer to your attention materials reflecting the most important results of the Institute research in the third quarter of 2011.

"Economic feeling" of the Belarusians is still bad: the absolute majority of respondents (87.6%) think that Belarusian economy is in crisis, almost three thirds say that their financial standing has become worse for the last three months, over a half of respondents expect worsening of the socio-economic situation in the country within the next few years. At the same time the number of those who suppose that their condition has improved during this time and of those who look to the future without apprehension has grown by several percent. In other words, there is no change for the worse in comparison with June. Since there was virtually no improvement of economic indicators in the third quarter, it means that the "negative adaptation" mechanism, when people adjust to the situation by lowering their needs and expectations, is turned on.

However, the socio-economic crisis begins to tell more and more on the Belarusians’ "political feeling", i.e. on their attitude to the authorities. The number of those who consider that the situation in Belarus is developing in general in the wrong direction has increased for three months from 61.8% to 68.5%, and of those who consider that it is developing in the right direction has, on the contrary, decreased by almost 10% having reached the lowest rate during the whole history of IISEPS monitoring. As opposed to the previous crisis situations, more and more respondents blame president for it: at that their number has grown for three months from 44.5% to 61.2%; only 10% agreed that the people themselves were responsible. This in its turn entailed a real downfall of the attitude to A. Lukashenko. Thus, the number of those who do not trust the president has risen from 53.8% to 62% for three months, and the number of those who trust him has shrunk from 35.7% to 24.5%. For the first time the number of those who expect improvement of life in Belarus after A. Lukashenko’s resignation has exceeded the number of those who expect worsening of life, and the number of those who think that life will remain the same has noticeably declined. His electoral rating has dropped during only nine months 2.5 times, having reached 20.5% – the minimum level during the whole 17-year-history of IISEPS monitoring (until now the historic minimum was the 26.2% rating in March 2003).

The September opinion poll shows that people’s dissatisfaction is gradually acquiring political forms. Today already 28.3% consider themselves in opposition to the present authorities – not too much so far, but the growth has made up almost 10% since December. Answering the question: "What initiatives of Belarusian politicians do you support?" the largest part of respondents (almost 40%) still chooses "offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis", however the second group (almost 35%) already prefers "a demand for A. Lukashenko’s immediate resignation". On the other hand, those who already see "a real revolution" behind those figures should not be too hopeful. The level of readiness for public actions in order to express one’s opinion (such as political meetings, demonstrations, strikes, hunger strikes and armed struggle) remains as before. Opposition leaders’ ratings are a conspicuous indicator of the Belarusians’ real protest potential. Thus, in spite of the 2.5-fold drop in A. Lukashenko’s rating during nine months, the "aggregate" rating of the opposition leaders constitutes no more than 20%. But then the number of those who found it difficult to answer, and of those who gave a different answer or did not answer at all, grew from 29% to almost 55%. Thereby, the protest potential which is accumulating in the society is not yet "concentrating" on any real alternatives (opposition bodies, programs, leaders). As history proves, social explosions which appear in such situations, may lead to results opposite to the expected ones. It should be mentioned that September opinion poll was held before the introduction of the ruble’s free rate which will certainly abate the dissatisfaction that has accumulated in spring and summer. If during several months the authorities manage to find something to close the "financial gaps" with, the situation might improve again.

In general there are still no changes at the "foreign-policy front": at a hypothetical referendum approximately 42% of respondents would vote for integration with Russia, as well as for joining the EU. Assessing a recent statement of the Russian prime minister V. Putin that real integration of Russia and Belarus "is possible, is rather desirable and fully depends on the Belarusian people" and that "supporters of this idea should struggle for its implementation", 11.6% said "I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it"; 38.2% – "I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it"; 34% – "I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it" and 6.7% – "I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it" (9.5% found it difficult to answer). As it can be seen, in spite of an obvious strengthening of ideas of state independence and Belarus sovereignty in the public opinion, the real ratio of their convinced supporters and of those for whom they are not cardinal (50% vs. 40%) reserves a probability of very different geopolitical scenarios.

As usual, the readers more interested in our figures than in assessments are given an opportunity to analyze on their own the research results by means of counting up in terms of main socio-demographic characteristics.

Regular readers of our bulletin must remember the rubric "State against independent researches" where evidence of repressions against the IISEPS and BTT (Belarusian Think Tanks) was published about 6-7 years ago. In June of the previous year we had to return to the topic and relate the attempts of the authorities to dismiss the founder of the institute Prof. O. Manaev from Belarusian State University. Today our "Open Forum" presents to the readers documents of a fresh wave of persecutions against independent researches.

In the "Bookshelf" rubric head of the Analytical center "Strategy" L. Zaiko presents to the readers of the bulletin a new book of the IISEPS "Youth and civil society in Belarus: a new generation", which continues the tradition of the institute begun in the 90s.

As usual your feedback and comments are welcome!
IISEPS Board
MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In September of 2011 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.503 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03).
The questionnaires, as usual, covered a wide range of problems related to the most pressing and most topical aspects of life in Belarus.
Below you will find commentaries to the most important findings of these and previous sociological procedures. "No answer" and "Find it difficult to answer" alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. As usual, the tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount may be different from 100% since the interviewees could choose more than one alternative.

SEPTEMBER – 2011
From developed democracy to chaos and anarchy

The third quarter which separated the June opinion poll from the October poll proved to be extremely rich in events influencing the public opinion. This wealth is most succinctly conveyed by the change in the official assessment of what is going on from "there is no crisis in the country" to "there is no disaster in the country". In other words, the authorities acknowledge the presence of the crisis in the country; it is simply not appropriate to talk about it. Never mind.

As for the public opinion, in September 87.6% of respondents answered the question "Do you consider Belarusian economy to be in crisis?" in the affirmative. In June the share of such respondents was 6.1 percentage points smaller – 81.5%. However, the share of Belarusians who had not noticed the crisis in the country did not virtually change: 8.4% – in June, 8% – in September. A growth in the number of citizens who sensed the breath of the crisis occurred due to a decrease in the number of those who found it difficult to answer from 10.1% to 4.4%.
In September, contrary to the expectations, no further drop of the financial standing index took place (Table 1). Moreover, it even increased, though slightly. It might be connected with the adaptation of the population to the constantly worsening conditions according to the Soviet principle: "we have survived famine, we will survive abundance". As the share of respondents who marked improvement of their financial standing is small, let us look more attentively at those whose financial standing did not change under the conditions of the crisis. Among those who consider themselves members of the opposition, and there were 28.3% of such people in September, 12.2% attributed themselves to that group; among those who do not relate themselves to the opposition (56%) – 23.6%.

	Table 1

	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
	09'11

	It has improved
	6.5
	22.7
	1.9
	24.9
	17.2
	1.6
	5.1

	It has not changed
	50.5
	63.4
	31.0
	57.7
	54.8
	23.2
	20.0

	It has become worse
	41.6
	12.2
	63.8
	16.0
	26.9
	73.4
	73.7

	FSI*
	–35.1
	10.5
	–61.9
	8.9
	–3.7
	–71.8
	–68.6

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


Taking into account the socio-demographic structure of supporters and opponents of the authorities in Belarus, we can safely surmise that women, the elderly and respondents with primary education are going to predominate in the group under analysis. As for the gender dependence, our supposition was not confirmed: the number of women and men turned out to be fifty-fifty. Female representatives of the Belarusian society have to do the shopping more often; perhaps, due to this reason, although they are more inclined to support the authorities, their reaction to the worsening of their financial standing proved to be comparable with the reaction of men. The respondents’ age did not considerably influence their assessments either. Let us cite the answers of the outermost age groups: up to 30 years old – 18.9%, over 65 – 24.6%. As for the level of education, there turned out to be 2.1 times more of lucky people whose financial standing had not been influenced by the crisis in the group of respondents with primary education, than among possessors of university diplomas: 34.4% vs. 16.6%.

In the framework of normal economic logic inflation, and a decrease in the real income of the majority of the Belarusians is connected today precisely with it, is a tax on the peripheral social groups (inflation is a tax on the poor), as essential goods predominate in the basket of goods of the people with low income. In Belarus normal economic logic never worked when people assessed changes in their financial standing. Poor Belarusians are mainly supporters of A. Lukashenko. For them to acknowledge worsening of their financial standing is tantamount to the ruin of the world view in the center of which a lifetime monument to their political idol whom they pin all their hopes on towers. As it is known, hope springs eternal in the human breast.
The data of Table 2 confirm this inference. The expectation index, similar to its "colleague" – the financial standing index, has grown by 3.8 points for the last three months. In September 12.9% of respondents saw light at the end of the tunnel, and another 24.1% suppose that the socio-economic situation in the country is stable. The ability to see light at the end of the tunnel is an exclusive prerogative of the Belarusians loyal to the authorities. Their advantage in this question over the citizens in opposition is overwhelming: 19.8% vs. 2.1% – 9.4 times!

	Table 2

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


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

	It is going to improve
	15.2
	44.9
	13.7
	30.6
	29.2
	11.9
	12.9

	It is not going to change
	30.2
	37.2
	30.5
	40.7
	42.0
	20.3
	24.1

	It is going to become worse
	43.7
	12.0
	45.9
	17.2
	23.0
	55.5
	52.7

	EI*
	–28.5
	32.9
	–32.2
	13.4
	6.2
	–43.6
	–39.8

	* Expectation index


	Table 3

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


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

	In the right direction
	21.3
	61.4
	40.0
	54.2
	45.3
	26.1
	17.0

	In the wrong direction
	63.4
	26.4
	34.9
	32.5
	40.0
	61.8
	68.5

	DA/NA
	15.3
	12.2
	25.1
	13.3
	14.7
	12.1
	14.5

	PCI*
	–42.1
	35.0
	5.1
	21.7
	5.3
	–35.7
	–51.5

	* Policy correctness index


As the data of Table 3 show out of the three social indices only the policy correctness index has decreased for the third quarter (–41.5). It fell 0.6 points short of the historic maximum registered in March 2003 (the PCI statistics has been run since October 2001). Attention should be paid to the fact that in March 2009 the PCI remained positive against the background of a considerable worsening of the Belarusians’ financial standing and prevalence of a pessimistic attitude concerning the prospects for the next few years. I.e. the majority of respondents did not connect mounting economic problems with the socio-economic policy pursued in the country, and agreed with the official point of view according to which the world crisis was held "responsible for everything".

Today the situation has changed in essence. On the everyday level adaptation to the unfavorable condition of the economy is taking place against the background of an increase in distrust in the authorities and in the socio-economic course followed by them. In this connection A. Lukashenko’s regular assurances of the course immutability only aggravate the situation. Perhaps, the main peculiarity of  the crisis at the present point of its development lies exactly here.
The data of Table 4 let us estimate life priorities of Belarusians under the conditions of the crisis. Please, pay attention to the first and the last lines. As it has been mentioned time end again before, Belarusians live in the world of everyday care; political problems, including independence of the country, find themselves on the periphery of their interests, which is typical of opponents of the authorities, as well as of their supporters. In general, the apprehension level of the authorities’ opponents is higher, however there are two exceptions. Supporters of the authorities to a greater extent worry about the future of their children. It is natural. Elderly people predominate in this social group, and they have someone to worry about. The second exception is the attitude to the problem of currency exchange.
A. Lukashenko was right when he declared on August, 26 with reference to an enigmatic social research that "the people almost squeak, excuse me for the word, they want a uniform rate and free access to currency". Let us mention that an inclination to squeaking concerning the above mentioned reason does not depend on political preferences of Belarusians. Dollarization of economy, as well as of thinking, has to all appearances reached such a level in Belarus that inability of the authorities to secure conditions for the normal currency conversion is perceived by the society rather painfully. Thus the condition of the currency market is one of the priority summands of the authorities’ legitimacy.
	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What problems worry you personally most of all?", % 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Are you in opposition to 
the authorities?

	
	
	Yes
	No

	A possibility of a further drop in the living standards
	62.9
	79.3
	54.0

	Insecurity of the children’s future
	45.5
	41.4
	46.9

	Absence of currency in currency exchange offices
	38.6
	39.8
	39.5

	Gas prices
	28.7
	33.9
	26.7

	A possibility of a job loss
	27.1
	35.3
	20.4

	A possibility of changes
	14.6
	17.4
	11.0

	The level of corruption in the state
	13.4
	17.4
	11.0

	A possibility of losing Belarus independence 
	12.2
	17.4
	11.0


	Table 5

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In what direction is the political life of Belarus developing now?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'09
	09'10
	09'11
	Are you in opposition to 
the authorities?

	
	
	
	
	Yes
	No

	Development of democracy
	23.5
	24.7
	11.4
	1.9
	18.2

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	19.9
	19.9
	17.6
	9.2
	22.4

	Establishment of authoritarianism and dictatorship
	33.4
	29.4
	33.7
	50.5
	27.2

	Growth of chaos, anarchy, threat of a coup d'etat
	7.3
	7.3
	23.3
	34.9
	15.5

	DA/NA
	15.9
	18.7
	14.0
	3.3
	16.8


The data of Table 5 let us estimate the influence of the crisis on the perception of the political situation in the country by the Belarusians. Answers obtained at the height of the economic crisis of 2009 are given in the first column. They virtually do not differ from the answers registered three months before the presidential elections. It means that the crisis perceived as the world one did not affect changing of assessments of the political situation. The present results are different in the main. The share of respondents who chose the answer "Development of democracy" shrank 2.1 times, and the share of those who chose the answer "Aggravation of chaos, anarchy and threat of a coup d'etat" increased 3.3 times.

Naturally assessments of opponents and supporters of the authorities differ greatly. However, even among the latter 27.2% consider that establishing of authoritarianism and dictatorship is taking place in the country, and 15.5% believe that chaos and anarchy are on the rise. Attention should be paid to the considerable difference in the number of respondents who found it difficult to answer. Supporters of the authorities have found themselves in a predicament: on the one hand, it is quite difficult for many of them to aver that development of democracy is continuing in the country, but on the other hand they are not ready yet to agree with the mounting chaos. That is the reason for such a large share of those who found it difficult to answer.
In spite of the tentative tendency of adaptation to the drop in the living standards caused by the high headline inflation, negative assessments of the policy followed in the country begin to emerge in the public opinion. Not least of all it is connected with the fact that more and more Belarusians begin to put in doubt the main achievement of the present authorities – stability. As the data of the poll show Belarusians inculpate not the external foes and the "fifth column" with the loss of it, but the incumbent authorities.

Who fills the rating vacuum?

The main indicator of public opinion polls, which opposition politicians and experts traditionally pay an overblown attention to, continued its swift fall in the third quarter (Table 6). As compared to June, A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating has lost another 8.8 percentage points, and in comparison with the December maximum – 33.5 points! Judging by the latest report of Belstat (the consumer price index for goods and fee-based services for the population constituted 110.5% over the period from September, 1 to September, 20), we have every reason to assert that the mentioned tendency is going to continue.
	Table 6

	Dynamics of president A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating, %


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

	Rating
	26.2
	39.2
	44.0
	53.0
	42.9
	29.3
	20.5


Against the background of such an auspicious event for the opposition, electoral ratings of A. Lukashenko’s main rivals at the recent presidential elections have grown: from 6.9% in December to 8.8% by V. Neklyaev, from 3.2% to 6.2% by A. Sannikov. It is a new phenomenon. Nothing similar was observed after the elections of 2006. However, the growth of opposition politicians’ ratings did not make up for the fall of A. Lukashenko’s rating which can be well seen as far as the share of respondents who found it difficult to answer the open-end question "If tomorrow presidential elections took place in Belarus, whom would you vote for?" is concerned. In December 23.6% found it difficult to answer, in September – 42.6%. Thus we can state formation of a peculiar rating vacuum.

The reason for the fall of A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating lies on the surface. The public opinion considers exactly him to be the main person responsible for the economic crisis which has burst out in the country (Table 7). For the first time in the history of opinion polls exceeding of the president’s guilt over the guilt of the government was registered in June of the current year when respondents were answering the question "Who, in your opinion, is responsible for the currency crisis in Belarus which occurred in the spring of 2011?" At that time president outstripped the government by 7.8 points (44.5% vs. 41.3%). Others responsible for the Belarusian crisis, whom A. Lukashenko regularly refers to in his speeches, found themselves way behind. It means that state propaganda is losing its influence on the Belarusian society. However, "is losing" should not be understood as "has already lost". Please, pay attention to the assessment of the USA guilt by the supporters and opponents of the authorities.
	Table 7

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who is responsible for the present crisis in Belarus?", % 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Are you in opposition 
to the authorities?

	
	
	Yes
	No

	President
	61.2
	92.5
	45.7

	Government
	41.3
	48.5
	35.0

	USA
	16.3
	1.2
	25.5

	Europe
	12.0
	3.1
	17.0

	Parliament
	11.9
	16.0
	8.4

	People
	10.0
	8.9
	10.0

	Russia
	7.3
	3.1
	10.8

	Opposition
	5.0
	1.2
	7.5

	DA
	13.4
	1.4
	17.7


When the opinion poll was being held the list of potential culprits was for the first time replenished by the people. It was done in view of the numerous accusations on the part of A. Lukashenko against the only sovereign of the country (according to the Constitution). As an example, let us cite an extract of the speech delivered at a May meeting devoted to the urgent economic questions: "About the attitude to the authorities – "who is responsible for the worsening of your life?" – the greatest number of citizens, approximately 25%, answered: we are ourselves responsible. It is surprising. It is surprising for the Belarusians that a quarter of the population considers that they are themselves responsible". The IISEPS opinion poll did not confirm such mass inclination of the Belarusians to repentance. Only 10% of respondents are ready "to take the blame upon themselves"; at that such readiness was displayed in equal measure by opponents of the authorities, as well as by their supporters. However, this formal equality does not mean that the groups singled out by us interpret the nature of the people’s guilt in the same manner. Among the Belarusians with primary education 6.2% discerned the people’s guilt, among those with higher education – 15%. Most probably, the former concurred with the official point of view, whereas the latter saw the guilt of the people in supporting the authorities that "had organized" the current economic crisis.

Concentration of power in the same hands, just like a coin, has the other side. When the period of population’s income growth gives place to its drop, full responsibility rests with the first official of the country, what we are precisely observing today. The mentioned inference is confirmed by the answers to the question: "Not long ago Peter Prokopovich stood down from his post of Chairman of the National Bank. How do you assess the extent of his guilt in the currency crisis which has happened in Belarus this year?" In spite of the fact that the matter concerns a currency crisis, only 7.5% of respondents admitted the personal guilt of the country’s chief banker (2.6% of the authorities’ opponents and 10.9% of their supporters).Other answers divided as follows: "He is guilty, but a considerable part of the guilt rests with other authorities’ representatives" – 40.1%; "He is guilty, however external circumstances are guiltier than he is" – 26.3%; "He is guilty" – 16% and 10.1% found it difficult to answer.

A. Lukashenko called himself "the only politician" more than once. If we limit the circle of candidates to politicians to the representatives of the "top-down command structure", we should agree with such a definition. In September when answering the open-end question: "Do you know who is at the head of the government now?" a little bit more than a third of respondents (34.3%) named M. Myasnikovich. A. Lukashenko turned out to be the second candidate to such a high post – 7.4%. The level of political competence proved to be noticeably higher among opponents of the authorities than among their supporters: 50% vs. 26.7%. As for A. Lukashenko, he was appointed to the post of prime minister by 9.1% of the authorities’ supporters, and among opponents of the authorities there were 3.8% of such people.

The authoritative model built in Belarus for the years of independence should not be associated exclusively with the name of A. Lukashenko. During the construction he performed the function of a contractor, and the Belarusian society, or to be more precise the part of it which is conventionally called "the majority", took upon itself the role of a customer. We cannot say that "the majority" knew not what it did drawing up the order. After the chaos of Perestroika with its economic liberalism it was in need of "strong state authorities", and "the majority" imagines a state as an expanded patriarchal family with a father at the head. In culturology it is called a "paternal cultural matrix". The Belarusian socio-economic model was printed with the help of this matrix. The structure of a patriarchal family does not provide for an intermediate section in the form of functionaries between a father and the rest of the household. Due to the fact the phenomenon of "the only politician" becomes possible. This is exactly what we observe when respondents answer the question about prime minister.

If a society finds itself in an uncomfortable condition for a long period of time, then it is able to reconsider its attitude to "the only politician" and from a bearer of Good, Truth and Justice he turns into a bearer of Evil. Political destiny of M. Gorbachev and B. Yeltsin is an illustration of such revaluation. Representatives of the Belarusian "majority" also find themselves today at the initial stage of revaluation; as for the representatives of the "minority" they have always treated A. Lukashenko negatively.

Parallel to the electoral rating the trust rating of A. Lukashenko is decreasing swiftly, too: December – 55%, March – 47.5%, June – 35.7%, September – 24.5%. Together with it trust ratings of the government and state mass media also decrease by leaps and bounds. However, no corresponding compensation at the expense of a growth in the trust in non-state mass media and opposition parties has occurred for the last three months (Table 8). Moreover, the latter has also appreciably decreased. It is a new situation. During the second quarter the trust rating of non-state mass media did not change and the opposition parties’ trust rating grew from 16.3% to 20.1%. Such dynamics lets us once again talk about forming of rating vacuum in Belarus.
	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you trust the following state and public institutions?", %


	Variant of answer
	Trust
	Distrust

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

	Non-state mass media
	46.2
	32.8
	39.5
	52.2

	State mass media
	39.2
	25.7
	52.6
	62.2

	President
	35.7
	24.5
	53.8
	62.0

	Government
	33.6
	17.1
	54.8
	68.2

	Opposition political parties
	20.1
	12.3
	53.3
	59.9


Answers to the question about trust in the official version of the act of terror in Minsk underground on April 11, 2011 also testify to the growth of distrust in the authorities: "Yes, I do" – 21.2%; "No, I don’t. They committed the crime, but they had instigators" – 32.4%; "No, I don’t. The crime was committed by other people" – 36.7% and 9.7% found it difficult to answer. It would seem that state mass media have arranged the information about the act of terror in orderly pigeonholes, as they say it. What is the reason then for such a high level of distrust? It should be looked for not in the information, but in its source. As it has been shown above only every fourth Belarusian trusts state mass media today.

A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating is the share of citizens ready to vote for him on the day of the poll. Answers to the question of Table 9 reflect not the personal attitude of respondents to the head of state, but their perception of such an attitude on the part of the people around them. During four years the share of optimists has decreased almost six times – 73% of the Belarusians believe today that A. Lukashenko’s rating is decreasing!

	Table 9

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think A. Lukashenko’s rating (i.e. readiness of the country’s population to vote for him at the next elections) has increased or decreased during the time which has passed after the presidential elections?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'07
	06'08
	09'11

	It has increased
	25.2
	17.6
	4.3

	It has decreased
	30.9
	43.0
	73.0

	It has remained the same
	38.3
	33.8
	18.6

	DA/NA
	5.6
	5.6
	4.1


Stability in the society building political institutions on the basis of the "paternal cultural matrix" is directly connected with the rating of "the only politician". Its decrease is perceived as the ruin of the fundamentals and as mounting of chaos what we begin to register in Belarus. At a certain stage of the process "the only politician" himself may turn out of a stability factor into a source of chaos. During only a year the balance of positive and negative answers to the question of Table 10 shifted in favor of the positive answers. In September the share of Belarusians who thought that with A. Lukashenko’s resignation life in Belarus would improve exceeded the share of those who stuck to the opposite opinion by 11.4%.

	Table 10

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Some people think that with A. Lukashenko’s resignation from the office of president life in Belarus will improve; others think it will on the contrary become worse. And what do you think?", %


	Variant of answer
	10'10
	09'11

	Life will improve
	25.3
	35.2

	Life will remain the same
	28.6
	26.9

	Life will become worse
	28.7
	23.8

	DA/NA
	17.4
	14.1


Rating vacuum is simply a reflection of the authority vacuum. Authority in its turn is a base institution. It exactly holds the Belarusian society back from disintegration within the constraints of the "paternal cultural matrix". Cultural clamps in the Belarusian society that has not completed modernization are extremely insignificant in contrast to western societies. That is why a further drop in the rating of "the only politician" may lead to a collapse of the statehood. Last time a similar situation was observed at the beginning of the 90s
Between a dialogue and a demand for immediate resignation

An increase in the opposition attitude of mind against a decrease in trust in opposition political parties (in June 20.1% of respondents trusted them, in September – 12.3%) is an important paradox of the September opinion poll. The share of citizens who consider themselves in opposition to the present authorities has not much changed during the last five years (Table 11); at that it has always remained noticeably smaller than the share of those who do not trust A. Lukashenko. For many inhabitants of the country not to trust the head of state and not to support him at the elections does not yet mean to reckon themselves among the opposition. 
	Table 11

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you consider yourself to be in opposition to the present authorities?", %


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

	Yes
	17.2
	18.5
	16.5
	18.6
	14.9
	18.9
	25.8
	28.3

	No
	70.4
	73.3
	72.5
	68.0
	72.4
	72.4
	60.3
	56.0

	DA/NA
	12.4
	8.2
	11.0
	13.4
	12.7
	8.7
	13.9
	15.7


An increase in the opposition attitude of mind in the Belarusian society had first been registered in June of the current year – half a year after the fourth presidential elections; in September it continued. The share of citizens who do not trust A. Lukashenko also grew simultaneously. As a result in September the share of the latter exceeded the share of the former 2.2 times. Attention should be paid to the rise in the number of those who found it difficult to answer. A similar increase occurred when respondents were answering the question about their trust in A. Lukashenko. It might testify to the fact that reconsideration by the Belarusians of their attitude to the authorities and their personification happens against the background of an increase in the general uncertainty.
A socio-demographic "portrait" of opposition and loyally disposed to the authorities part of the Belarusian society is presented in Table 12. Men predominate among oppositionists with an advantage rare for opinion polls. Dependence on age and education is standard. We encounter a similar dependence every time we compose a portrait of those who trust and distrust A. Lukashenko. However, there is a nuance. The level of opposition disposition among respondents with higher education is lower, than among respondents with vocational education, and the share of those who found it difficult to answer is abnormally large among them. Perhaps it is connected with the following: the share of public sector entities’ employees is large in this group; i.e. of the employees whose financial standing is completely determined by the level of state paternalism. Attention should be paid to the last two lines of Table 12: 7.8% of Belarusians who confirmed in September their voting for A. Lukashenko at the December elections, have "re-qualified" into oppositionists.

	Table 12

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you consider yourself to be in opposition to the present 
authorities?" depending on socio-demographic characteristics and voting at the presidential elections 
of 2010, %


	Characteristics
	Yes
	No
	DA

	Gender:

	Male
	37.0
	47.5
	15.6

	Female
	21.1
	63.2
	15.6

	Age:

	18-29
	37.5
	49.3
	13.2

	30-39
	35.8
	45.7
	18.5

	40-49
	34.2
	48.8
	17.1

	50-59
	24.5
	58.5
	17.0

	60+
	10.8
	74.9
	14.3

	Education:

	Primary
	4.2
	84.4
	11.5

	Incomplete secondary
	12.0
	75.0
	12.9

	Secondary
	25.6
	58.9
	15.5

	Vocational
	37.4
	48.8
	13.8

	Higher
	33.2
	45.3
	21.5

	Participation in the presidential elections of 2010:

	Voted for A. Lukashenko
	7.8
	80.3
	11.8

	Voted for other candidates or did not participate in voting
	41.9
	39.9
	18.3


	Table 13

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What should the opposition do, in your opinion?", 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Offer a dialogue to the government
	36.1

	Seek president’s resignation
	32.9

	Seek lifting of economic sanctions against Belarus
	18.6

	Seek resignation of the government
	15.1

	Boycott all the initiatives of the government 
	7.8

	Seek resignation of the parliament
	7.3

	Seek imposing of economic sanctions against Belarus
	6.7

	Organize an armed rising or a revolution
	2.7

	DA
	19.8


Let us refer now to Table 13 which presents a list of guidelines of Belarusians for the opposition. Simultaneously it can be regarded as the population’s idea of the role and place of the opposition in the political system of the country. Judging by the share of those who found it difficult to answer, 20% of respondents do not have such ideas at all. Two mutually exclusive points left other competitors far behind: a dialogue and president’s resignation. It is difficult to imagine anything different in a split society. Belarusians, who are obsessed mainly with the questions of survival, are resolute opponents of economic sanctions. The share of supporters of sanctions imposing made up only 6.7%. Fully in accordance with the first line of the national anthem ("We, the Belarusians, are peaceful people") the share of supporters of an armed struggle and revolutions turned out to be lower than statistical discrepancy. 

Table 14 is a shorter version of Table 13; however, it contains the variant of answer "A demand to hold a National assembly to discuss the current situation". The given suggestion was supported by every fifth respondent, at that the difference in answers among supporters and opponents of the authorities constituted only 2.2 percentage points. Such wide popularity of a popular assembly is another proof of presence of archaic pre-state elements of culture in the public consciousness. A popular assembly is a governing institution of local worlds. It is effective on the level of a village gathering, but its transfer to a large society can engender nothing except chaos. Attention should be paid to the shares of supporters of a dialogue in the groups of supporters and opponents of the authorities. Popularity of a dialogue in the first group is 2.4 times lower than in the second one. It is natural, if we take into account the fact that 68% of the first group’s representatives support the idea of A. Lukashenko’s immediate resignation.
	Table 14

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What initiatives of Belarusian politicians do you support?" 
depending on the attitude to the authorities, % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Are you in opposition to 
the authorities?

	
	
	Yes
	No

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	39.5
	20.2
	48.6

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’s immediate resignation
	34.6
	68.0
	20.0

	A demand to hold a National assembly in order to discuss the current situation 
	19.8
	17.8
	20.0

	A demand for imposing sanctions against Belarusian authorities
	4.4
	7.3
	3.3

	DA
	13.0
	4.7
	14.6


	Table 15

	Dynamics of readiness to participate in public protest actions, %


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

	Political meetings, pickets
	16.7
	15.1
	11.8
	16.0
	13.8

	Strikes
	12.9
	12.5
	8.6
	13.6
	13.9

	Armed struggle
	2.8
	5.1
	3.8
	5.0
	5.0

	Hunger strikes
	4.0
	5.7
	4.2
	6.6
	6.1


Once again we have to ascertain that a drop in the living standards does not lead to a growth of protest moods in Belarus (Table 15). Let us remind the reader, that what is meant here is not real, but declarative readiness, which is in particular confirmed by an almost twofold excess in the share of citizens who declared their readiness to participate in an armed struggle over those who recommended the opposition to organize an armed rising (see Table 13).

The share of citizens who had declared their readiness to participate in political meetings and pickets repeated itself accurate within 0.3 points when respondents were answering the question: "Some politicians suggested holding in October a “National gathering” – a protest action demanding a check to prices, securing of adequate salaries and pensions, a possibility of currency exchange, non-admission of unemployment, suspension of selling of enterprises, safeguards of independent mass media work and disclosure of the presidential fund. What is your attitude to this initiative?". 14.1% of respondents declared their readiness to participate in the initiative of the opposition, 13% did not approve of the opposition initiative, 21.3% treated it with indifference, 47.4% (!) approved of it, but did not display a desire to participate in it and 4.2% found it difficult to answer.

If we add the share of those who are ready to support the initiative to the share of those ready to participate in it (61.5%), we will get the result coinciding with A. Lukashenko’s distrust rating (62%). We can infer from the above mentioned that the support level of a certain initiative of the opposition finds itself within the boundaries of the traditional "opposition ghetto".

In a split society the authorities also have their own "ghetto". In September first deputy presidential chief of staff A. Radkov, who holds the position of the leader of the Republican Public Association "Belaya Rus" as his off-hour job, informed the public that the process of maturing of the public association headed by him was coming to an end, and that it was ready to transform into a political party. "And when the situation matures, and we see that it is maturing from below, as well as from above, – there will be a party. I cannot say it will happen tomorrow, maybe the day after tomorrow, maybe in a month, maybe in the current year, or maybe next year. It is a natural process, we do not hamper it; however, we do not artificially accelerate it, either. It looks like it is going to happen soon, as we are ready to solve party tasks, because there is already not enough room for us within the framework of a public association", – said chairman of the RPA "Belaya Rus".

According to A. Radkov, the association numbers over 126 thousand people. Its influence upon forming of public opinion and social atmosphere has also grown. The September opinion poll did not confirm optimism of the deputy presidential chief of staff: only 4.2% are ready to join the newly brought to light party, 82.6% answered ‘no’ to the question about joining the party, and 13.2% found it difficult to answer. The cited data do not call off the fact that if such a task is allotted by the presidential administration, every third Belarusian older than 18 may become a possessor of a party membership card. There is no doubt that today the authorities have the necessary administrative resources; however, it is another matter how they will actually benefit by it.

It is worth reminding that in May, 2011 while answering the open-end question "Could you, please, name public organizations and associations in Belarus which you know or which you have heard about?" 5.8% of respondents named the RPA "Belaya Rus" (the Belarusian Republican Union of Youth – 42.7%).

In June and July in the framework of the campaign "Revolution through social networking websites" regular actions against the authorities’ policy whose participants expressed their protest by silence and applause took place in Belarus. 70.8% of Belarusians heard about holding of such actions. It is quite a lot. At that among opponents of the authorities the share of those who heard about the actions made up 89.4% (!), among their supporters – 60.6%. 37.4% approved of such actions, two times fewer people did not approve of them – 19.2%, 33.6% treated them with indifference, and 9.8% found it difficult to answer.

The data of Table 16 let us compare distribution of answers with regard to three political events. The share of Belarusians indifferent to the "Revolution through social networking websites" is approximately the same as to forbidding Belarusian officials the EU countries and the USA. Such political events do not worry every third Belarusian. In this respect what happened on Independence square on December, 19 touched Belarusians to a greater extent. It is no wonder if we take into account the level of coverage of the event in state and non-state mass media. It is clear that the attitude of Belarusians to the “Revolution through social networking websites” is extremely politicized, which has been registered in the last two columns of Table 16.
	Table 16

	Attitude to the protest actions which took place after the presidential elections of December 19, 2010 (1), to forbidding 200 Belarusian officials, judges and journalists headed by A. Lukashenko the countries of the EU and the USA, as they are held responsible for rigging the presidential elections vote result and repressions against participants of peaceful protest actions (2) and to the “Revolution through social networking websites” (3), %


	Variant of answer
	1
	2
	3
	Are you in opposition to 
the authorities?

	
	
	
	
	Yes
	No

	I approve of them
	26.6
	25.6
	37.4
	79.8
	18.1

	I am indifferent to them
	24.4
	32.8
	33.6
	14.8
	42.2

	I disapprove of them
	43.7
	33.3
	19.2
	2.4
	29.3

	DA/NA
	5.3
	8.3
	9.8
	2.6
	7.7

	* June, 2011


Split of the Belarusian society along the line of supporters and opponents of the authorities can also be traced in the attitude of Belarusians to the arrest of human rights advocate A. Belyatsky, accused of non-payment of taxes on the cash assets received for the human rights activity from abroad: "It is persecution for political beliefs, for the activity which the authorities do not like" – 35.2%, "It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment of income and non-payment of taxes" – 39.7%. 25.1% found it difficult to answer.

The economic crisis has once again brought into focus the question about protest actions. Since the beginning of summer many opposition politicians and independent analysts have started discussing a possibility of coming of a "hot autumn" in Belarus. Let us mention, that similar conversations had been carried on intermittently for about fifteen years already; however, the pointer of the sociological barometer has approached the "hot autumn" mark not a single time since 1996, which does not rule out such a possibility in future. For a "hot autumn", just as for any other "hot" season, not simply worsening of the financial standing of the largest part of the population when the ruled ones are unwilling to go on as before is required. Such development of events under which the rulers are unable to govern in the old manner is also necessary. 

Who "my militia" takes care of

Speaking at the first All-Belarusian assembly on October 19, 1996, A. Lukashenko accused the Supreme Soviet deputies of the actions impeding a rise in the performance level of law-enforcement agencies. He saw a solution for the problem in accountability of the law-enforcement system to the head of state: "Deputies do not enact laws, without which it is difficult to take a large-scale embezzler of state property as far as prison. And direct pressure on the part of the deputies on law-enforcement agencies is also present! Just think about it – we still do not have an Organized Crime and Corruption Control Law which none of the democratic states in the West can manage without. There is no single law-enforcement system accountable to the head of state. It is torn today. The Ministry of Internal Affairs and the KGB are by the president, the Public prosecutor's office is by the Supreme Soviet and courts are by themselves".

After the November referendum of 1996 all impediments for creation of a single law-enforcement system accountable solely to the head of state were obviated. A. Lukashenko gave a report on the obtained results to the delegates of the second All-Belarusian assembly in May 2001: "I am often accused of dictatorship and authoritarianism. However, in spite of it, the president has done everything to raise law-enforcement agencies from their knees and to give them an opportunity to work freely obeying only the law".

The results of the activity of the raised from their knees law-enforcement agencies were drawn up in December 2010 at the fourth nation-wide "popular assembly". They proved to be unexpected for the head of state himself: "The election campaign and meetings with people showed dissatisfaction on the part of the citizens, which surprised me, with the activity of courts and law-enforcement agencies altogether. It is, perhaps, the second resonance problem after the housing and utilities sector, at least according to Minsk data. They are already "making snide remarks" about the president".

Dynamics of the law-enforcement agencies’ trust ratings for the last year is presented in Table 17. They have noticeably decreased during the first half of the current year. It is a general tendency. When the trust rating of the first official of the state drops, it pulls with it all government institutions’ ratings. It happens in full accordance with the formula: "When we (the public opinion) say "the state", we mean "Lukashenko".

Answers to the question about the explosion in Minsk underground on April 11, 2011 also testify to a decline in trust in law-enforcement agencies. Only 21.2% of respondents believed that the act of terror had been committed by a maverick terrorist and his accomplice. 36.7% completely rejected the official version, and 32.4% agreed that the crime had been committed by the accused; however, they had had instigators.

To estimate the values of the ratings given in Table 17, it is necessary to resort to a comparison. The trust level of the police in the countries of western democracy is considerably higher: in Germany it is 75%, in Italy – 71%, in the USA – 66% (the source: in the USA – Harris Poll, a representative survey of adults was held in December 2004; in Europe – "Eurobarometer" in February and March 2004). As for Russia, the result is reverse here. According to the data of the Levada-center, in January 2010 5% "definitely trusted" and 25% "more likely trusted" law-enforcement agencies. Assessment of the militia’s activity is rather interesting: 60% of Russians considered that the militia’s activity was generally directed at securing their own interests, and only 24% believed that the militia was busy with securing safety of the country’s population.
	Table 17

	Dynamics of the law-enforcement agencies’ trust ratings, %


	Law-enforcement agencies
	10'06
	12'10
	06'11

	Courts
	50.4
	49.0
	43.4

	Public prosecutor's office
	48.3
	47.3
	38.1

	Militia
	42.8
	45.6
	35.3

	KGB
	44.1
	43.2
	33.8


	Table 18

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you feel personally under the protection of the law?" 
depending on the attitude to the authorities, %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Are you in opposition to 
the authorities?

	
	
	Yes
	No

	Yes
	38.5
	5.4
	57.1

	No
	53.4
	90.8
	35.1

	DA/NA
	8.1
	3.1
	7.3


Answers to the question of Table 18 confirm A. Lukashenko’s surprise regarding dissatisfaction of the population "with the activity of courts and law-enforcement agencies altogether". The share of the unprotected part of the population exceeded in September the share of the protected part 1.4 times; however, it is among all respondents. Among the Belarusians who are in opposition to the authorities the indicator made up 16.8 (!), and among those loyally disposed to the authorities – 0.6. However, among the latter, too, the share of citizens who do not feel personally under the protection of the law exceeds a third.

The data of Table 19 allow us to assess the reasons which do not let Belarusians feel under the protection of the law. The unprotected "majority" unambiguously points at the authorities. The second line is not an exception, either. Who are the people who consider themselves to be above the law, and who have appeared in great numbers? Let us remind the reader that according to the official version, "Concern for people’s welfare, social dedication, honesty and justice of state policy are the cornerstones and directions for the whole system of power" (from the report at the fourth All-Belarusian people’s assembly).
	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If "not", then why?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Because the laws are freely interpreted by those who hold the power
	29.2

	Because the laws are written not for everyone–too many people who feel being over the law have appeared
	28.4

	Because the laws are constantly changing
	24.0

	Because everyone is corrupt, and I cannot hope for an honest and objective trial 
	21.6

	Because people have no means of influence on the authorities
	15.4

	Other
	0.4

	DA
	0.5


Thus, the data cited in Table 18 let us make an inference that the authorities have divided Belarusians into friends and foes which does not prevent them from declaring on a regular basis the solidarity and unity of the Belarusian people.

The proverb says: "Where there is a court, there is no truth". It was not born today, but it has not lost its topicality in modern Belarus. When respondents were answering the question: "If the state infringes your rights, whom will you turn to for help in the first place?", the answer: "To protect oneself is sense less, the state is going to win anyway" turned out to be the leader (30.2%). 23.8% declared their readiness to turn to law-enforcement agencies (the militia, the Public prosecutor's office, the courts of law). It is considerably less than the share of citizens who trust the militia (35.3%), the Public prosecutor's office (38.1%) and the courts (43.4%). The reason for such discrepancy should be looked for, to all appearances, in the low legal culture. In the Soviet past, as well as in the pre-Soviet, when citizens encountered injustice on the part of representatives of the local government bodies, they solved their problems not in court, but by means of filing a complaint to a higher power-holding level. That is why 8.7% of Belarusians are ready to make complaints against the state to the Presidential Administration today, too.

35.6% of the respondents agree that there is a problem in the country with illegal violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies’ employees. Another 42.1% suppose that there are isolated cases of violence; however, it cannot be called a serious problem. 21.9% do not see such a problem.

A hierarchy of reasons which in the opinion of respondents lead to violence is presented in Table 20. Reasons connected with the lack of professionalism by employees of law-enforcement agencies ranked first and second. Rates, which they literally wrest from the population, are brought to their attention just as to any public sector employees. Judging by the fact that 21.4% of respondents mentioned using of violence against them personally or against their acquaintances, such practice is widely spread in the law-enforcement agencies of the country.
	Table 20

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If violence occurs, why, in your opinion, do employees of 
law-enforcement agencies agree to such law violation?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	To compel people to give evidence
	32.8

	To intimidate people and put them off lodging a complaint against their unlawful acts 
	27.6

	With the purpose of extortion
	12.5

	For the sake of humiliating, they enjoy cruelty
	11.5

	Due to personal aversion, political and racial motives
	11.1

	Other
	1.1


The data of Table 21 once again demonstrate selectivity in the work of law-enforcement agencies. Such selectivity testifies to the fact that the main principle of the law – its universality – is not ensured by the Belarusian state. In practice the authorities treat as "hoodlums" not only the activists of political parties, but all the people who are not their supporters; that is why 42% (10.4%+31.6%) of Belarusians perceive those who are supposed to protect the law as criminals. The coercive means monopoly (secret services, courts, law-enforcement agencies) acts in Belarus as an instrument of protecting the authorities against the population and of forcing the population to do what the authorities want. At that the law is arbitrarily interpreted by those who should secure equality of all before the law.
	Table 21

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Whose violence do you fear more: criminals’ or 
law-enforcement agencies employees’?" depending on the attitude to the authorities, %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Are you in opposition to 
the authorities?

	
	
	Yes
	No

	I am more afraid of criminals
	47.9
	12.5
	64.6

	I am more afraid of law-enforcement agencies’ employees
	10.4
	28.7
	2.3

	I am equally afraid of both of them
	31.6
	54.6
	11.3

	I am afraid of none of them
	9.6
	4.0
	12.5


Only 17.6% of respondents consider that the measures taken by the state to struggle against lawlessness and violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies are effective, and that the problem is in principle solved. There are 2.2 times more supporters of taking serious measures in order to put an end to lawlessness and violence – 38.4%; another 31.2% suppose that the state is actively struggling against this evil and that the struggle should be continued.

Basic information about the facts of illegal violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies’ employees Belarusians get from mass media – 57.6% (Table 22). Such percent should be recognized as rather high, if we take into account the fact that state mass media which are monopolists in the field of television virtually do not cover such cases. Rumors (information passed on in the process of interpersonal communication) ranked second as an information source – 45.6%. Belarusians actively discuss topics unpleasant for the authorities in "the kitchens" thus filling the information vacuum. Almost every third Belarusian learns about such facts from the Internet, which indicates a rather active discussion of the topics in the World Wide Web.
	Table 22

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Where do you get the information about the facts of illegal 
violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies’ employees from?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	From mass media
	57.6

	From friends, colleagues and acquaintances
	45.6

	From the Internet
	30.5

	From personal experience (I have encountered it myself)
	9.2

	From other sources
	6.0


	Table 23

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, how truthfully is the topic of illegal violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies covered in mass media and in the Internet?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	In general, truthfully 
	18.8

	Sometimes truthfully, sometimes not
	52.0

	In general, not truthfully
	13.5

	DA/NA
	15.7


The level of trust in the Internet should be recognized as low (Table 23); however, it finds itself within the limits of trust of Belarusians in mass media as a whole: in September 25.7% trusted sate mass media, 62.2% did not trust; 32.8% trusted non-state mass media, and 52.2% did not trust them.

The two views of the law-enforcement agencies’ activity registered in the course of the September opinion poll is a direct outcome of the state policy aimed at suppression of any forms of public interests expression. Under the conditions of absence of powers separation and political competition, when those who hold power today concentrate their activity on retention of their authority, courts and law-enforcement agencies will always protect those who at the moment possess power leverage and resources. However, as there is no mechanism of open competition for power, there is no calling to account, which unties the hands of employees of law-enforcement agencies. That is why one should not be surprised that the majority of Belarusians have a strong feeling of their vulnerability and of being unprotected by the law.

How the disabled live in Belarus

According to the Ministry of Labor and Social Security, 512.5 thousand disabled people live in Belarus today, which accounts for over 5% of the population. These people, and as we can see there are quite a few of them, need not only sympathy, but ensuring of decent living conditions as well. At that attitude of the state and society to the disabled is of no small importance, either. Unfortunately, in our country this attitude can be assessed only as rather dishonorable. It is possible to find a lot of examples in mass media when government agencies called to render the disabled all kinds of assistance get away with formal measures intended as a showcase, which improve real life of the disabled very little. Attitude to the rights and needs of the disabled turns out to be subject to the attitude of the Belarusian authorities to the human rights as a whole. In our country, in general, only the rights of the authorities themselves are respected, not the rights of any other party. 

The data of the September opinion poll, in particular, testify to the effect that no evident improvement of the attitude to the problems of the disabled occurs in the Belarusian society. This happens in spite of the fact that almost a half of the adult population (49.6%) confirms acquaintance with the problem of disability (Table 24).
	Table 24

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are there people with any kind of disability among your 
relatives, friends or acquaintances (including children)?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	49.6

	No
	48.9

	DA/NA
	1.5


	Table 25

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If we compare the disabled and people without disability, then how often do the disabled face each of the following problems?", %


	Variant of answer
	More often than people without disability
	More seldom than people without disability
	As often as people without disability (equally)
	DA/NA

	Difficulties with employment
	83.7
	5.4
	6.8
	4.1

	Pecuniary burdens, pressure for money
	75.9
	2.8
	16.9
	4.4

	Isolation from cultural life and entertainment
	74.5
	6.3
	12.0
	7.2

	Difficulties with receiving education
	68.6
	6.9
	16.3
	8.2

	Unequal humiliating treatment 
	67.9
	5.8
	17.9
	8.4


The data of Table 25 show that the population perceives the hardships and sorrows of the everyday life of the disabled quite adequately.

As it can be seen, 83.7% of respondents consider that the disabled face employment problems more often than other people; three thirds suppose that the disabled encounter more financial difficulties and isolation from cultural life; almost 70% see more problems by the disabled with receiving education, as well as unequal disparaging treatment of them. 

However, the next question (Table 26) demonstrates a rather noticeable decrease in the positive personal attitude to disability as such. As it can be seen, already less than a half of respondents would like children without disability study together with handicapped children. Although the question is worded impersonally, the respondents are evidently trying the situation on themselves and their child.
	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think co-educating of handicapped children and 
children without disability at schools is useful or harmful for each group of the children?", %



	Variant of answer
	It is more likely useful
	It is more likely harmful
	It is equally useful and harmful
	DA/NA

	For children without disability
	46.1
	15.8
	28.4
	9.7

	For handicapped children
	47.4
	16.7
	27.3
	8.6


A possibility for a disabled person to hold an elective office is perceived by the population even worse (Table 27). As it can be seen, the majority (43-58%) imposes rather overstated requirements on the disabled candidates (they should either be much better than the other candidate, or at least on an equal footing with him). A third of respondents would never vote for a handicapped candidate. At that such requirements are most strictly imposed on the disabled with evident forms of disability.
	Table 27

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Let us imagine that there is a handicapped person at the 
elections for the local administration. Upon what condition will you vote for him?", %



	Variant of answer
	I will vote for him if with respect to other parameters the disabled candidate is on an equal footing with other candidates or better 
than they are
	I will vote for him if with respect to other parameters the disabled candidate is much better than other candidates
	I will never vote for him
	DA/NA

	For a candidate with visual impairment
	29.6
	28.8
	28.3
	13.3

	For a candidate with locomotive system disorders (a wheelchair-bound invalid)
	24.7
	31.2
	30.8
	13.3

	For an auditory handicapped candidate
	24.6
	28.5
	32.5
	14.4

	For the one with evident forms of disability 
	19.2
	24.2
	38.0
	18.6


	Table 28

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is more preferable for the society, in your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Create such conditions in which people with disability could live, communicate, create families, receive education, work freely along with all other people
	68.5

	Create specialized integrated services and direct people with disability there for residence, training and work
	23.5

	Undertake nothing, leaving the disabled to solve their problems on their own
	3.0

	DA/NA
	5.0


At the same time, over two thirds of respondents (68.5%) understand that the society should purposefully create special conditions which would let the disabled live, work, communicate, receive education, create families, etc. normally (Table 28). At that, however, every fourth respondent supposes that some specialized services should be created for the disabled where they would dwell. Such apartheid in minds could well let call such services more precisely – ghettos.

It is clear, that systematic work done by the authorities, as well as by the public, is necessary in order to form a right attitude to the disabled in the society. An important role in this matter should belong to mass media. However, the data of the poll prove that, in the opinion of the population, mass media have not yet occupied a fitting position in this question of the hour. As it follows from Table 29, over a half of respondents (51.7%) are sure that mass media pay too little attention to the problems of the disabled.
	Table 29

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think mass media pay enough attention to the problems of the disabled?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Pay too much attention
	2.1

	Pay enough attention
	37.3

	Pay too little attention
	51.7

	DA/NA
	8.9


	Table 30

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you heard about the existence of such a document as the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities"?


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	22.5

	No
	75.4

	DA/NA
	2.1


Answers to the question of Table 30 can well serve as a good illustration of the inadequate attitude of the Belarusian society to the disabled and their range of problems. As it can be seen, only less than a quarter of respondents (22.5%) heard about the existence of "The Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities"! Hence the sad results of its implementation follow.

Are Belarusians going to struggle for a geopolitical choice?

Prime minister of Russia V. Putin speaking before the members of the Kremlin-backed youth organization on lake Seliger on August 1, said that real integration of Russia and Belarus was “possible, was rather desirable and fully depended on the Belarusian people” and that “supporters of this idea should struggle for its implementation”. The statement of head of the Russian government is especially important because after his having been nominated by D. Medvedev for the presidency from the party “United Russia” presidential elections of 2012 in the RF lost their intrigue. It is perfectly clear who is going to become Russia’s next head of state. 

That is why reaction of Belarusians to V. Putin’s wish and advice is still more interesting (Table 31).

The data of Table 31 do not fit into the ideological clichés which prefer to use such categories as “all Belarusian people”, “the overwhelming majority”, “a miserable handful”, etc. 40% of Belarusians share V. Putin’s wish. However, almost a half of them do not share it. At that Belarusians are not too inclined to struggle for these wishes of theirs, and there are almost twice as many people ready to struggle against Putin’s wish than for it, although there are not too many of such people, either.

	Table 31

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What opinion concerning V. Putin’s statements about desirability of real integration of Belarus and Russia do you agree with?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	6.7

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	34.0

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	38.2

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it
	11.6

	DA/NA
	9.5


The data of Table 32 show how the attitude to V. Putin’s wish is connected with other political and also with demographic characteristics.

To all appearances, V. Putin’s suggestion provoked enthusiasm by the young participants of the Seliger meeting; however, it met the least support by the Belarusian youth who express the greatest readiness to struggle against realization of the Russian prime minister’s suggestion.

Connection of the attitude to V. Putin’s suggestion with education is still weaker and more complicated. Only the following fact draws attention to itself: respondents with higher education are inclined to struggle for as well as against it to the least extent.

Even if we can talk about an impact of the crisis and economic situation in general, then in spite of the Russian economic help, it looks unambiguous: optimists are for integration to a higher degree, pessimists – against it.

Belarus Ministry of Foreign Affairs reacted to the revelations of V. Putin with an angry statement referring at that to the words of president A. Lukashenko about the holiness and firmness of the Belarusian sovereignty. However, support of V. Putin’s suggestion is maximal exactly among adherents of the president. Nevertheless, a good third of A. Lukashenko’s adherents oppose the suggestion, and almost 8% are ready to struggle against it. The largest number of opponents of integration of the two countries is among supporters of the opposition, and almost every fourth person among them is ready to struggle against such a prospect.

The data of Table 31 turn out to be well in concord with the trend question of the IISEPS about a choice between Europe and Russia (Table 33).

The share of those who chose Russia in Table 33 coincides within the accuracy of one percentage point with the share of those who declared for integration of Belarus with the RF in Table 31. It is evidence of the attitude firmness which is not virtually influenced by attendant factors such as V. Putin’s statements or the position of Europe.
Noticeable (by six percentage points) strengthening of the position of Russia in comparison with the previous opinion poll draws attention to itself. Perhaps, the credit of the EurAsEC anti-crisis fund given to Belarus with Russia’s active assistance had an influence upon it. At that imposition of new duties on imported cars, for instance, did not, to all appearances, exert the negative influence some people had expected (Table 34).

	Table 32

	Interrelation between the attitude to V. Putin’s opinion about desirability of real integration of Belarus and Russia and socio-demographic characteristics and political assessments*, %


	Variant of answer
	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it

	Age:

	18-29
	4.9
	28.0
	39.1
	19.7

	30-59
	6.9
	34.5
	39.3
	9.6

	60 +
	8.2
	38.6
	34.5
	7.9

	Education:

	Primary
	4.2
	37.5
	34.4
	12.5

	Incomplete secondary 
	10.2
	36.1
	36.1
	3.7

	Secondary 
	4.5
	34.7
	37.8
	12.7

	Vocational 
	9.7
	31.4
	35.1
	14.0

	Higher (including 
incomplete higher)
	5.9
	34.9
	45.3
	8.1

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

	It is going to improve
	6.7
	51.8
	28.7
	4.6

	It is not going to change
	6.1
	33.8
	38.8
	10.2

	It is going to become worse
	7.3
	31.7
	40.1
	14.2

	Trust in the president

	Trust
	9.2
	40.8
	32.6
	7.9

	Do not trust
	6.2
	30.3
	42.6
	13.3

	Do you consider yourself to be in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	8.7
	19.5
	41.5
	24.9

	No
	6.6
	42.8
	35.2
	6.9

	* The Table is read across


	Table 33

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


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

	Integration with the Russia
	47.6
	49.3
	59.2
	56.5
	47.5
	54.0
	38.3
	34.9
	38.1
	31.5
	35.3
	41.5

	Joining the EU
	36.1
	33.7
	28.6
	29.3
	33.3
	26.2
	42.7
	41.7
	38.0
	50.5
	44.5
	42.0

	I would not vote / DA / NA
	16.3
	17.0
	12.2
	14.2
	19.2
	19.8
	19.0
	23.4
	23.9
	18.0
	20.2
	16.5


	Table 34

	Distribution of answers to the question: "New higher import tariffs on automobiles brought in from western countries have come into effect in Belarus since July 1. The measure has been taken in compliance with the conditions of the Customs Union which Belarus is a member of together with Russia and Kazakhstan. How do you assess this measure?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is a good measure
	17.6

	It is a bad measure; however, its harm is exceeded by other advantages of the Customs Union
	37.8

	It is a bad measure; Belarus should not be a member of the Customs Union
	22.7

	DA/NA
	21.9


In other words, the new tariffs did not make Belarusians happy, but the relative majority saw in them the least evil expiated by other advantages of the Customs Union. 

At the same time, regardless of the current complicated economic condition, one of the possible directions of deepening of integration with Russia does not provoke particular enthusiasm by Belarusians (Table 35).
	Table 35

	Dynamics of the attitude towards introduction of the Russian ruble in Belarus, %


	Variant of answer
	04'00
	09'03
	06'08
	06'11
	09'11

	For
	38.8
	44.2
	23.0
	33.7
	38.1

	Against
	31.1
	34.4
	66.7
	50.0
	50.0


At the beginning of the zero years the idea enjoyed relative popularity by Belarusians. However, this time remained in the past. In comparison with the peak of negative perception, the attitude to it has somewhat improved now; however, the assessments balance is still definitely negative.

The balance is negative also with regard to the economic sanctions imposed recently by the USA and the EU against Belarusian enterprises. It was negative when the sanctions were being discussed, and has remained approximately the same after their imposition (Table 36).
	Table 36

	Dynamics of answering the question about possible economic sanctions of the EU and the USA against the leadership of Belarus, %


	Variant of answer
	The European Union and the USA are going to impose economic sanctions against a range of Belarusian enterprises in order to make Belarusian authorities stop infringing human rights and release the people convicted of mass protests on December 19, 2010. What is your attitude to these plans? 
	Recently the European Union and the USA have imposed new economic sanctions against several Belarusian enterprises, whose profit, in their opinion, strengthens the political regime that suppresses democracy and human rights. How do you assess introduction of these sanctions?

	
	03'11
	06'11
	09'11

	Positively
	16.6
	27.5
	19.5

	Negatively
	44.2
	35.0
	40.6

	With indifference
	39.1
	25.3
	39.6

	NA
	0.1
	12.2
	0.3


A rather large share of those who answered they were indifferent to the sanctions draws attention to itself. According to the much talked-about social contract, politics is the field of the authorities, the object of their joy, as well as of concern. As it follows from their reaction to Putin’s suggestions, Belarusians are not too much disposed to struggle for something lying in this field.

A sociological portrait of supporters of the civil campaign "Our House" and its leader
In the IISEPS opinion poll held in September 2011 10 questions about attitude to the civil campaign “Our House” and to its leader O. Karach were asked in the course of the interview. The obtained data are given in Tables 37-46 where dynamics of the results of eight opinion polls beginning with December 2009 are also presented. 
	Table 37

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you assess activity of the civil campaign "Our House"?", %



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

	Positively
	5.4
	5.4
	5.3
	8.5
	10.6
	8.6
	6.1
	6.8

	Negatively
	1.6
	2.4
	1.4
	2.8
	4.2
	2.5
	1.6
	2.4

	With indifference
	10.6
	17.8
	10.8
	9.8
	6.7
	6.7
	4.4
	5.9

	I do not know anything about it
	82.4
	73.9
	82.1
	77.5
	77.7
	68.1
	61.0
	45.4

	DA/NA
	5.4
	0.5
	0.4
	1.4
	0.8
	14.1
	26.9
	39.5


The September opinion poll registered a change in the tendency – a slump in popularity of the or ganization and its leader that had been observed in the course of two previous opinion polls (in March and June 2011) gave place to a new rise. The changes are small so far; popularity indicators have not reached the ones of the opinion poll of March 2011, however, the tendency is obvious. Although a unidirectional decrease in the popularity indicators had been stated in June 2011, in September there was already a concerted unidirectional improvement in them: improvement in the attitude to the campaign, as well as to its leader. The share of respondents who mentioned that “Our House” expressed interests of such people as them grew, and the share of those who said they had received information materials of the campaign increased, too.
	Table 38

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Are you aware of activity of the civil campaign "Our House"?", %


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

	Yes
	16.8
	11.9
	14.2

	No
	82.1
	88.1
	85.3

	NA
	1.1
	0
	0.5


	Table 39

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you assess the civil campaign "Our House" positively, then why is it so? ", % (more than one answer is possible)



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

	They protect the rights of ordinary people
	3.9
	6.8
	3.7
	4.0
	3.9

	They struggle against the arbitrary rule of officials
	3.5
	6.4
	5.2
	2.9
	3.8

	They help to solve real problems which the society is facing
	3.0
	3.8
	4.1
	2.4
	3.7

	They are funny guys
	0.9
	1.2
	0.2
	1.1
	0.4


	Table 40

	Dynamics of answering the question: " If you assess the civil campaign "Our House" negatively, then why is it so?", % (more than one answer is possible)



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

	They do not care about people, they are struggling for power
	1.5
	2.3
	1.0
	0.9
	2.2

	They are against the authorities, they are stirring up trouble
	1.2
	1.6
	0.8
	0.7
	0.9

	They infringe laws 
	1.0
	1.1
	1.0
	0.7
	0.7

	They are simply clowns
	1.5
	1.1
	0.8
	0.9
	0.3


	Table 41

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you assess the leader of the civil campaign "Our House" Olga Karach?", %


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

	Positively
	4.1
	4.8
	4.6
	6.9
	10.2
	6.9
	5.2
	5.8

	Negatively
	1.4
	1.9
	1.7
	2.4
	3.4
	1.7
	2.0
	2.1

	With indifference
	8.7
	15.8
	9.3
	7.3
	5.8
	5.4
	3.0
	3.8

	I do not know anything about her
	85.8
	77.3
	83.9
	71.2
	77.7
	73.7
	64.4
	77.4

	DA/NA
	4.1
	0.2
	0.5
	12.2
	2.9
	12.2
	25.4
	10.9


	Table 42

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If your attitude to Olga Karach is positive, then why is it so?", % (more than one answer is possible)



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

	She worries about people and really helps them 
	2.9
	5.5
	3.4
	2.8
	2.7

	She is trustworthy
	3.0
	3.6
	2.8
	2.2
	2.4

	She is a real leader
	1.6
	3.4
	1.0
	1.3
	1.9

	She is a beautiful woman
	1.6
	2.1
	0.7
	1.2
	0.6


Improvement of indicators could have been the result of the campaign’s activity, as well as of contextual factors.
Last spring an acute economic crisis which greatly influenced many social and political dispositions and assessments of Belarusians burst out in Belarus. It is also registered by the data of opinion polls: in September A. Lukashenko’s rating reached its historic minimum (20.5%) during the whole time of his governing. The share of those who said that their financial standing had become worse during the quarter remained in September on the level of June – about 75%.
	Table 43

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If your attitude to Olga Karach is negative, then why is it so?", % (more than one answer is possible)



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

	She is a careerist, she is striving for power
	1.5
	2.2
	1.2
	1.3
	1.8

	Women in general should not interfere in public activity
	1.5
	0.8
	1.4
	0.6
	1.5

	She does not understand anything either in economy, or in politics
	0.5
	1.1
	0.7
	0.9
	1.1

	She is a populist, she is constantly criticizing the authority
	0.5
	1.6
	0.6
	0.3
	0.5


	Table 44

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you ever received any information materials (leaflets, 
newspapers, SMS, e-mails) from the civil campaign "Our House"?", %


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

	Yes
	7.6
	9.4
	9.4
	12.5
	15.0
	11.1
	8.9
	11.3

	No
	91.7
	90.3
	89.9
	65.0
	83.0
	79.2
	80.5
	54.2

	DA/NA
	0.7
	0.3
	0.7
	22.5
	2.0
	9.7
	10.6
	34.5


	Table 45

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Does activity of the civil campaign "Our House" correspond to the interests of such people as you are?", %


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

	Yes
	7.1
	8.9
	6.7
	5.8
	6.1

	No
	10.4
	14.7
	13.6
	7.6
	4.9

	DA/NA
	82.5
	76.4
	79.7
	86.6
	89.0


	Table 46

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If the state infringes your rights, where will you turn to for help, 
in the first place?", %


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

	To law-enforcement agencies (the militia, 

the public prosecutor’s office, courts)
	24.2
	30.4
	33.9
	25.3
	28.4
	27.9
	23.3
	23.8

	To the Presidential Administration
	18.0
	16.4
	20.6
	16.2
	10.3
	13.2
	11.7
	8.7

	To officials (a city executive committee, 
a regional executive committee)
	13.6
	12.8
	13.9
	8.0
	7.1
	6.7
	5.9
	2.6

	To state newspapers
	5.8
	7.1
	7.7
	4.9
	3.9
	6.2
	1.1
	2.7

	To a deputy
	7.8
	6.8
	5.9
	4.6
	1.9
	2.4
	0.7
	2.0

	To independent newspapers
	6.2
	5.1
	5.7
	2.8
	1.8
	1.5
	2.2
	3.1

	To non-government organizations
	4.7
	1.7
	3.8
	2.3
	1.9
	2.7
	11.1
	14.4

	To the civil campaign “Our House”
	0.8
	0.7
	1.0
	1.0
	0.6
	0.3
	0.7
	1.3

	I will defend myself on my own 
	11.8
	14.3
	14.0
	18.1
	13.8
	11.3
	12.9
	10.5

	To defend oneself is senseless, the state 
is going to win anyway
	35.1
	27.7
	23.1
	34.0
	29.7
	27.6
	29.5
	30.2


It was mentioned in June analytical materials that “economic hardships and a change in the assessments of the authorities had not led to an increase in the respondents’ sympathy towards the campaign; the post-election trend of “normalization”, on the contrary, continued as if there had been no crisis at all”.
By September these factors might have had a certain effect. Just as in the two previous opinion polls, answers to the questions of Tables 37 and 38 proved to be concerted to a considerable degree: 14.2% answered a direct question concerning their knowledge about the campaign in the affirmative, and 15.1% somehow determined their attitude to it answering a corresponding question.

The data of Tables 47-53 demonstrate dynamics of indicators, characterizing attitude to the campaign and its leader within a long period of time. The data of three opinion polls of 2011 and of the September opinion poll of 2010 which concurred with the pre-election rise in popularity of the organization and its leader are given in them.

In September a rather high efficiency of information events of the campaign “Our House” continued. A half of respondents treat the campaign positively, and 30% – with indifference among those who have received its information materials. It comes under notice that almost no one said he/she was not aware of the campaign “Our House” among those who had received the information materials.

The data of Table 48 show that among supporters of the organization consumers of its information materials constitute the lion’s share. 
	Table 47

	Connection between receiving information materials of the campaign "Our House" and attitude to it, %*



	Have you received information materials of the campaign "Our House"?
	How do you assess activity of the campaign "Our House"?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know 

anything about it

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

	Yes
	44.5
	61.2
	55.6
	50.3
	10.5
	14.1
	9.0
	18.9
	34.0
	21.8
	24.8
	30.2
	10.5
	2.9
	10.5
	0.6

	No
	3.9
	2.2
	1.4
	2.2
	2.0
	1.1
	0.9
	0.6
	8.3
	5.4
	2.6
	4.7
	85.3
	84.9
	95.0
	92.5

	* The table is read across


	Table 48

	Connection between attitude to the campaign "Our House" and receiving its information materials, %*


	Have you received information materials of the campaign "Our House"?
	How do you assess activity of the campaign "Our House"?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know 

anything about it

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

	Yes
	65.4
	79.4
	81.3
	82.5
	46.5
	61.5
	50.0
	86.5
	43.3
	35.9
	50.8
	57.3
	28.5
	11.9
	13.0
	9.6

	No
	34.6
	20.6
	18.7
	17.5
	52.5
	38.4
	50.0
	13.5
	56.7
	64.1
	49.2
	42.7
	71.5
	88.1
	87.1
	90.3

	* The table is read down


	Table 49

	Connection between receiving information materials of the campaign "Our House" and attitude to 
its leader*, %


	Have you received information materials of the campaign "Our House"?
	How do you assess the leader of the civil campaign "Our House" Olga Karach?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know 

anything about her

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

	Yes 
	39.5
	46.7
	44.8
	42.6
	11.6
	10.1
	12.7
	15.4
	21.1
	20.7
	13.4
	15.4
	26.8
	20.7
	29.1
	26.6

	No
	3.1
	2.1
	1.6
	1.5
	1.4
	0.7
	1.1
	0.7
	7.2
	3.8
	2.2
	3.8
	80.5
	89.8
	95.1
	94.0

	* The table is read across


	Table 50

	Connection between attitude to O. Karach and receiving information materials of the campaign 
"Our House" *, %


	Have you received information materials of the campaign "Our House"?
	How do you assess the leader of the civil campaign "Our House" Olga Karach?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know 

anything about her

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

	Yes
	70.8
	75.2
	75.9
	82.8
	59.5
	65.4
	56.7
	81.3
	35.7
	42.2
	40.0
	45.6
	26.6
	13.9
	14.6
	39.6

	No
	29.2
	24.8
	24.1
	17.2
	40.5
	34.6
	43.3
	18.8
	64.3
	57.8
	60.0
	54.4
	73.4
	86.1
	85.4
	60.4

	* The table is read down


A growth in the shares of those who receive information materials of the campaign “Our House” among opponents of the organization and those indifferent to it, but informed of its existence and activity, also draws attention to itself in the recent opinion poll. In other words information materials of the campaign “Our House” pass by the audience’s awareness to a lesser extent than before. They give rise to sympathy or antipathy, or at least to awareness.

The data of Table 48 indirectly confirm a supposition that the number of people active in information way has increased in the group of the campaign’s supporters. According to the obtained data, it is so at least with regard to consumption of information which comes from the campaign by them.

A similar situation is also being observed in relation to the leader of the organization (Tables 49-50).

Here, too, we can observe a growth in the “fullness” of information influence–among supporters of O. Karach over 80% received information materials of the campaign headed by her. Let us also note a rise in the share of opponents and of those well-informed, but indifferent to O. Karach, who received information about the campaign as well.
The data of Tables 51-52 testify to the effect that the outcome of the structural reorganization of the group of supporters of the campaign “Our House” which had been noted in our previous analytical materials continued in September, and in some cases the process developed even further.

	Table 51

	A socio-demographic “portrait” of supporters and opponents of the campaign "Our House"*, %


	Socio-demographic characteristics
	How do you assess activity of the campaign "Our House"?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know 

anything about it

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

	Age:

	18-29
	23.1
	28.5
	29.7
	35.0
	25.6
	15.8
	28.0
	19.4
	24.7
	25.5
	14.9
	23.6
	22.3
	23.0
	23.1
	22.4

	30-59
	56.9
	53.1
	62.6
	56.3
	53.5
	68.4
	60.0
	69.4
	66.7
	60.8
	58.2
	59.6
	50.5
	53.1
	52.6
	53.0

	60 +
	20.0
	18.5
	7.7
	8.7
	20.9
	15.8
	12.0
	11.1
	8.7
	13.7
	26.9
	16.9
	27.2
	23.8
	24.3
	24.6

	Gender:

	Male
	47.3
	57.7
	53.8
	58.3
	59.5
	61.5
	58.3
	51.4
	50.0
	54.9
	48.5
	58.9
	45.9
	42.6
	44.4
	43.2

	Female
	52.7
	42.3
	46.2
	41.7
	40.5
	38.5
	41.7
	48.6
	50.0
	45.1
	51.5
	41.1
	54.1
	57.4
	55.6
	56.8

	Education:

	Primary
	0.8
	0.8
	0
	0
	11.4
	0
	0
	0
	1.3
	0
	3.1
	4.4
	4.5
	2.1
	7.0
	7.2

	Incomplete 
secondary
	8.5
	3.8
	3.3
	2.9
	9.1
	7.7
	7.7
	5.6
	6.7
	3.9
	4.6
	6.7
	13.8
	12.0
	7.4
	7.6

	Secondary
	39.5
	35.4
	34.1
	36.9
	38.6
	28.2
	34.6
	19.4
	39.3
	24.3
	33.8
	31.1
	37.6
	40.5
	37.1
	37.4

	Vocational
	29.5
	27.7
	26.4
	29.1
	27.3
	25.6
	19.2
	47.2
	30.0
	33.0
	27.7
	30.0
	28.5
	28.2
	29.8
	28.9

	Higher
	21.7
	32.3
	36.3
	31.1
	13.6
	38.5
	38.5
	27.8
	22.7
	38.8
	30.8
	27.8
	15.5
	17.1
	18.6
	18.8

	Status:

	Head of an 
enterprise, an organization, owner of a private enterprise
	9.1
	11.4
	10.9
	12.8
	4.6
	23.3
	24.0
	8.1
	7.4
	13.9
	10.8
	12.3
	2.9
	3.2
	4.2
	4.6

	Self-employed
	5.3
	16
	14.1
	13.7
	7.0
	5.4
	4.0
	13.5
	4.0
	5.9
	6.2
	9.0
	4.0
	4.4
	5.2
	3.5

	Employee of 
a private 
enterprise
	15.3
	18.3
	22.8
	28.4
	23.3
	2.7
	16.0
	16.2
	22.7
	16.8
	12.3
	19.1
	14.8
	16.4
	13.9
	17.5

	Public sector employee
	–
	9.9
	7.6
	7.8
	–
	10.8
	8.0
	13.5
	–
	5.9
	9.2
	7.9
	–
	7.4
	8.1
	5.5

	Employee of 
an enterprise
	35.9
	16.0
	19.6
	13.7
	27.9
	32.4
	36.0
	37.8
	46.7
	32.7
	23.1
	21.3
	37.4
	30.3
	31.1
	31.2

	Student
	6.9
	4.6
	8.7
	8.8
	9.3
	5.4
	4.0
	0
	5.3
	5.0
	3.1
	4.5
	6.2
	6.3
	6.1
	5.7

	Pensioner
	20.6
	19.1
	8.7
	9.8
	20.9
	18.9
	8.0
	10.8
	9.3
	15.8
	29.2
	20.2
	28.3
	26.0
	26.4
	27.2

	Housewife
	1.5
	2.3
	2.2
	2.0
	2.3
	0
	0
	0
	2.0
	2.0
	1.5
	2.2
	2.6
	3.4
	2.3
	1.9

	Unemployed
	4.6
	2.3
	5.4
	2.9
	4.7
	0
	0
	0
	2.7
	2.0
	4.6
	3.4
	3.9
	2.6
	2.6
	3.1

	Use of the Internet:

	Daily
	26.9
	47.3
	56.5
	63.7
	23.8
	18.4
	0
	52.8
	21.9
	43.1
	27.3
	37.1
	13.8
	19.8
	21.5
	29.0

	Several times 

a week
	17.7
	26.7
	19.6
	17.6
	9.5
	23.7
	32.0
	11.1
	21.9
	22.5
	12.1
	23.6
	13.2
	20.3
	15.4
	14.1

	Several times 

a month
	12.3
	4.6
	3.3
	3.9
	16.7
	0
	24.0
	8.3
	19.2
	6.9
	9.1
	3.4
	12.3
	9.3
	7.0
	6.1

	Several times 

a year
	2.3
	0.8
	1.1
	1.0
	7.1
	2.6
	0
	2.8
	2.6
	2.0
	1.5
	0
	3.9
	2.0
	1.3
	2.2

	No
	36.2
	20.6
	16.3
	13.7
	35.7
	47.4
	8.0
	19.4
	33.1
	24.5
	47.0
	27.0
	54.0
	44.9
	50.0
	44.7

	I do not know what it is
	4.6
	0
	3.3
	0
	7.1
	0
	32.0
	0
	1.3
	1.0
	1.5
	5.6
	2.8
	3.5
	3.9
	3.8

	* The table is read across


	Table 52

	A socio-demographic "portrait" of supporters and opponents of the leader of the campaign 

"Our House"*, %


	Socio-demographic characteristics
	How do you assess the leader of the civil campaign "Our House" Olga Karach?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know anything about her

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

	Age:

	18-29
	25.5
	27.6
	24.1
	26.4
	32.4
	20.0
	30.0
	25.0
	22.3
	25.6
	24.4
	25.9
	22.3
	23.2
	23.0
	22.9

	30-59
	55.7
	52.4
	64.6
	59.8
	54.1
	60.0
	63.3
	59.4
	68.8
	64.6
	51.1
	62.1
	51.4
	52.7
	52.8
	53.1

	60 +
	18.9
	20.0
	11.4
	13.8
	13.5
	20.0
	6.7
	15.6
	8.9
	9.8
	24.4
	12.1
	26.3
	24.0
	24.1
	24.0

	Gender:

	Male
	49.1
	59.0
	48.7
	55.7
	51.4
	63.0
	54.8
	56.3
	52.7
	57.8
	52.2
	55.2
	45.6
	43.4
	44.8
	44.0

	Female
	50.9
	41.0
	51.3
	44.3
	48.6
	37.0
	45.2
	43.8
	47.3
	42.2
	47.8
	44.8
	54.4
	56.6
	55.2
	56.0

	Education:

	Primary
	3.8
	1.0
	0
	0
	2.7
	0
	0
	3.2
	0.9
	0
	0
	0
	4.1
	2.0
	7.0
	7.2

	Incomplete 

secondary
	7.5
	4.8
	2.6
	2.3
	8.1
	7.4
	6.7
	6.5
	4.5
	4.8
	8.7
	7.0
	12.9
	11.4
	7.3
	7.5

	Secondary
	37.7
	34.3
	32.5
	34.5
	24.3
	33.3
	30.0
	25.8
	42.0
	21.7
	43.5
	26.3
	39.1
	39.8
	36.8
	37.5

	Vocational
	25.5
	29.5
	28.6
	32.2
	40.5
	22.2
	20.0
	35.5
	32.1
	31.3
	19.6
	36.8
	28.8
	28.9
	29.9
	28.7

	Higher
	25.5
	30.5
	36.4
	31.0
	24.3
	37.0
	43.3
	29.0
	20.5
	42.2
	28.3
	29.8
	15.2
	17.9
	19.0
	19.2

	Status:

	Head of an 

enterprise, an organization, owner of a private enterprise
	10.4
	7.6
	14.2
	11.4
	5.4
	23.0
	17.1
	9.4
	9.9
	21.6
	11.3
	13.7
	2.6
	3.3
	4.1
	4.8

	Self-employed
	6.6
	18.1
	10.3
	16.1
	8.1
	7.7
	13.8
	12.5
	5.4
	3.6
	9.1
	6.9
	3.8
	4.4
	5.3
	3.8

	Employee of 

a private 

enterprise
	17.9
	19.0
	21.8
	25.3
	13.5
	11.5
	13.8
	15.6
	19.6
	10.8
	9.1
	19.0
	16.3
	16.5
	14.1
	17.9

	Public sector employee
	–
	8.6
	2.6
	6.9
	–
	3.8
	10.3
	12.5
	–
	9.6
	13.6
	10.3
	–
	8.1
	8.2
	5.7

	Employee of 

an enterprise
	33.0
	16.2
	25.6
	14.9
	37.8
	26.9
	24.1
	34.4
	44.6
	33.7
	25.0
	27.6
	38.4
	29.7
	30.7
	30.4

	Student
	5.7
	5.7
	7.7
	9.2
	10.8
	7.7
	3.4
	0
	5.4
	3.6
	2.3
	5.2
	6.3
	6.2
	6.2
	5.7

	Pensioner
	20.8
	21.0
	11.5
	14.9
	18.9
	19.2
	13.8
	15.6
	8.9
	12.0
	22.7
	15.5
	26.9
	25.6
	26.2
	26.5

	Housewife
	1.9
	1.9
	2.6
	0
	0
	0
	3.4
	0
	1.8
	2.4
	2.3
	0
	2.5
	3.4
	2.2
	2.2

	Unemployed
	3.8
	1.9
	3.8
	1.1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5.4
	2.4
	4.5
	1.7
	4.5
	2.8
	2.7
	3.2

	Use of the Internet:

	Daily
	29.2
	40.6
	53.8
	61.4
	29.7
	15.4
	23.3
	41.9
	24.3
	43.9
	23.9
	43.1
	14.2
	21.1
	22.3
	29.8

	Several times 

a week
	18.9
	31.1
	16.7
	15.9
	13.5
	26.9
	20.0
	9.7
	20.7
	19.5
	21.7
	12.1
	13.3
	20.5
	15.3
	15.0

	Several times 

a month
	13.2
	3.8
	3.8
	4.5
	18.9
	3.8
	3.3
	9.7
	19.8
	9.8
	6.5
	3.4
	11.4
	8.9
	7.0
	6.0

	Several times 

a year
	0.9
	0.9
	0
	0
	5.4
	0
	3.3
	3.2
	1.8
	1.2
	4.3
	1.7
	2.9
	2.1
	1.3
	2.2

	No
	33.0
	23.6
	21.8
	18.2
	24.3
	50.0
	43.3
	29.0
	33.3
	22.0
	41.3
	31.0
	55.3
	44.2
	49.4
	43.0

	I do not know what it is
	4.7
	0
	3.8
	0
	8.1
	0
	6.7
	0
	0
	1.2
	2.2
	3.4
	2.8
	3.1
	3.7
	4.0

	* The table is read down


The shares of daily Internet users among supporters of the campaign and among supporters of its leader have grown still more for the current quarter. These shares almost two times exceed the share of daily Internet users among respondents in general. At the same time, the shares of those who do not use the Internet at all among supporters of the campaign, as well as among adherents of its leader, are two times smaller than the percent of respondents who do not use the Internet according to the whole sampling.
A further increase in the share of youth among supporters of the campaign has been observed during the quarter. Simultaneously, the share of men and private sector employees also grew; the latter constitute already more than a quarter of the campaign’s adherents. A similar situation is among supporters of O. Karach: there is a slight growth (or more exactly, a return to the level of March 2011) in the share of youth and men, a little decrease in the share of individuals with higher education, and a further growth in the share of students and private entrepreneurs.
General changes in the Belarusian society, called forth by the crisis and by a decline in trust in authorities, were laid on the dynamics of the internal reorganization of the campaign’s supporters. However, they were laid on in a paradoxical way (Table 53).
	Table 53

	Political preferences depending on attitude to the campaign "Our House"*, %



	Political 

preferences
	How do you assess activity of the campaign "Our House"?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With indifference
	I do not know anything about it

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

	Trust in the president:

	Yes
	38.0
	30.0
	9.8
	16.7
	67.4
	78.9
	70.8
	44.4
	67.4
	44.1
	28.8
	26.7
	51.1
	46.6
	37.3
	24.4

	No
	55.0
	66.2
	83.7
	75.5
	30.2
	18.4
	16.7
	50.0
	30.2
	48.0
	56.1
	66.7
	38.6
	43.0
	52.3
	62.0

	Trust in state mass media:

	Yes
	27.1
	26.9
	14.3
	14.7
	58.1
	60.5
	52.0
	38.9
	29.5
	27.5
	27.7
	26.7
	36.5
	43.3
	41.3
	26.2

	No
	62.8
	67.7
	83.5
	78.4
	34.9
	26.3
	36.0
	55.6
	55.0
	63.7
	63.1
	64.4
	47.1
	49.5
	50.3
	60.9

	Trust in non-state mass media:

	Yes
	41.5
	70.0
	60.9
	51.0
	25.6
	30.8
	48.0
	40.5
	31.3
	38.2
	42.4
	39.3
	29.1
	48.1
	45.3
	30.7

	No
	43.8
	20.0
	28.3
	35.3
	60.5
	64.1
	40.0
	43.2
	51.3
	47.1
	43.9
	49.4
	49.4
	40.5
	40.0
	54.1

	If the state infringes your rights, where will you turn to for help, in the first place?

	To law-enforcement agencies
	22.3
	9.2
	10.0
	5.8
	37.2
	41.0
	29.2
	31.4
	15.3
	17.5
	22.4
	21.3
	26.2
	30.7
	24.1
	25.3

	To the Presidential Administration
	13.2
	6.2
	4.4
	9.7
	7.0
	10.3
	8.3
	11.4
	10.7
	16.5
	7.5
	9.0
	17.7
	11.7
	12.5
	8.5

	To officials
	6.2
	4.6
	2.2
	0
	25.6
	15.4
	33.3
	2.9
	3.3
	3.9
	4.5
	4.5
	8.3
	5.8
	5.8
	2.6

	To NGO
	16.9
	12.3
	40.0
	32.0
	2.3
	2.6
	0
	14.3
	6.7
	6.8
	7.5
	12.4
	3.5
	6.7
	9.5
	13.1

	To a deputy
	5.4
	3.1
	1.1
	3.9
	4.7
	2.6
	0
	2.9
	3.3
	3.9
	0
	0
	4.8
	2.2
	0.7
	2.0

	To state 

newspapers
	3.8
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4.2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3.4
	3.2
	1.7
	1.2
	3.1

	To  independent newspapers
	6.2
	8.5
	3.3
	4.9
	2.4
	0
	0
	0
	2.7
	3.9
	3.0
	0
	1.7
	2.3
	2.2
	3.2

	To the campaign “Our House”
	10.0
	2.3
	11.1
	4.9
	0
	0
	0
	8.6
	0
	0
	0
	4.5
	0.2
	0.1
	0
	0.5

	I will defend 

myself on my own
	13.2
	14.6
	7.8
	14.6
	20.9
	15.4
	12.5
	14.3
	24.0
	24.3
	25.4
	16.9
	17.7
	10.3
	12.6
	9.6

	To defend oneself is senseless, the state is going to win anyway
	29.2
	38.5
	20.0
	22.3
	27.9
	12.8
	12.5
	14.3
	50.0
	23.3
	29.9
	27.0
	32.9
	28.2
	30.4
	31.5

	How is the state of things developing in Belarus?

	In the right 

direction
	39.2
	24.4
	6.5
	9.8
	58.1
	74.4
	58.3
	36.1
	34.9
	52.5
	9.1
	19.1
	53.9
	44.2
	27.8
	16.9

	In the wrong 

direction
	53.8
	65.6
	89.1
	88.2
	34.9
	23.1
	41.7
	58.3
	44.3
	35.6
	66.7
	70.8
	27.8
	41.6
	60.0
	67.1

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

	For 
A. Lukashenko
	27.1
	24.6
	5.4
	5.7
	42.9
	71.1
	54.2
	37.8
	27.3
	39.2
	28.8
	19.6
	41.0
	44.3
	30.5
	21.3

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

	Integration with the Russia
	23.1
	14.7
	27.2
	28.4
	51.2
	41.0
	37.5
	41.7
	29.8
	39.2
	31.8
	27.8
	36.0
	31.8
	36.0
	43.5

	Joining the EU
	63.1
	73.6
	62.0
	64.7
	37.2
	35.9
	37.5
	38.9
	51.7
	51.0
	47.0
	53.3
	38.6
	52.5
	43.3
	39.5

	* The table is read across


Trust in state institutions (president, state mass media) has decreased during the quarter in all the groups regardless of their attitude to the campaign, apart from the group of its supporters: in this particular group it has changed to the least extent, and even has grown a bit. Nevertheless, supporters of the campaign remain the most oppositional group: they have become less oppositional since July, other groups – more oppositional; however, they have not converged so far. At the same time, a decrease in trust in the president and state mass media has not led to an increase in trust in non-state mass media; it has also diminished in all the groups in spite of their attitude to the campaign.

The situation is similar as far as assessments of the policy pursued by Belarus, as well as A. Lukashenko’ electoral rating, are concerned: there is a sharp increase in negative assessments and a fall of the rating except by supporters of the campaign. There is a slight improvement in assessments among the latter which nevertheless leaves them leaders of oppositional attitude.

Differently directed tendencies were observed in the readiness to turn for help to various institutions: among supporters of the campaign the shares of those ready to turn to law-enforcement agencies, to officials and to state newspapers decreased to zero altogether (!); readiness to turn to the Presidential Administration and to a deputy somewhat grew (the latter might have happened thanks to the action “Let’s call the deputies to Coram” conducted by the campaign). At that readiness to turn to officials has decreased among respondents in general.
As for geopolitical orientations, they have not virtually changed by supporters of the campaign during the quarter. An impressive advantage of Europe over Russia remained intact. On the whole, the share of supporters of integration with the RF has noticeably grown and the shares of “Belo-Russians” and “Euro-Belarusians” have become almost equal.
In the June opinion poll of 2011 respondents were offered a range of questions which had not appeared in the previous polls. Distribution of answers to some of these new questions, as well as to some other questions which were present in the previous opinion polls, depending on the attitude to the campaign is shown in Table 54.
	Table 54

	Attitude to the campaign "Our House" depending on political preferences*, %



	Variant of answer
	How do you assess activity of the civil campaign "Our House"?

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	With 

indifference
	I do not know 

anything about it

	Do you consider Belarusian economy to be in crisis?

	Yes
	7.2
	2.4
	6.5
	83.8

	No
	4.2
	3.3
	0.8
	91.7

	Who is responsible for the currency crisis in Belarus in spring 2011, in your opinion?

	President is responsible
	8.0
	1.8
	6.1
	84.0

	Government is responsible
	5.6
	1.8
	6.8
	85.8

	The USA is responsible
	5.7
	2.9
	3.3
	88.2

	Europe is responsible
	3.3
	6.1
	8.8
	81.8

	Russia is responsible
	4.5
	4.5
	7.3
	83.6

	Opposition is responsible
	4.1
	1.4
	13.5
	81.1

	Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s resignation of president office life in Belarus will improve; others, on the contrary, think it will become worse. And what do you think?

	Life will improve
	12.1
	3.0
	4.9
	80.0

	Life will remain the same
	3.2
	1.7
	8.2
	86.9

	Life will become worse
	4.7
	3.1
	4.2
	88.0

	What initiatives of Belarusian politicians do you support?

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake 
of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	4.9
	2.4
	6.1
	86.7

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’ immediate 
resignation
	12.5
	2.9
	5.6
	79.0

	A demand for imposing sanctions against 
Belarusian authorities
	11.9
	7.5
	9.0
	71.6

	Some politicians suggested holding a "National gathering" – a protest action demanding a check to prices, securing of adequate salaries and pensions, a possibility of currency exchange, non-admission of unemployment, suspension of selling of enterprises, safeguards of independent mass media work and disclosure of the presidential fund. What is your attitude to this initiative? 

	I disapprove of it
	2.1
	7.2
	8.8
	82.0

	I treat it with indifference
	4.1
	2.2
	5.9
	87.8

	I approve of it, but will not participate in it
	7.6
	1.3
	5.3
	85.8

	I approve of it, and I will participate in the initiative
	13.7
	2.4
	6.2
	77.7

	What is your attitude to participation in public actions for the sake of expressing one’s opinion?

	Political meetings:

	I have participated in them
	22.8
	3.9
	7.9
	65.4

	I am ready to participate in them
	12.0
	1.9
	11.5
	74.5

	I am not going to participate in them
	4.0
	2.5
	4.8
	88.7

	Strikes:

	I have participated in them
	18.8
	6.3
	0
	75.0

	I am ready to participate in them
	19.0
	3.8
	10.5
	66.7

	I am not going to participate in them
	4.2
	2.3
	5.2
	88.3

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	15.1
	3.1
	7.1
	74.8

	No
	3.3
	1.7
	5.1
	89.9

	In June and July in many towns of Belarus regular actions against the authorities’ policy whose participants expressed their protest by silence and applause took place within the framework of the campaign "Revolution through social networking websites". What is your attitude to these actions?

	I approve of them
	12.1
	2.8
	5.9
	79.2

	I disapprove of them
	4.5
	4.2
	7.3
	84.0

	I treat them with indifference
	3.6
	1.6
	4.8
	90.1

	Belarusian authorities aver that some oppositional bodies and certain leaders receive financial support from abroad. What do you think about it?

	I think, it is quite alright
	10.4
	2.6
	6.6
	80.5

	I think it is unacceptable
	3.6
	3.2
	4.7
	88.5

	Not long ago the case on explosion in Minsk underground on April 11, 2011 was brought to trial. According to the investigators, the crime was committed by a maverick terrorist and his accomplice who had not been supported by anyone. Do you believe this version?

	Yes, I do
	2.5
	3.1
	5.7
	88.7

	No, I do not.  The crime was committed by them, however they had instigators
	5.8
	3.3
	5.3
	85.6

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	11.6
	1.6
	5.8
	81.0

	Do you think the problem of illegal violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies’ employees exists in Belarus?

	Yes, I do. It is a serious problem
	12.2
	2.6
	7.1
	78.1

	There are isolated cases; however it cannot be called a serious problem
	4.7
	1.7
	6.2
	87.3

	No, I do not. There is no such problem
	2.1
	3.3
	3.6
	90.9

	Recently Belarusian human rights advocate Ales Belyatsky accused of non-payment of taxes on the cash assets received for the human rights activity from abroad, was arrested. What is your attitude to the arrest?

	It is persecution for political beliefs, for the activity which the authorities do not like
	13.0
	3.4
	8.1
	75.5

	It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment of income and non-payment of taxes
	4.4
	2.9
	4.5
	88.3

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

	A. Lukashenko
	1.9
	4.5
	5.8
	87.7

	V. Neklyaev
	15.2
	1.5
	13.6
	69.7

	A. Sannikov
	13.8
	3.2
	6.4
	76.6

	Recently the European Union and the USA imposed new economic sanctions against several Belarusian enterprises, whose profit, in their opinion, strengthens the political regime that suppresses democracy and human rights.  How do you assess introduction of these sanctions?

	Positively
	13.9
	2.7
	6.5
	76.9

	Negatively
	3.1
	2.8
	6.1
	88.0

	With indifference
	7.1
	2.0
	5.2
	85.7

	Do you use social networking websites in the Internet?

	Yes, I do. I use the network “Vkontakte”
	11.9
	2.6
	4.3
	81.1

	Yes, I do. I use the network "Odnoklassniki"
	9.6
	2.9
	7.4
	80.1

	Yes, I do. I use the network "Facebook"
	19.3
	4.5
	8.0
	68.2

	Yes, I do. I use the network "Twitter"
	7.0
	4.7
	7.0
	81.4

	No, I do not.
	1.8
	2.5
	5.5
	90.1

	I do not know what it is
	2.4
	0
	4.8
	92.9

	* The table is read across


To receive a fuller picture, it is shown in Table 54, as opposed to previous Tables 51-53, how the attitude to the campaign is made conditional on other questions.

The data of Table 54 confirm the reputation of the company’s supporters as the most oppositional one among groups with various attitudes to the campaign. An opinion that the president is responsible for the crisis, a statement that life has become worse for the last quarter, a forecast that it is going to become still worse – all these options bring the campaign  much  more supporters than other opinions. There are more supporters of the campaign not only among adherents of different actions directed against the present authorities (“silent applause” actions, “People’s gathering”, western sanctions, political meetings and strikes), the maximum share of the campaign’s supporters is observed among those who have already personally participated in such actions. In the delicate question of financing public activity in Belarus from abroad (when the question was worded in an abstract form, as well as in a concrete one with regard to the case of A. Belyatsky) supporters of the opinion that such financing is quite acceptable, and A. Belyatsky fell victim to political persecution, are to a greater extent inclined to assess the campaign positively than supporters of the opposing opinions.

Even in a more practical field there are much more of the campaign’s supporters among those who think that violence on the part of law-enforcement agencies is a serious problem, than among those who do not attach such importance to the problem. 

Finally, in support of the data of Table 51 the use of social networking websites turns out to be closely connected with sympathy towards the campaign. 

The data of Table 55 give us a comparison of characteristics of the campaign leader’s group of supporters and of electorates of the politicians with the highest ratings in the country.  Readiness to vote for a politician as for a presidential contender and a simply positive attitude towards him are, of course, two different things. However, in the given case we are not interested in the comparative electoral “weights” of the leader of the campaign “Our House” and the most popular politicians of the country. We are interested in the comparative structure of public support, although different in nature.
	Table 55

	A comparison of socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences of supporters of the leader of the campaign "Our House" Olga Karach and electorates of A. Lukashenko, V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov*, %



	Variant of answer
	Positive attitude to 
O. Karach
	Ready to vote for:

	
	
	A. Lukashenko
	V. Neklyaev
	A. Sannikov

	Gender:

	Male
	55.7
	29.2
	63.6
	63.4

	Female
	44.3
	70.8
	36.4
	36.6

	Age:

	Up to 30
	26.4
	16.6
	26.0
	37.6

	30-59
	59.8
	34.1
	61.1
	46.2

	60 +
	13.8
	49.4
	13.0
	16.1

	Education:

	Primary
	0
	23.7
	2.3
	2.1

	Incomplete secondary
	2.3
	13.6
	4.5
	0

	Secondary
	34.5
	33.4
	35.3
	25.5

	Vocational
	32.2
	21.8
	39.1
	42.6

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	31.0
	7.5
	18.8
	29.8

	Status:

	Head of an enterprise, an organization, owner of a private enterprise
	11.4
	2.6
	4.6
	4.4

	Self-employed
	16.1
	1.3
	8.4
	10.8

	Employee of a private enterprise
	25.3
	7.8
	19.8
	21.5

	Public sector 
employee
	6.9
	3.2
	6.9
	3.2

	Employee of a state owned enterprise
	14.9
	22.7
	38.2
	30.1

	Student
	9.2
	4.5
	5.3
	9.7

	Pensioner
	14.9
	52.4
	12.2
	19.4

	Housewife
	0
	1.3
	3.1
	0

	Unemployed
	1.1
	4.2
	1.5
	1.1

	Do you use the Internet?

	Daily or several times a week 
	77.3
	22.7
	60.6
	66.6

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

	In the right direction
	5.7
	55
	3.8
	4.3

	In the wrong direction
	92
	20.7
	82.5
	91.9

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

	It has improved
	1.1
	15.3
	0.8
	3.2

	It has not changed
	15.9
	35.7
	17.4
	9.7

	It has become worse
	83.0
	49.0
	81.1
	87.1

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

	It is going to improve
	9.2
	21.8
	7.6
	4.3

	It is not going to change
	13.8
	41.6
	18.3
	25.5

	It is going to become worse
	70.1
	27.6
	71.0
	63.8

	Who is responsible for the current crisis in Belarus?

	President
	73.9
	12.4
	84.8
	94.6

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	58.0
	1.0
	68.9
	75.3

	No
	27.3
	94.5
	23.5
	17.2

	What initiatives of the Belarusian politicians do you support? 

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	28.4
	67.2
	18.9
	15.1

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’s immediate 
resignation
	65.5
	1.3
	62.9
	71

	A demand for imposing sanctions against 
Belarusian authorities
	10.3
	1.0
	11.4
	7.5

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes, I do
	14.9
	78.9
	8.3
	4.3

	No, I do not
	77.0
	9.7
	88.6
	91.5

	Recently the European Union and the USA imposed new economic sanctions against several Belarusian enterprises, whose profit, in their opinion, strengthens the political regime that suppresses democracy and human rights.  How do you assess introduction of these sanctions?

	Negatively
	37.5
	7.5
	39.4
	30.1

	Positively
	22.7
	55.5
	32.6
	37.6

	With indifference
	39.8
	37.0
	28.0
	32.3

	Not long ago the case on explosion in Minsk underground on April 11, 2011 was brought to trial. According to the investigators, the crime was committed by a maverick terrorist and his accomplice who had not been supported by anyone. Do you believe this version?

	Yes, I do
	6.9
	64.6
	6.1
	0

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by them, 
however they had instigators
	33.3
	19.8
	36.4
	30.1

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	56.3
	10.7
	53.0
	59.1

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

	Integration with the Russia
	31.0
	56.8
	34.1
	18.3

	Joining the EU
	62.1
	18.5
	61.4
	78.5

	* The table is read down


Among supporters of O. Karach the share of men is a bit smaller than among adherents of V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov. However, it is considerably higher than 50% and much larger than among supporters of A. Lukashenko. The share of youth among adherents of the campaign’s leader is the same as by V. Neklyaev. It is one and a half time smaller than in A. Sannikov’s electorate, but it is almost two times larger than among those ready to vote for A. Lukashenko.

In the share of individuals with higher education O. Karach excels V. Neklyaev and A. Lukashenko and finds herself approximately on the same level with A. Sannikov; and she is an absolute leader as far as the share of frequent users of the Internet is concerned.

Supporters of O. Karach are inclined to blame A. Lukashenko for the economic crisis a bit less than supporters of V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov. The shares of those considering themselves in opposition to the authorities and of those who suppose that Belarus is moving in the wrong direction are smaller among supporters of the campaign’s leader than in electorates of V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov. 

Equally, there are more people who trust the president and who support a dialogue with the authorities among adherents of the campaign’s leader, than among electorates of the opposition candidates with the highest ratings.
In conclusion, let us analyze dynamics of answering the question about identification of respondents with the campaign breaking them down into socio-demographic groups (Table 56).
	Table 56

	Connection of socio-demographic and political characteristics with the answers to the question "Does activity of the civil campaign "Our House" correspond to the interests of such people as you are?"*, %



	Characteristics
	Does activity of the civil campaign "Our House" correspond to the interests 

of such people as you are?

	
	Yes
	No

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

	Age:

	18-29
	7.5
	8.1
	7.4
	10.3
	10.7
	11.8
	7.1
	4.3

	30-59
	7.8
	7.1
	6.9
	5.9
	12.4
	13.5
	7.4
	6.4

	60 +
	5.3
	4.6
	1.7
	2.3
	6.1
	15.8
	8.3
	2.0

	Gender:

	Male
	7.8
	8.9
	6.6
	7.5
	12.4
	13.4
	8.1
	6.0

	Female
	6.6
	4.8
	5.1
	4.9
	8.8
	13.7
	7.2
	4.0

	Education:

	Primary
	0
	3.7
	0
	0
	7.8
	11.1
	9.5
	0

	Incomplete secondary
	4.8
	1.8
	1.9
	1.8
	7.4
	9.8
	4.7
	5.5

	Secondary
	7.1
	6.8
	6.2
	6.0
	10.8
	11.5
	7.4
	3.3

	Vocational
	7.1
	6.0
	5.0
	7.3
	11.4
	14.1
	6.6
	5.9

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	11.0
	10.5
	9.7
	8.1
	11.0
	19.2
	9.4
	7.8

	Status:

	Head of a private enterprise
	22.2
	27.3
	0
	0
	11.1
	18.2
	16.7
	0

	Head of a state enterprise
	7.4
	5.7
	0
	0
	22.2
	34.3
	20.0
	16.7

	Owner of a private enterprise
	24.0
	21.2
	27.8
	18.8
	16.0
	9.1
	13.9
	9.4

	Self-employed
	10.8
	22.2
	14.9
	20.8
	9.2
	9.9
	10.3
	15.3

	Employee of a private 

enterprise
	7.9
	8.2
	8.8
	9.1
	14.1
	9.9
	5.5
	4.7

	Public sector employee
	–
	7.1
	4.1
	7.6
	–
	13.5
	8.1
	9.8

	Employee of a state 

owned enterprise
	7.1
	3.5
	4.2
	3.6
	11.2
	12.6
	6.6
	3.8

	Student
	6.3
	6.7
	8.7
	8.1
	10.4
	7.8
	4.3
	3.5

	Pensioner (old age pension, disability pension)
	4.8
	4.6
	1.6
	2.6
	6.1
	16.9
	8.2
	2.1

	Housewife
	5.4
	7.1
	6.1
	6.9
	5.4
	11.9
	6.1
	3.4

	Unemployed
	8.8
	5.1
	14.0
	6.7
	12.3
	20.5
	7.0
	4.4

	Do you use the Internet:

	Yes, daily
	13.8
	14.8
	13.9
	11.7
	14.2
	15.1
	4.7
	7.6

	Yes, several times a week
	9.2
	9.3
	6.0
	7.6
	11.9
	12.3
	6.0
	4.5

	Yes, several times a month
	6.1
	2.9
	2.9
	5.7
	12.6
	7.9
	6.9
	3.4

	Yes, several times a year
	3.6
	2.5
	4.8
	0
	12.7
	10.0
	14.3
	3.3

	No
	4.7
	2.5
	2.4
	2.0
	7.8
	15.1
	9.4
	2.6

	I do not know, what it is
	11.6
	0
	3.6
	0
	14.0
	6.5
	10.9
	3.7

	* The table is read across


A certain improvement in the position of the campaign “Our House” during the year can be deduced from the data of Table 56. A year ago not only the balance of answers to the question about correspondence with interests was in general negative, it was negative virtually in all socio-demographic groups. In September 2011 the general balance became positive; besides it became comparatively large in those groups whose support of the organization is the greatest: youth – +7 percentage points, employees of private enterprises – +4.6 points, students – + 4.6 points, daily users of the Internet – +4.1 points. In other words, sympathy on the part of these groups is relatively stable. An opinion that the campaign “Our House” champions their interests is peculiar to many representatives of these groups. To a certain extent they regard it as their representative in public and political life of the country.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in September, 2011 (%)
1. "Who is responsible for the current crisis in Belarus?" (more than one answer is possible) 
Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	President is responsible
	61.2
	68.6
	68.0
	73.5
	68.3
	73.4
	57.7
	38.9

	Government is responsible
	41.3
	46.0
	46.4
	43.5
	38.1
	44.8
	49.1
	30.9

	Parliament is responsible
	11.9
	17.6
	13.1
	10.2
	10.2
	11.7
	13.2
	11.7

	Opposition is responsible
	5.0
	3.9
	5.9
	2.1
	3.4
	3.9
	2.3
	10.2

	People are responsible
	10.0
	11.8
	10.5
	12.2
	6.8
	12.1
	9.8
	9.9

	Russia is responsible
	7.3
	9.8
	7.8
	5.4
	5.3
	2.8
	7.5
	13.1

	The USA is responsible
	16.3
	4.0
	11.1
	9.5
	15.1
	14.9
	18.8
	23.4

	Europe is responsible
	12.0
	8.0
	11.1
	10.9
	11.0
	11.0
	12.5
	15.2

	Found difficulty in answering
	13.4
	10.0
	12.4
	6.1
	15.5
	12.1
	13.2
	17.3


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	President is responsible
	17.7
	45.9
	61.8
	68.5
	68.7

	Government is responsible
	22.7
	27.5
	43.1
	44.4
	44.3

	Parliament is responsible
	92.7
	89.8
	86.8
	88.7
	87.6

	Opposition is responsible
	79.2
	95.4
	94.2
	98.2
	97.1

	People are responsible
	6.2
	12.0
	8.0
	9.5
	15.0

	Russia is responsible
	21.9
	14.7
	6.4
	6.3
	3.3

	The USA is responsible
	20.8
	23.9
	17.8
	14.7
	11.7

	Europe is responsible
	15.6
	18.5
	15.5
	7.5
	8.8

	Found difficulty in answering
	14.6
	14.7
	12.5
	13.6
	14.0


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	President is responsible
	76.6
	62.7
	65.1
	41.5
	65.3

	Government is responsible
	40.9
	45.6
	45.3
	32.5
	51.4

	Parliament is responsible
	10.8
	13.4
	17.4
	9.8
	9.5

	Opposition is responsible
	2.8
	3.1
	7.1
	9.8
	4.0

	People are responsible
	9.8
	10.4
	11.6
	9.5
	10.7

	Russia is responsible
	4.1
	5.7
	9.3
	12.9
	5.4

	The USA is responsible
	16.5
	13.2
	8.2
	25.7
	1.4

	Europe is responsible
	9.8
	11.6
	9.3
	16.7
	6.8

	Found difficulty in answering
	9.5
	14.6
	8.1
	16.1
	16.2


Table 1.4. Depending on residence
	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	President is responsible
	69.2
	65.9
	77.8
	46.7
	54.3
	61.1
	47.6

	Government is responsible
	36.6
	47.8
	25.0
	45.0
	46.2
	39.1
	51.8

	Parliament is responsible
	9.6
	20.4
	9.3
	11.8
	7.0
	10.3
	14.5

	Opposition is responsible
	2.7
	7.5
	1.9
	7.1
	5.0
	11.4
	1.8

	People are responsible
	14.4
	11.9
	2.8
	8.3
	8.0
	8.0
	14.1

	Russia is responsible
	4.8
	8.4
	4.6
	9.5
	13.1
	4.6
	7.5

	The USA is responsible
	9.2
	7.1
	56.0
	17.9
	4.5
	17.7
	4.0

	Europe is responsible
	6.8
	6.2
	25.5
	24.4
	3.5
	14.9
	7.0

	Found difficulty in answering
	11.3
	4.9
	11.1
	11.8
	21.1
	13.1
	21.6


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	President is responsible
	69.2
	63.3
	60.8
	66.7
	50.9

	Government is responsible
	36.6
	51.1
	46.7
	32.6
	39.0

	Parliament is responsible
	9.6
	12.4
	9.8
	11.0
	15.3

	Opposition is responsible
	2.7
	2.5
	8.5
	5.1
	5.5

	People are responsible
	14.4
	10.2
	10.5
	4.6
	9.6

	Russia is responsible
	4.8
	1.8
	5.6
	9.3
	13.5

	The USA is responsible
	9.2
	18.7
	9.5
	26.2
	19.2

	Europe is responsible
	6.8
	7.8
	13.4
	14.3
	16.4

	Found difficulty in answering
	11.3
	19.7
	12.5
	11.0
	12.7


2. "Do you think A. Lukashenko’s rating (i.e. readiness of the country’s population to vote for him at the next elections) has increased or decreased during the time which has passed after the presidential elections?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, yeas old

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

	It has increased
	4.3
	2.0
	1.3
	3.4
	3.0
	3.9
	1.9
	9.4

	It has decreased 
	73.0
	70.6
	79.6
	84.2
	84.0
	82.2
	72.1
	50.6

	It has remained the same
	18.6
	21.6
	17.1
	11.6
	10.3
	10.0
	20.0
	34.2

	DA/NA
	4.1
	5.8
	2.0
	0.8
	2.7
	3.9
	6.0
	5.8


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It has increased
	16.7
	7.3
	2.7
	4.8
	1.9

	It has decreased 
	28.1
	58.7
	74.8
	78.2
	80.9

	It has remained the same
	54.2
	26.6
	17.4
	14.7
	12.3

	DA/NA
	1.0
	7.4
	5.1
	2.3
	4.9


Table. 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It has increased
	1.3
	4.3
	1.2
	8.7
	1.4

	It has decreased 
	85.9
	78.3
	70.9
	51.2
	78.1

	It has remained the same
	9.8
	13.9
	25.6
	33.5
	17.8

	DA/NA
	3.0
	3.5
	2.3
	6.6
	2.7


Table 2.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It has increased
	1.7
	5.3
	0.9
	10.7
	1.0
	6.3
	6.2

	It has decreased 
	76.4
	70.2
	90.7
	52.1
	77.9
	72.0
	66.5

	It has remained the same
	19.5
	20.5
	6.0
	31.4
	16.1
	18.3
	20.3

	DA/NA
	2.4
	4.0
	2.4
	5.9
	5.0
	3.4
	7.0


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It has increased
	1.7
	2.1
	2.9
	2.5
	10.1

	It has decreased 
	76.4
	76.8
	73.9
	79.0
	63.1

	It has remained the same
	19.5
	12.0
	19.9
	16.8
	22.6

	DA/NA
	2.4
	9.1
	3.3
	1.7
	4.2


3. "Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s resignation of president office life in Belarus will improve; others, on the contrary, think it will become worse. And what do you think?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Life will improve
	35.2
	45.1
	46.4
	42.5
	47.7
	40.2
	28.2
	17.3

	Life will remain the same
	26.9
	25.5
	24.8
	23.3
	18.6
	29.5
	31.6
	30.1

	Life will become worse
	23.8
	19.6
	19.0
	18.5
	18.9
	16.0
	21.4
	40.6

	DA/NA
	14.1
	9.8
	9.8
	15.8
	14.8
	14.2
	18.8
	12.0


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Life will improve
	5.2
	22.2
	30.2
	43.4
	45.9

	Life will remain the same
	26.0
	26.9
	30.4
	24.4
	24.4

	Life will become worse
	63.5
	37.0
	23.0
	19.5
	13.0

	DA/NA
	5.2
	13.9
	15.9
	12.7
	16.6


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Life will improve
	50.1
	36.0
	41.4
	17.1
	35.1

	Life will remain the same
	21.3
	28.2
	25.3
	30.9
	27.0

	Life will become worse
	17.0
	18.9
	23.0
	40.1
	14.9

	DA/NA
	11.6
	16.9
	10.3
	11.9
	23.0


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

	Life will improve
	49.0
	51.3
	28.2
	25.6
	26.5
	33.7
	23.5

	Life will remain the same
	11.6
	24.8
	24.5
	33.9
	32.5
	31.4
	37.6

	Life will become worse
	19.9
	18.1
	38.9
	34.5
	16.0
	19.4
	22.6

	DA/NA
	19.5
	5.8
	8.4
	6.0
	25.0
	15.5
	16.3


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Life will improve
	49.0
	26.1
	39.0
	35.4
	28.1

	Life will remain the same
	11.6
	35.6
	27.5
	29.5
	29.9

	Life will become worse
	19.9
	20.1
	19.7
	28.3
	30.4

	DA/NA
	19.5
	18.2
	13.8
	6.8
	11.6


4. "What direction is political life of Belarus developing in now?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Development of democracy
	11.4
	9.8
	11.8
	10.9
	8.0
	8.9
	6.8
	20.1

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	17.6
	15.7
	19.1
	11.6
	14.4
	12.8
	18.9
	24.8

	Establishment of authoritarianism and dictatorship
	33.7
	29.4
	26.3
	37.4
	42.8
	40.6
	32.8
	24.2

	Growth of chaos, anarchy, threat of a coup d'etat
	23.3
	33.3
	29.6
	24.5
	23.5
	24.6
	29.1
	13.1

	DA/NA
	14.0
	11.8
	13.2
	15.6
	11.4
	12.1
	12.5
	17.8


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Development of democracy
	32.0
	22.0
	9.4
	9.3
	8.1

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	34.0
	25.7
	17.2
	13.2
	16.0

	Establishment of authoritarianism and dictatorship
	6.2
	26.6
	33.8
	35.6
	42.3

	Growth of chaos, anarchy, threat of a coup d'etat
	10.3
	11.0
	26.0
	28.1
	20.2

	DA/NA
	17.5
	14.7
	13.2
	13.4
	13.4


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Development of democracy
	6.2
	9.0
	16.3
	19.3
	10.7

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	11.8
	16.0
	17.4
	24.8
	24.0

	Establishment of authoritarianism and dictatorship
	46.8
	32.5
	22.1
	26.1
	28.0

	Growth of chaos, anarchy, threat of a coup d'etat
	26.2
	26.4
	32.6
	13.7
	22.7

	DA/NA
	9.0
	16.1
	11.6
	16.1
	14.6


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

	Development of democracy
	8.5
	10.7
	1.9
	23.2
	3.5
	20.0
	16.8

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	12.2
	21.8
	6.5
	15.5
	28.1
	17.1
	22.6

	Establishment of authoritarianism and dictatorship
	49.7
	28.7
	63.0
	14.9
	22.1
	30.9
	16.8

	Growth of chaos, anarchy, threat of a coup d'etat
	20.1
	28.9
	21.8
	29.8
	22.1
	20.6
	21.7

	DA/NA
	9.5
	9.9
	6.8
	16.6
	24.2
	11.4
	22.1


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Development of democracy
	8.5
	12.0
	9.2
	9.3
	16.4

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	12.2
	18.0
	21.2
	14.0
	20.5

	Establishment of authoritarianism and dictatorship
	49.7
	27.8
	29.1
	39.1
	26.5

	Growth of chaos, anarchy, threat of a coup d'etat
	20.1
	20.4
	28.4
	26.3
	21.8

	DA/NA
	9.5
	21.8
	12.1
	11.3
	14.8


5. "Not long ago Chairman of the National Assembly Council of the Republic A. Rubinov voiced an opinion that the Republican public association "Belaya Rus" supported by the Belarusian authorities might be transformed into a political party. If such a party comes into existence, are you ready to join it?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	4.2
	11.8
	8.5
	5.4
	3.8
	3.9
	3.8
	1.5

	No
	82.6
	68.6
	77.8
	82.3
	85.3
	81.6
	83.4
	84.8

	DA/NA
	13.2
	19.6
	13.8
	12.3
	11.0
	14.6
	12.9
	13.8


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	2.1
	3.7
	3.6
	5.2
	4.5

	No
	86.5
	82.6
	83.3
	82.5
	80.6

	DA/NA
	11.4
	13.7
	13.1
	12.3
	14.9


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	4.1
	4.5
	9.4
	1.9
	6.8

	No
	87.7
	78.6
	77.7
	84.4
	83.8

	DA/NA
	8.2
	16.9
	12.9
	13.7
	9.4


Table 5.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	1.4
	1.3
	4.2
	14.2
	2.5
	4.0
	4.4

	No
	87.4
	91.6
	76.4
	75.7
	81.9
	85.1
	77.1

	DA/NA
	11.2
	7.1
	19.4
	10.1
	15.6
	10.9
	18.5


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	1.4
	1.4
	6.5
	4.2
	6.5

	No
	87.4
	85.2
	82.7
	84.8
	75.8

	DA/NA
	11.2
	13.4
	10.8
	11.0
	17.7


6. "What initiatives of Belarusian politicians do you support?"(more than one answer is possible)
Table 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	39.5
	37.7
	34.9
	36.1
	29.1
	38.4
	41.1
	51.2

	A demand for imposing sanctions against Belarusian authorities
	4.4
	4.0
	7.2
	6.1
	5.3
	6.4
	3.4
	1.5

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’ immediate resignation
	34.6
	45.1
	47.1
	44.9
	44.7
	38.4
	26.0
	18.7

	A demand to hold a National assembly in order to discuss the current situation 
	19.8
	18.0
	22.9
	18.5
	15.9
	21.0
	26.0
	16.3

	DA
	13.0
	9.8
	5.2
	10.3
	14.4
	11.0
	12.5
	19.0


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	52.6
	43.5
	40.3
	30.4
	45.6

	A demand for imposing sanctions against Belarusian authorities
	0
	4.6
	4.5
	5.0
	4.9

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’ immediate resignation
	8.3
	26.6
	34.4
	39.5
	38.8

	A demand to hold a National assembly in order to discuss the current situation 
	21.9
	11.9
	16.9
	23.8
	21.8

	DA
	22.9
	17.6
	14.0
	12.5
	7.2


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	26.5
	42.7
	39.5
	48.4
	37.8

	A demand for imposing sanctions against Belarusian authorities
	5.4
	4.3
	7.0
	2.4
	6.8

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’ immediate resignation
	50.6
	33.0
	43.0
	18.5
	35.1

	A demand to hold a National 
assembly in order to discuss the current situation 
	19.8
	19.8
	22.1
	18.0
	27.0

	DA
	11.3
	10.9
	5.8
	19.0
	13.3


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

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	37.3
	31.9
	21.3
	43.8
	41.2
	54.9
	50.7

	A demand for imposing sanctions against Belarusian authorities
	2.7
	3.1
	5.6
	4.2
	4.5
	6.3
	5.3

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’ immediate resignation
	49.7
	40.3
	58.3
	19.0
	19.1
	32.6
	13.7

	A demand to hold a National assembly in order to discuss the current situation 
	16.8
	8.4
	18.5
	29.2
	25.6
	20.6
	23.3

	DA
	10.6
	20.8
	7.9
	10.1
	23.6
	2.3
	13.7


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Offering the authorities a dialogue for the sake of a joint search for the way out of the crisis
	37.3
	45.8
	45.2
	30.0
	37.7

	A demand for imposing sanctions against Belarusian authorities
	2.7
	8.1
	2.0
	3.8
	5.5

	A demand for A. Lukashenko’ immediate resignation
	49.7
	19.8
	32.1
	48.9
	27.3

	A demand to hold a National assembly in 
order to discuss the current situation 
	16.8
	21.1
	20.0
	14.3
	24.4

	DA
	10.6
	18.0
	9.8
	12.7
	13.8


7. "Some politicians suggested holding a "National gathering" – a protest action demanding a check to prices, securing of adequate salaries and pensions, a possibility of currency exchange, non-admission of unemployment, suspension of selling of enterprises, safeguards of independent mass media work and disclosure of the presidential fund. What is your attitude to this initiative?"

Table 7.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I disapprove of it
	13.0
	9.8
	9.2
	10.2
	7.2
	9.6
	10.2
	25.7

	I treat it with indifference
	21.3
	37.3
	12.5
	21.1
	20.1
	17.4
	21.5
	26.9

	I approve of it, but will not participate in it
	47.4
	33.3
	46.1
	47.6
	53.0
	54.3
	53.6
	34.8

	I approve of it, and I will participate in the initiative
	14.1
	17.6
	28.3
	17.7
	15.2
	15.6
	9.7
	7.0

	DA/NA
	4.2
	2.0
	3.9
	3.4
	4.5
	3.1
	5.0
	5.6


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I disapprove of it
	47.4
	21.1
	8.9
	11.1
	9.4

	I treat it with indifference
	30.9
	26.6
	23.6
	16.3
	19.2

	I approve of it, but will not participate in it
	11.3
	33.0
	51.4
	54.4
	46.3

	I approve of it, and I will participate in the initiative
	6.2
	8.3
	13.1
	15.0
	19.2

	DA/NA
	4.2
	11.0
	3.0
	3.2
	5.9


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I disapprove of it
	5.7
	11.1
	10.6
	23.8
	13.3

	I treat it with indifference
	20.9
	18.9
	18.8
	26.2
	20.0

	I approve of it, but will not participate in it
	53.9
	49.8
	37.6
	37.8
	53.3

	I approve of it, and I will participate in the initiative
	16.8
	15.3
	29.4
	6.3
	12.0

	DA/NA
	2.8
	4.9
	3.5
	5.8
	1.3


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

	I disapprove of it
	18.2
	8.8
	0.9
	29.6
	14.0
	12.0
	9.3

	I treat it with indifference
	20.2
	25.7
	19.4
	19.5
	20.0
	25.1
	19.8

	I approve of it, but will not participate in it
	43.5
	48.7
	68.2
	27.2
	46.0
	44.6
	49.3

	I approve of it, and I will participate in the initiative
	17.0
	12.4
	5.1
	19.5
	15.0
	14.3
	15.9

	DA/NA
	1.1
	4.4
	6.4
	4.2
	5.0
	4.0
	5.7


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I disapprove of it
	18.2
	6.7
	14.7
	7.2
	16.1

	I treat it with indifference
	20.2
	28.2
	21.9
	16.5
	19.5

	I approve of it, but will not participate in it
	43.5
	46.8
	43.8
	59.9
	45.8

	I approve of it, and I will participate in the initiative
	17.0
	12.7
	16.6
	11.4
	12.2

	DA/NA
	1.1
	5.6
	3.0
	5.0
	6.4


8. "Not long ago Peter Prokopovich stood down from his post of Chairman of the National Bank. How do you assess the extent of his guilt in the currency crisis which has happened in Belarus this year?"

Table 8.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	He is the main person responsible for the crisis
	7.5
	7.8
	10.5
	2.7
	3.8
	3.2
	5.7
	16.0

	He is guilty, but a considerable part of the guilt rests with other authorities’ representatives
	40.1
	33.3
	42.8
	44.9
	47.2
	44.1
	41.1
	28.3

	He is guilty, however external circumstances are guiltier than he is
	26.1
	27.5
	25.0
	27.2
	24.2
	24.9
	28.3
	27.7

	He is not guilty
	16.0
	17.6
	12.5
	19.0
	15.1
	18.8
	17.0
	14.6

	DA/NA
	10.3
	13.8
	9.2
	6.2
	9.7
	9.0
	7.9
	13.4


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	He is the main person responsible for the crisis
	35.1
	14.7
	5.6
	5.0
	3.3

	He is guilty, but a considerable part of the guilt rests with other authorities’ representatives
	15.5
	26.6
	40.4
	42.0
	49.5

	He is guilty, however external circumstances are guiltier than he is
	14.4
	29.4
	27.1
	30.2
	22.1

	He is not guilty
	13.4
	12.8
	16.5
	16.6
	16.0

	DA/NA
	21.6
	16.5
	10.4
	15.2
	16.1


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	He is the main person responsible for the crisis
	2.1
	5.4
	10.5
	15.8
	8.0

	He is guilty, but a considerable part of the guilt rests with other authorities’ representatives
	48.3
	42.0
	34.9
	26.6
	56.0

	He is guilty, however external circumstances are guiltier than he is
	27.5
	25.5
	25.6
	28.8
	16.0

	He is not guilty
	14.1
	17.2
	19.8
	16.1
	10.7

	DA/NA
	8.0
	9.9
	9.2
	12.7
	9.3 


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

	He is the main person responsible for the crisis
	6.2
	15.0
	1.8
	14.3
	6.0
	6.3
	4.4

	He is guilty, but a considerable part of the guilt rests with other authorities’ representatives
	59.6
	52.4
	17.1
	36.9
	43.2
	27.6
	33.6

	He is guilty, however external circumstances are guiltier than he is
	19.2
	20.7
	59.0
	20.8
	22.1
	27.0
	16.8

	He is not guilty
	9.6
	7.0
	12.9
	20.8
	10.6
	32.2
	25.5

	DA/NA
	5.4
	4.9
	9.2
	17.2
	18.1
	6.9
	19.7


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	He is the main person responsible for the crisis
	6.2
	2.1
	7.5
	11.4
	10.1

	He is guilty, but a considerable part of the guilt rests with other authorities’ representatives
	59.6
	35.6
	35.6
	35.2
	35.0

	He is guilty, however external circumstances are guiltier than he is
	19.2
	26.4
	26.8
	33.5
	26.9

	He is not guilty
	9.6
	22.2
	19.3
	13.6
	15.3

	DA/NA
	5.4
	13.7
	10.8
	6.3
	12.7


9. "Do you consider yourself to be in opposition to the present authorities?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	28.3
	36.0
	37.3
	38.4
	35.8
	34.2
	24.5
	10.8

	No
	56.0
	48.0
	53.6
	44.5
	45.7
	48.8
	58.5
	74.9

	DA/NA
	15.7
	16.0
	9.1
	17.1
	18.5
	17.0
	17.0
	14.3


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	4.2
	12.0
	25.0
	37.4
	33.2

	No
	84.4
	75.0
	58.9
	48.8
	45.3

	DA/NA
	11.4
	13.0
	16.1
	13.8
	21.5


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	39.6
	29.5
	36.0
	10.6
	40.5

	No
	43.4
	53.5
	47.7
	76.8
	43.2

	DA/NA
	17.0
	17.0
	16.3
	12.6
	16.3


Table 9.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	50.5
	42.0
	7.9
	18.9
	27.6
	25.1
	15.4

	No
	38.8
	41.6
	73.6
	68.0
	52.3
	68.0
	60.0

	DA/NA
	10.7
	16.3
	18.5
	14.0
	20.1
	6.9
	23.8


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	50.5
	16.2
	30.7
	23.3
	21.6

	No
	38.8
	59.5
	57.2
	63.6
	60.8

	DA/NA
	10.7
	24.3
	12.1
	13.1
	17.6


10. "In June and July in many towns of Belarus regular actions against the authorities’ policy whose participants expressed their protest by silence and applause took place within the framework of the campaign “Revolution through social networking websites”. Have you heard about such actions?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	70.8
	78.0
	80.4
	79.5
	76.2
	77.7
	76.3
	47.7

	No
	27.0
	22.0
	19.6
	19.9
	21.9
	20.6
	22.2
	47.1

	DA/NA
	2.2
	0
	0
	0.6
	1.9
	1.7
	1.5
	5.2


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	25.0
	49.1
	70.5
	75.7
	86.3

	No
	64.6
	48.1
	28.0
	22.4
	12.4

	DA/NA
	10.4
	2.8
	1.5
	1.9
	1.3


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	87.9
	72.2
	81.2
	49.1
	68.9

	No
	11.1
	26.3
	18.8
	45.6
	31.1

	DA/NA
	1.0
	1.5
	0
	5.3
	0


Table 10.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	83.9
	67.3
	85.3
	64.3
	65.3
	72.0
	52.4

	No
	15.4
	31.4
	14.7
	32.7
	26.6
	27.4
	44.5

	DA/NA
	0.7
	1.3
	0
	3.4
	8.1
	0.6
	3.1


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	83.9
	77.4
	67.5
	74.7
	56.5

	No
	15.4
	20.8
	30.2
	24.9
	38.8

	DA/NA
	0.7
	1.8
	2.3
	0.4
	4.7


11. "What is your attitude to these actions?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I approve of them
	37.4
	47.1
	54.9
	45.2
	45.8
	45.0
	29.1
	18.7

	I disapprove of them
	19.2
	9.8
	14.4
	19.2
	15.9
	12.1
	21.5
	29.2

	I treat them with indifference
	33.6
	39.1
	28.1
	30.1
	33.0
	35.1
	40.4
	30.3

	DA/NA
	9.8
	4.0
	2.6
	5.5
	5.3
	6.8
	9.0
	21.8


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I approve of them
	6.2
	20.4
	37.5
	43.2
	45.3

	I disapprove of them
	50.5
	22.2
	18.4
	16.4
	13.7

	I treat them with indifference
	17.5
	38.0
	32.7
	34.5
	36.8

	DA/NA
	25.8
	19.4
	11.4
	5.9
	4.2


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I approve of them
	50.0
	39.6
	52.3
	16.4
	44.6

	I disapprove of them
	14.1
	18.1
	12.8
	28.6
	14.9

	I treat them with indifference
	31.3
	34.9
	32.6
	33.9
	33.8

	DA/NA
	4.6
	7.4
	2.3
	21.1
	6.7


Table 11.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I approve of them
	44.0
	47.6
	42.4
	32.5
	40.2
	24.7
	25.1

	I disapprove of them
	21.5
	11.6
	22.1
	30.2
	15.6
	16.1
	18.1

	I treat them with indifference
	27.6
	26.2
	30.4
	30.8
	28.6
	48.3
	46.7

	DA/NA
	6.9
	14.7
	5.1
	6.6
	15.5
	10.9
	10.2


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I approve of them
	44.0
	36.5
	36.4
	43.2
	30.7

	I disapprove of them
	21.5
	10.6
	18.7
	13.6
	27.3

	I treat them with indifference
	27.6
	41.8
	36.7
	34.7
	28.9

	DA/NA
	6.9
	11.1
	8.2
	8.5
	13.1


12. "Belarusian authorities aver that some oppositional bodies and certain leaders receive financial support from abroad. What do you think about it?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I think, it is quite alright
	49.5
	64.0
	56.9
	52.1
	56.4
	60.6
	45.3
	31.6

	I think it is unacceptable
	33.7
	28.0
	28.8
	32.2
	28.8
	25.5
	37.7
	44.4

	DA/NA
	16.8
	8.0
	14.3
	15.7
	14.8
	13.9
	17.0
	24.0


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I think, it is quite alright
	29.2
	39.4
	48.6
	55.8
	52.1

	I think it is unacceptable
	42.7
	43.1
	37.2
	29.2
	27.4

	DA/NA
	28.1
	17.5
	14.2
	15.0
	20.5


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I think, it is quite alright
	58.9
	50.5
	61.2
	34.1
	55.4

	I think it is unacceptable
	30.1
	31.3
	30.6
	43.1
	27.0

	DA/NA
	11.0
	18.2
	8.2
	22.8
	17.6


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

	I think, it is quite alright
	69.9
	66.4
	44.0
	46.7
	30.2
	48.6
	31.4

	I think it is unacceptable
	20.2
	14.6
	46.3
	46.2
	35.2
	32.0
	48.2

	DA/NA
	9.9
	19.0
	9.7
	7.1
	34.6
	19.4
	20.4


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I think, it is quite alright
	69.9
	35.6
	46.4
	53.2
	44.3

	I think it is unacceptable
	20.2
	38.4
	40.8
	36.3
	33.2

	DA/NA
	9.9
	26.0
	12.8
	10.5
	22.5


13. "Not long ago the case on explosion in Minsk underground on April 11, 2011 was brought to trial. According to the investigators, the crime was committed by a maverick terrorist and his accomplice who had not been supported by anyone. Do you believe this version?"
Table 13.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes, I do
	21.2
	28.0
	10.5
	16.4
	11.7
	11.7
	15.8
	46.0

	No, I do not.  The crime was committed by them, however they had instigators
	32.4
	26.0
	38.8
	29.5
	31.7
	36.7
	36.6
	25.3

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	36.7
	40.0
	42.1
	49.3
	47.2
	39.1
	34.0
	20.8

	DA/NA
	9.7
	6.0
	8.6
	4.8
	9.4
	12.5
	13.6
	7.9


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	79.2
	32.4
	20.7
	14.5
	9.5

	No, I do not.  The crime was committed by them, however they had instigators
	10.4
	33.3
	33.0
	33.6
	35.9

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	9.4
	24.1
	38.4
	43.5
	37.3

	DA/NA
	1.0
	18.2
	7.9
	8.4
	17.3


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, I do
	8.5
	16.8
	20.9
	41.6
	17.3

	No, I do not.  The crime was committed by them, however they had instigators
	28.7
	39.6
	31.4
	25.7
	29.3

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	52.6
	33.5
	38.4
	23.3
	45.3

	DA/NA
	10.2
	10.1
	9.3
	9.4
	8.1


Table 13.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I do
	18.8
	26.0
	7.9
	36.3
	21.1
	19.5
	22.1

	No, I do not.  The crime was committed by them, however they had instigators
	20.8
	22.9
	52.8
	29.7
	37.2
	32.2
	35.4

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	54.3
	44.1
	34.3
	28.0
	25.6
	38.5
	23.9

	DA/NA
	6.1
	7.0
	5.0
	6.0
	16.1
	9.8
	18.6


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	18.8
	11.3
	19.9
	20.8
	31.5

	No, I do not.  The crime was committed by them, however they had instigators
	20.8
	35.2
	31.3
	38.6
	35.6

	No, I do not. The crime was committed by other people
	54.3
	32.4
	41.4
	33.1
	25.3

	DA/NA
	6.1
	21.1
	7.4
	7.5
	7.6


14. "Do you personally feel under the protection of the law?"

Table 14.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	38.5
	43.1
	26.8
	25.9
	30.5
	23.1
	41.0
	65.0

	No
	53.4
	51.0
	68.0
	61.9
	65.0
	63.3
	51.1
	28.3

	DA/NA
	8.1
	5.9
	5.2
	12.2
	4.5
	13.6
	7.9
	6.7


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	80.2
	58.7
	34.7
	32.6
	33.6

	No
	16.7
	31.2
	54.9
	60.9
	59.3

	DA/NA
	3.1
	10.1
	10.4
	6.5
	7.1


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	22.6
	34.7
	36.0
	63.8
	24.0

	No
	68.6
	56.3
	59.3
	29.6
	65.3

	DA/NA
	8.8
	9.0
	4.7
	6.6
	10.7


Table 14.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	30.6
	37.6
	42.9
	42.6
	26.6
	38.5
	52.2

	No
	66.7
	52.2
	50.2
	51.5
	53.8
	51.7
	43.9

	DA/NA
	2.7
	10.2
	6.9
	5.9
	19.6
	9.8
	3.9


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	30.6
	29.9
	35.4
	45.6
	48.8

	No
	66.7
	54.9
	55.7
	48.1
	43.6

	DA/NA
	2.7
	15.2
	8.9
	6.3
	7.6


15. "Recently Belarusian human rights advocate Ales Belyatsky accused of non-payment of taxes on the cash assets received for human rights activity from abroad, was arrested. What is your attitude to the arrest?"

Table 15.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is persecution for political beliefs, for the activity which the authorities do not like
	35.2
	36.0
	43.8
	39.0
	39.4
	43.3
	35.3
	19.6

	It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment of income and non-payment of taxes
	39.7
	38.0
	36.2
	37.7
	35.2
	31.9
	39.1
	52.6

	DA/NA
	25.1
	26.0
	20.0
	23.3
	25.4
	24.8
	25.6
	27.8


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is persecution for political beliefs, for the activity which the authorities do not like
	11.5
	21.1
	30.9
	42.0
	45.6

	It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment of income and non-payment of taxes
	54.2
	53.2
	43.3
	34.5
	31.3

	DA/NA
	34.3
	25.7
	25.8
	23.5
	23.1


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is persecution for political 
beliefs, for the activity which the authorities do not like
	46.0
	36.8
	43.0
	19.8
	35.1

	It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment of income and 
non-payment of taxes
	31.4
	37.3
	33.7
	54.5
	33.8

	DA/NA
	22.6
	25.9
	23.3
	25.7
	31.1


Table 15.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is persecution for political beliefs, for the activity which the authorities do not like
	52.7
	37.6
	13.8
	39.1
	30.0
	40.3
	27.9

	It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment of income 
and non-payment of taxes
	24.4
	38.5
	72.8
	49.7
	22.5
	41.5
	35.4

	DA/NA
	22.9
	23.9
	13.4
	11.2
	47.5
	18.2
	36.7


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is persecution for political beliefs, for the 
activity which the authorities do not like
	52.7
	30.7
	38.4
	25.4
	28.6

	It is usual criminal prosecution for concealment 
of income and non-payment of taxes
	24.4
	35.4
	40.3
	53.8
	45.4

	DA/NA
	22.9
	33.9
	21.3
	20.8
	26.0


16. "In connection with the crisis some politicians and experts have begun talking again about a possibility of introducing the Russian ruble on the territory of Belarus in order to strengthen Belarusian economy. Should the Russian ruble be introduced in Belarus, in your opinion?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	38.0
	26.0
	30.9
	32.7
	45.1
	40.8
	38.9
	37.0

	No
	50.0
	58.0
	61.8
	61.2
	41.3
	46.4
	46.8
	50.7

	DA/NA
	12.0
	16.0
	7.3
	6.1
	13.6
	12.8
	14.3
	12.3


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	28.1
	36.7
	35.8
	40.1
	42.9

	No
	56.3
	48.6
	50.9
	50.8
	45.5

	DA/NA
	15.6
	14.7
	13.3
	9.1
	11.6


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	44.7
	36.5
	29.1
	37.0
	32.4

	No
	43.4
	51.5
	60.5
	49.7
	60.8

	DA/NA
	11.9
	12.0
	10.4
	13.3
	6.8


Table 16.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	38.0
	15.6
	70.5
	33.1
	24.5
	35.4
	46.7

	No
	50.3
	75.6
	22.6
	57.4
	53.5
	53.7
	38.8

	DA/NA
	11.7
	8.8
	6.9
	9.5
	22.0
	10.9
	14.5


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	38.0
	48.9
	33.4
	38.1
	33.8

	No
	50.3
	35.2
	55.7
	53.0
	54.2

	DA/NA
	11.7
	15.9
	10.9
	8.9
	12.0


17. "Recently the European Union and the USA imposed new economic sanctions against several Belarusian enterprises, whose profit, in their opinion, strengthens the political regime that suppresses democracy and human rights. How do you assess introduction of these sanctions?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Positively
	19.5
	17.6
	307
	27.9
	22.6
	21.6
	16.6
	9.1

	Negatively
	40.6
	35.3
	26.8
	35.4
	36.6
	40.8
	45.7
	49.1

	With indifference
	39.6
	47.1
	42.5
	36.7
	40.8
	36.5
	37.4
	41.8

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1.1
	0.3
	0


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Positively
	3.1
	11.1
	16.5
	23.8
	27.0

	Negatively
	45.4
	44.4
	44.1
	40.3
	32.2

	With indifference
	51.5
	44.4
	39.0
	35.5
	40.7

	NA
	0
	0.1
	0.4
	0.4
	0.1


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Positively
	24.9
	20.3
	24.7
	9.8
	28.4

	Negatively
	36.1
	43.4
	28.2
	47.4
	21.6

	With indifference
	39.0
	35.8
	47.1
	42.6
	50.0

	NA
	0
	0.5
	0
	0.2
	0


Table 17.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Positively
	19.5
	16.4
	28.7
	17.9
	15.1
	21.1
	17.6

	Negatively
	41.6
	46.0
	39.8
	41.1
	45.2
	36.0
	33.9

	With indifference
	38.9
	37.2
	31.5
	40.5
	38.7
	42.9
	48.5

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0
	0.5
	1.0
	0
	0


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Positively
	19.5
	19.0
	23.9
	18.6
	17.2

	Negatively
	41.6
	32.0
	40.2
	44.7
	43.8

	With indifference
	38.9
	48.6
	35.6
	35.9
	39.0

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0.3
	0.8
	0


18. "New higher import tariffs on automobiles brought in from western countries have come into effect in Belarus since July 1. The measure has been taken in compliance with the conditions of the Customs Union which Belarus is a member of together with Russia and Kazakhstan. How do you assess this measure?"

Table 18.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is a good measure
	17.6
	13.7
	17.0
	9.6
	16.2
	12.4
	15.8
	28.9

	It is a bad measure; however, its harm is exceeded by other advantages of the Customs Union
	37.8
	35.3
	33.3
	52.7
	35.5
	44.3
	40.4
	27.7

	It is a bad measure; Belarus should not be a member of the Customs Union
	22.7
	35.3
	32.7
	20.5
	26.0
	24.1
	25.3
	11.7

	DA/NA
	21.9
	15.7
	17.0
	17.2
	22.3
	19.2
	18.5
	31.7


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is a good measure
	38.5
	21.3
	16.9
	14.7
	15.0

	It is a bad measure; however, its harm is exceeded by other advantages of the 
Customs Union
	13.5
	38.9
	35.5
	39.0
	47.6

	It is a bad measure; Belarus should not 
be a member of the Customs Union
	13.5
	9.3
	25.1
	28.6
	17.3

	DA/NA
	34.5
	30.5
	22.5
	17.7
	20.1


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is a good measure
	14.1
	14.8
	15.3
	26.5
	16.2

	It is a bad measure; however, its harm is exceeded by other advantages of the Customs Union
	44.1
	40.3
	37.6
	28.8
	29.7

	It is a bad measure; Belarus should not be a member of the Customs Union
	30.8
	22.4
	30.6
	13.0
	23.0

	DA/NA
	11.0
	22.5
	16.5
	31.7
	31.1


Table 18.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is a good measure
	19.5
	23.5
	12.0
	31.0
	14.1
	9.8
	14.1

	It is a bad measure; however, its harm is exceeded by other advantages of the Customs Union
	42.3
	23.9
	65.4
	28.6
	23.1
	40.8
	36.6

	It is a bad measure; Belarus should not be a member of the Customs Union
	20.8
	32.3
	12.4
	26.2
	34.7
	20.7
	13.7

	DA/NA
	17.4
	19.3
	10.2
	14.2
	28.1
	28.7
	35.6


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is a good measure
	19.5
	7.1
	22.2
	14.0
	22.6

	It is a bad measure; however, its harm is exceeded by other advantages of the Customs Union
	42.3
	41.7
	33.3
	45.3
	30.4

	It is a bad measure; Belarus should not be a member of the Customs Union
	20.8
	18.7
	27.8
	22.9
	22.6

	DA/NA
	17.4
	32.5
	16.7
	17.8
	24.4


19. "Some time ago prime minister of Russia V. Putin said that real integration of Russia and Belarus was “possible, was rather desirable and fully depended on the Belarusian people” and that “supporters of this idea should struggle for its implementation”. What opinion concerning these statements do you agree with?"

Table 19.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	6.7
	4.0
	4.5
	5.5
	6.1
	6.0
	8.6
	8.2

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	34.0
	24.0
	27.9
	29.5
	35.2
	33.0
	35.3
	38.6

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	38.3
	24.0
	20.6
	39.0
	36.4
	37.4
	36.8
	34.5

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it
	11.6
	24.0
	20.8
	17.1
	11.7
	9.2
	8.3
	7.9

	DA/NA
	9.4
	12.0
	6.2
	8.8
	10.3
	7.4
	10.9
	7.9


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	4.2
	10.2
	4.5
	9.7
	5.9

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	37.5
	36.1
	34.7
	31.4
	34.9

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	34.4
	36.1
	37.8
	35.1
	45.3

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it
	12.5
	3.7
	12.7
	14.0
	8.1

	DA/NA
	11.4
	13.9
	10.3
	9.8
	5.8


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	5.7
	6.4
	5.8
	8.2
	6.8

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	38.0
	30.8
	22.1
	38.5
	28.4

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	37.0
	41.2
	44.2
	33.2
	39.2

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it
	13.1
	10.2
	24.4
	8.8
	14.9

	DA/NA
	6.2
	11.4
	3.5
	11.3
	10.7


Table 19.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	5.1
	2.7
	2.3
	14.1
	4.0
	3.4
	15.9

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	33.6
	15.9
	59.7
	31.2
	27.6
	31.8
	37.4

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	35.6
	57.5
	25.9
	38.8
	36.7
	47.7
	27.3

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it
	17.5
	12.8
	3.7
	8.8
	20.1
	10.8
	5.7

	DA/NA
	8.2
	11.1
	8.4
	7.1
	11.6
	6.3
	13.7


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle for it
	5.1
	7.4
	7.9
	5.9
	6.8

	I am for Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle for it
	33.6
	39.7
	32.5
	34.5
	31.0

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, but I am not going to struggle against it
	35.6
	31.9
	44.3
	45.8
	35.2

	I am against of Belarus and Russia integrating into one state, and I am going to struggle against it
	17.5
	10.6
	8.6
	9.7
	11.5

	DA/NA
	8.2
	10.4
	6.7
	4.1
	15.5


20. "Have you had a chance during this year to familiarize yourself (through mass media, leaflets, communication with other people and other) with the results of independent opinion polls in Belarus?"
Table 20.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	Yes
	24.0
	23.5
	27.6
	37.4
	26.9
	31.6
	19.6
	11.7

	No
	72.2
	72.5
	69.1
	57.8
	72.0
	67.0
	74.3
	82.5

	DA/NA
	3.8
	4.0
	3.3
	4.8
	1.1
	1.4
	6.1
	5.8


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	7.3
	10.2
	19.2
	26.8
	39.0

	No
	81.3
	88.0
	78.0
	69.2
	57.5

	DA/NA
	11.4
	1.8
	2.8
	4.0
	3.5


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	35.6
	23.8
	24.7
	10.8
	31.1

	No
	61.8
	73.3
	72.9
	82.1
	66.2

	DA/NA
	2.6
	2.9
	2.4
	7.1
	2.7


Table 20.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	30.5
	13.3
	31.9
	24.9
	24.5
	28.6
	15.0

	No
	68.2
	85.4
	63.9
	75.1
	64.0
	68.6
	78.9

	DA/NA
	1.3
	1.3
	4.2
	0
	11.5
	2.8
	6.1


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	30.5
	22.0
	29.4
	17.4
	20.5

	No
	68.2
	73.4
	68.0
	80.5
	72.5

	DA/NA
	1.3
	4.6
	2.6
	2.1
	7.0


OPEN FORUM
Regular readers of our bulletin must remember the rubric “State against independent researches” where evidence of repressions against the IISEPS was published about 6-7 years ago. In June 2010 we had to return to the topic and relate the attempts of the authorities to dismiss the founder of the institute Prof. O. Manaev from Belarus State University. Today our “Open Forum” presents to the readers documents of a new wave of persecutions against independent researches. 

NEW WAVE OF REPRESSIONS AGAINST
INDEPENDENT RESEARCHES

STATEMENT FOR PRESS BY PROF. OLEG MANAEV

Today at 3 p.m. on my way to the Embassy of the Republic of Poland in Belarus for participating in a quarterly briefing of independent experts for the diplomatic corps (usually attended by two dozens diplomats from different countries - from Japan and Russia to the E.U. and U.S.), I was stopped by a Sergeant of the Minsk Riot Police and was told that he should detain me for identification. After checking my passport, he checked if I had weapons, drugs and other prohibited items. Then, after making some phone calls, he told me I was detained and told me to wait on the spot. A few minutes later two more police officers showed up, one of which identified himself as the officer of the Criminal Investigation Department of the Central District of Minsk. When I asked about the reason for detention, the answer was: "we will take you to the office, where we will explain everything." People started gathering around us, among who were journalists. I managed to call the Polish embassy, as well as my colleagues and reported my detention. Then they took my passport away and I was taken to the nearest police station. Police officers made more calls, and then under the protection of other policemen, armed with Kalashnikov machine gun, I was put in a patrol car, where I managed to make the last phone call to Reuters. After the police tried to take away my phone, I had to turn it off. In the car, it turned out that I was taken to the police department of the Minsk Partisan District.
In Partisan Police Department I was taken to the office of the head of the Public Security Police Lt. Colonel Gladun. He again checked my passport and personal belongings (briefcase with presentation materials). When asked about the reason for detention - and the fact that I live in the Minsk Frunze district, and in no way am linked to the Minsk Partisan District - he said that under the law, police can detain me up to three hours without explanation. I told him that the police thereby disrupt an important event, but it did not have any effect. Then I was removed into another room where I was detained during next two hours under the supervision of Police Major. Later another police officer showed up, introduced himself as the criminal investigator of the same Department, and said that I should get fingerprinted, which "is obligatory for every Belarusian citizen bounded for military service".  I explained I served in the Soviet Army in 1974-1976, as an Armored Troops Lieutenant, and since then have nothing to do with the army. Besides, less than in four months I reach the retirement age (which is 60 years in Belarus). And the Law on Military in Belarus does not clarify the age limit for the military service. As a result, they did not perform the fingerprinting, and decided to make a request to my District Draft Committee. Just 5 minutes prior to the expiration of a three-hour period, they explained me that I was "detained for my passport identity check," and I was released. However, when I asked one of the police officers participated in my detention (in total nine police officers from three different departments took part in this “operation”) if it was exactly me that they were looking for, he said they “got the order to detain exactly me." 

Thus, all that happened proves that I was detained in order to thwart the planned briefing at the Polish Embassy, and made a pressure on me and my colleagues. Why exactly today? After all, the Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies (which I led until it was shut down the Supreme Court of the Republic of Belarus in April 2005, and now I lead a group of independent experts providing analysis of IISEPS polls results) organize quarterly briefings for more than 14 years? Without doubts, the real reason is that this year the Belarusian authoritarianism has faced the most serious challenge in its history. After the May devaluation of the Belarusian ruble the country faced the deepest socio-economic crisis (inflation rate of 60 percent), resulting in more than twofold decline of the citizens incomes. According to the recent results of IISEPS September public opinion poll, almost 88 percent of respondents believe that the Belarusian economy is in crisis, with more than 61 percent blaming the President for the crisis (blaming the government – 44 percent). Lukashenko’s rating has collapsed from 53 percent to 20 percent in just nine months, reaching the minimum for all seventeen years of his rule. The threat of social unrest is becoming increasingly real. In this situation, Belarusian authorities begin to "fear their own shadow." In June 2010, they tried to fire me from the Belarusian State University (where I have been working over 40 years) by this way blocking information and analysis I offer to the Belarusian public. Today they are trying to block our efforts to inform foreign governments and international community about the real life of Belarusians, their real thoughts and expectations. Although the Belarusian authorities claim that they are willing to "restore the broken dialogue with the West" in order to get loans and investments, in fact they are changing nothing in the country. 

As before, I declare that I will continue my professional and civic mission, and today's incident will not affect my work.

Minsk, October 6, 2011

LUKASHENKO IS READY TO STAND DOWN FROM THE OFFICE OF PRESIDENT 
IN CASE OF AN OBJECTIVE FALL IN THE RATING 

Alexander Lukashenko is ready to stand down from the office of president in case of distrust on the part of the majority of Belarusians. He made the statement commenting for the Russian journalists upon the September data of the IISEPS national opinion poll according to which only 24.5% of Belarusians trust in Alexander Lukashenko.
“If only I were sure and knew that over 80% of Belarusians hated Lukashenko, I would gather my things and say: thank you, brothers-the Belarusians. I do not hold on to the post for the sake of power and money. I am the first president of Belarus. I long for the following: they should be ashamed to work worse after me”, – said the Belarusian leader.
Alexander Lukashenko said he was interested in the opinion of Belarusians about himself. “I have enough information. We often hold confidential sociological researches concerning trust of the population in the incumbent authorities”, – observed president of Belarus. Lukashenko said that “they are far from the results”, cited by the IISEPS. “In reality 79.9% of Belarusians officially supported the president at the elections, actually – over 80%”, – reminded he.
Speaking about the arrest of the IISEPS founder Oleg Manaev in Minsk, who shortly before that had announced a sharp decrease in the rating of the Belarusian president, Alexander Lukashenko said that “another action for a fall of the president’s rating had begun in Belarus”. He called Prof. Manaev “a creature of the West, who lived in Vilnius”. “He was paid for it. He did everything what the West needed. We monitored it”, – said Lukashenko. At that he expressed certain scepsis with regard to holding national opinion polls. “Do you want the rating to be 90%? It’ll be like this tomorrow. Do you want 10%? It’ll be 10%”, – said he.

At that president of Belarus does not see any reasons why his rating could fall from 80% half a year ago to 20% now, as some sociologists aver. “Why should the rating all of a sudden decrease from 80% to 20%? Has anyone become unemployed? No! Have we sold enterprises, destroyed them? None of them was destroyed. And if you earn little, you should work more!” – he said.

In particular, Lukashenko mentioned that when teachers had wanted an increase of salary, they had had to cooperate and agree with an increase of their working hours from 18 to 20. “And it happened with moans and groans! But they have only 18 hours a week, and vacation all summer long… It is hard, it is difficult, however money should be earned, you should strain yourself a bit… There is no windfall money”, – emphasized the president.

Other possible reasons for dissatisfaction, such as currency shortage, Lukashenko considers farfetched, too. “Shuttle traders, they used to be called speculators before, bring clothes, buy currency here, and again go for mass-produced items. Let’s give currency to them! It’s good that you hold a high rate – let them buy not for 5, but for 8-9 thousand for a dollar. However, there is nothing you can do with them at once – there are 100 thousand of the so called private entrepreneurs”, – noted he.

The president said he had already mentioned that in the majority of cases people did not need currency at all; having reminded that he had already suggested that those who wished to spend currency on their holiday in Egypt should have gone to Sochi with him. 

He also recollected the fits of feverish demand which had covered Belarus several times. “They bought up sugar; they came down to buying up vinegar. They turned everything into warehouses… Now drink vinegar with sugar!” – announced Lukashenko.

TUT.BY, 07.10.2011
O.MANAEV WAS ARRESTED IN MINSK DURING EXECUTING AN OPERATION 
ON DRUG-TRAFFICKING INTERDICTION
October 7, Minsk /Correspondent of BELTA/. Oleg Manaev was arrested in Minsk during executing an operation on drug-trafficking interdiction. It was conveyed by president of Belarus Alexander Lukashenko at the press conference for representatives of Russian mass media, reports a correspondent of BELTA.
One of the journalists asked a question about Manaev’s arrest. The president immediately requested data concerning the fact and later announced the information received from the Ministry of Internal Affairs. 

“Manaev was arrested near Victory Square in Minsk during executing an operation on drug-trafficking interdiction. He was released in 2 or 3 hours”, – added Alexander Lukashenko. 

As for the results of public opinion polls held by the IISEPS headed by Oleg Manaev, the Belarusian leader promulgated them publicly in a live television broadcast. They, by the way, should have been presented on October 6 at the Polish embassy. 

The Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies (IISEPS) is not registered in Belarus and does not have a license for polls holding.
BELTA, 07.10.11

ALEKSIEVICH ABOUT MANAEV’S CASE

Writer Svetlana Aleksievich commented for our radio on the arrest of sociologist Oleg Manaev and on the words concerning the case said at Alexander Lukashenko’s press conference.

I respect and have always respected Prof. Manaev for his remaining an incorruptible scientist. He has never worked either for the opposition, or for the authorities. He works with the reality indeed and all his conclusions always open what is actually going on, and he does have the courage to say it. Neither the former, nor the latter like it. He is being fired at from both sides.

He had the courage to say that Lukashenko had won the elections. Not so beautifully though, however he won them. He is an honest scientist doing his work. We do need such people during this difficult time. Nobody knows what is going on outside, in remote parts of our country.

The latest conclusions about a fall in Lukshenko’s rating voiced by Manaev completely reflect the reality. The fact that people do not take to the streets does not mean they like what is going on. It seems to me that accumulation of energy is taking place right now and this accumulation is rather dangerous. It still does not have any shape; however it may turn into hot lava at any moment and inundate everything. 

The authorities understand it, and Lukashenko understands it, too. As for him, more precisely he rather feels the danger than understands it. He saw the danger exactly in the rating. At some lucid moments, I think, he is aware of it. I suppose, it is backed up by real fear. The scientist told the truth. This is the scientist who always tells the truth, he never fawns on anybody.

What was voiced at the press conference was a theater. I have never been able to take seriously Lukashenko’s press conferences. It is always a one-man show. Everything what the president says never corresponds to the facts. It is always vice versa. His tongue never speaks what his heart thinks. It is always a game. I do not even understand how journalists find in it topics for discussion. And it has been going on for 17 years already.

In reality we are simply moving to an abyss. And the scientist has said it.

It is impossible to put him into prison at the present moment, although the precedent is dangerous. Say, you have written an article today, someone does not like it and you are taken to pre-trial prison and after that to jail. It is a kind of Latin American alternative that we are sliding into.

However, right now we need loans. That is why we are trying to put up a bold front.

We can come to an uncontrolled dictatorship. At the present moment it is a little bit controlled: a bit by Europe, a bit by Russia. Some limit still remains. However, everything can fall to the ground and become much gloomier. 

Europe does not completely understand that our elite, our people do not have power to cope with the situation. We should not be left face to face with our authorities.

Radio Liberty, 09.10.2011
A BRIEFING WITH MANAEV’S PARTICIPATION TOOK PLACE ANYWAY

Today a briefing for the diplomatic body took place at the Polish embassy in Minsk. The briefing was given for the sake of acquaintance with the data of the IISEPS most recent opinion poll held by the experts headed by the founder of the IISEPS Prof. Oleg Manaev. 

According to Mr. Manaev the talk lasted for two hours, and approximately 25 diplomats from different countries participated in it.

Let us remind the readers that the briefing did not take place last Thursday as not long before its beginning Prof. Manaev had been detained by the militia and had been kept at a militia department for almost three hours. On Friday at the press conference Alexander Lukashenko said that Manaev had been arrested during executing an operation on drug-trafficking interdiction.
Radio Liberty, 11.10.2011
LEVADA-CENTER

Yuri Levada's Analytical center
Independent Belarusian sociologists persecuted by the republican authorities need support.
Dear colleagues,

Yesterday our Center received a statement for the press of the Belarusian sociologist, Prof. Oleg Manaev, head of the Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies in the Republic of Belarus (by decision of Belarus Supreme Court the Institute was liquidated in 2005; at the present moment it is not registered in the republic, it is registered in Lithuania, and has its site on the Internet). It follows from Manaev’s statement that official authorities of Belarus and Alexander Lukashenko personally, dissatisfied with the results of the polls held by the Institute, accuse the Institute of “partiality”, persecute its head and strive for impeding researches of independent sociologists.

The case gives rise to our concern as his colleagues. We have published the IISEPS data in our magazine “Public opinion bulletin” several times. It is the only center which gives reliable professional information about the state of things in the republic. We follow the situation in Belarus and in the public opinion of the Belarusian population according to its data. We rely on this information in our analytical working-outs.

Oleg Manaev needs support and the state of the Institute headed by him – an open public reporting. We are aware of how difficult it is to hold sociological researches under the conditions of Lukashenko’s Belarus, and we are very concerned about the destiny of the independent center. As for us, we declare our support of the Institute and of its head Oleg Manaev. We invite everyone who feels solidarity with the IISEPS team to sign this letter.

You may send your letters to us or leave your comments on grani.ru. We are going to publish your signatures.

1. Lev Gudkov, director of Yuri Levada’s Analytical center

2. Boris Dubin, head of the department of socio-political researches of the Levada-Center

3. Nataliya Zorkaya, leading researcher of the Levada-Center

4. Vladimir Alexandrovich Yadov, professor

5. Denis Volkov, Levada-Center sociologist

6. L.N. Fedotova, Doctor of Sociological Sciences

7. Nadezhda Ivanova, economist
8. V.F. Khrustov, senior research associate of the Department of Chemistry of MSU, head of the workshop" 
Post-modernism and modern Russia"
9. Nataliya Demina, journalist ("Polit.ru", newspaper "Trinity alternative – Science"), sociologist

10. Sergey Smirnov, Doctor of Economics, academician of the Russian Academy of Natural Sciences, 
director of the Institute of Social Policy and Socio-Economic Programs of the National Research University
“Higher School of Economics”, poet, writer of political essays

11. Teodor Shanin, president of Moscow Higher School of Social and Economic Sciences 

12. Leonid Ashkinazi, associate professor of Moscow State Institute of Electronics and Mathematics

13. Marina Krasilnikova, head of the department of the life level studies of the Levada-Center

14. Eremin Konstantin Velerievich, trader, Moscow

15. Irina Pruss, journalist, magazine "Knowledge is power"

16. Vladimir Kostushev, sociologist, professor of the National Research University “Higher School 
of Economics” in St.-Petersburg

17. Anastasiya Leonova, Sakharov’s center

18. Vladimir Ryzhkov, politician
19. Leonid Gozman, president of the All-Russia public movement "Union of Right Forces Party"

20. Anton Barbashin, Deputy Director of the Department of International Relations of the Public Law 
Research Center

21. Ekaterina Vladimirovna Kozerenko, head of the sampling department of the Levada-Center

22. Oleg De-Roberti, independent researcher

23. Evguenia Lezina, political scientist, coordinator of the project "Democracy in Russia"

24. Oleg Maisak, IT specialist, Astrakhan

25. Alla Isaakovna Verkhovskaya, Candidate of Science (Philology), senior research associate 
of the journalism department of MSU n. a. M. V. Lomonosov 

26. Yakov Shukin, analyst, Maritz Research
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Youth and civil society in Belarus: a new generation. – Edited by Oleg Manaev. – St. Petersburg: Nevsky Prostor, 2011, 335 pp.
An epicrisis of the country which 
"did not return from the war"
It might seem that a lot is happening in the social science of Belarus, and at the same time, nothing is happening. For seventeen years already social cognition has stiffened in a strange pose, or a curtsey, or a reverence – try to tell one from the other. Articles in magazines and monographs call forth reminiscences about the USSR years and traditions of the State Commission for Academic Degrees and Titles. Official social and political essays have already “left behind” the Soviet Union in its versions of the past and future.

Each book beyond “the tradition” arouses interest and admiration – not everything has so far buried itself below the floor molding in the country of leading monocracy! This applies in full to the new publication edited by Prof. O. Manaev “Youth and civil society in Belarus: a new generation”. It is already the second book revealing the range of problems of the Belarusian youth (the first book “Youth and civil society: the Belarusian variant” was published in 1999), and its main aspect is the evolution of the generation itself. It does not reproduce the views and deeds of the Komsomol (the Young Communist League) of the 70s and of members of informal social groups of the 80s. However, have the present young people gone away far from those who became the middle generation? An expert answer to the question is given by the authors.

Who hasn’t taken us on a saber march? First Nikita Khrushchev, then Leonid Brezhnev pointed to the future with their fingers. In the Belarusian reality the past has not left us, it has been interwoven with consciousness and behavior in a mutant manner, beginning with those officials who carry out experiments on cloning the mutants of the past. They carry on experiments on young people. It is enough to visit any school or university in order to understand: it is difficult to be young among the “governing” exhibits of the recent and ancient past.

All of us, of course, need a proper and accurate assessment of the situation in this particular segment of the country’s society. The researchers under the auspices of Oleg Manaev have done much laborious work and set it out in writing according to several directions. The first part “Society and youth” analyzes the condition of the youth identity in the society itself, its theoretical, as well as practical aspects. The part contains the research results of such authors as editor Oleg Manaev – “Belarus: is all quiet on the “youth front”?”, Anatoly Lysiuk, Mariya Sokolovskaya – “Metaphysical fundamentals of life of the modern Belarusian youth: sociological dimension”, Alexander Sasnow – “Economic views of the youth” and Olga Karach – “Civil society and youth: demotivators”. The material is presented unobtrusively; readers are given an opportunity to analyze numerous data on their own, to understand sociological comparative studies, to familiarize themselves with the authors’ hypotheses. 

The second multiple-aspect part “Youth and state” continues and develops the topic. Well-known analysts and political essays writers are among the authors of the part. Thus, Yurij Drakokhrust analyzes factors and modes of the youth’s trust, Dmitrij Chernykh researches the topic “State youth policy and legal regulation”, Sergey Nikoluk shows “What the “revolution barometer” points at”. The topic of oriented conceptualism is very interestingly scrutinized by Yurij Drakokhrust in “Youth before a geopolitical choice”. Figurativeness and audacity of thought distinguish Zmitser Dashkevich in “Belarus new generation”. Everywhere there is analytics, sociological vision, and implicit, as well as explicit conclusions.
What do we learn from these texts about the Belarusian youth? Very few people among official and opposition politicians know that financial and social standing of the country’s youth is in essence marginalized. What can young people do if only 3% among them have a place to live, and 44% of them have faced unemployment?
However, the young people of Belarus treat what and who they are with no worry, with the exception of those who traditionally protest and who are dealt shortly with. Perhaps, exactly due to the reason, “readiness to radical actions for the sake of expressing and defending one’s interests is higher among youth than in older groups of the population. However, one should not overestimate it: for instance, there are more of young people who would sooner immigrate, than rise in arms”, said the authors of the book. Yes, they will sooner immigrate and leave what has become active monocracy of the provincial elite here.

Who is our children’s ideal today? It might be interesting for the readers to learn that among a dozen of modern and historic leaders the highest ratings were received by Vladimir Putin (3.65 according to a 5-point scale), Kastus Kalinovsky (3.62), Peter Masherov (3.57) and Catherine the Great (2.43); Joseph Stalin (2.63) and Zenon Poznyak (2.53) occupied the last two places. Here come “the heroes of our time”– a KGB lieutenant colonel, a liberation movement leader, a snobbish party bureaucrat from teachers and a contradictory Russian ruler, “pleasant in every respect”.

It reminds of a waxworks exhibition from Madame Tussauds’ collection. Our young “tussaudsism” is the same waxworks exhibition on its reversed image. And what is one supposed to do in such a life?

The question of the 70s–to leave, or to stay – springs up again. The authors of the book show that the number of young people at the age of up to 25 who would not like to live (or to work) in Belarus exceeds the number of people with the same attitude at the age of 30 and up to 60  more than twice. It means, they will leave, either immediately or gradually. About a million of women and men over 70 will remain in the country. Who is going to feed them and what with, by the way? Anxiety of the situation was felt intuitively; however, Oleg Manaev and his colleagues have put everything in the right place. To be more precise, they have “highlighted” directions of movement of the Belarusian youth of the authoritarian post-modernism.

Many of our politicians “stake on” the revolutionary enthusiasm of the young generation in their activity. It is interesting that children of officials strive for power, and children of prominent oppositionists–for opposition youth bodies. Is it a split or not? How do “all” young people position themselves? What is the mainstream? Prof. O. Manaev and his colleagues, analyzing the dynamics of political self-identification, prove that opposition guidelines of the youth are not so obvious as we traditionally think. They have sooner weakened than become stronger for the last years and are concentrated today mainly in the “older” youth group (25-30 years old). Even “regardless of the economic crisis and “economic doubts” the number of those who consider themselves opponents of the present authorities does not increase; however, the number of the indifferent and of those who have not made up their mind as far as politics is concerned is growing”.

It sounds as a verdict. There remains only to sell public property under the guise of privatization, to concrete old men over in politics and in prospect just myths and legends will be left of the country. Reading the book one begins to better understand what is going to happen in the near future, what strategic orientation is being formed now 20 years after the downfall of the Soviet empire. The authors are stern in their conclusion: “in spite of the fact that pro-European guidelines of the youth are stronger than the ones of the older generation, their base socio-cultural identification still remains Eurasian”.
It is possible to understand by a number of aspects presented in the book, how difficult it is to be young and simultaneously traumatized. Can we argue with such a conclusion of our Brest colleagues that “a cultural trauma gives rise to the double-pole “Manichaean” perception of the world by basic social entities, including youth groups”. It is difficult to be young and culturally traumatized. What comes next? A logical question about threats attacking young inhabitants of our country arises in such a situation. “For a considerable part of respondents (45.2%) “An accident” ranked first. For 37.4% of respondents the main threat is an illness, for 21.8% – poverty, and for 19.6% – a result of criminal trespass”.

May be it is high time we created a newspaper (or a public movement) “An Accident”. Rock groups with similar names have become popular (“A cramp in one’s leg”). Will the experience do for politicians? We should think about it if, e.g. in Germany, “the party of pirates” has become popular. And we could have the movement “An Accident”. Is youth a challenge for those who are older? Is it a continuation of axiological purity and inheritance? An analysis of opinion polls clearly shows that our young people are not Pavkas Korchagins, and a jeep for a young man or girl is not a locomotive on the narrow-gauge railway.

However, how has the situation changed? What is our youth ready to sacrifice for? The authors say that “in this life context the absolute priority in the motivation system is found towards one's nearest and dearest: 61.7% of respondents are ready to sacrifice exactly for their sake. 11.2% of young people are inwardly ready to sacrifice “for God’ sake”, 5.9% are ready to sacrifice themselves “for the sake of their Motherland”, 2.8% – “for an idea”, and 10.9% are not capable of a sacrificial step for the sake of anybody. A certain part of young people, especially of those who have families of their own, concede self-sacrificingness “for their children’s sake”.

Now try to understand what cluster your children are in. To stimulate the understanding let us cite the book: “the research allowed us to single out a hierarchy of such “importances”. Love ranked first (70.1%) among the important preferences, communication – second (68.2%), health – third (42.0%), and money – fourth (30.8%)”. Further in the descending order followed care for other people (29.6%), music (23.4%), entertainment (22.2%), a career (12.8%), work/studies (12.1%) and other. Some respondents named dancing, travelling, service of God and other.

So, love is always right. Well, sociologists did not disgrace Belarusian reality. No, the youth did not disgrace it! And who is the cult-figure in this sea of love, communication and music? Do you think it is someone among our people? You are mistaken. The book leaves no doubts. The indisputable cult-figure of the Belarusian youth is Vladimir Putin. Russian prime minister also enjoys the sympathy among respondents in general, although he somewhat yields to Alexander Lukashenko. Young Belarusians, on the contrary, assess the home leader rather modestly; he enjoys two times less sympathy by them than V. Putin. Western leaders (A. Merkel, B. Obama, N. Sarkozy) are more popular among the young people than among respondents in general; however, they, too, considerably yield to the sympathy champion – prime minister of the country that the youth are not inclined to integrate with. Perhaps, the point is in the charm of Stierlitz under the influence of whom a young man with the surname Putin went to work in the KGB. And has Sergey Ivanov become a security officer because he longed to master his English and to understand the songs of Beatles?
Do you see what it has turned into, and what is going to happen next? It is great that the new book gives numerous 3D, 4D, 5D images of the future in the context of the present. For a more accurate assessment there is, thanks to the authors, a wonderful set of appendices (including the documents not known to everyone) that are always necessary for researchers at present and in future. Readers are very much obliged for them personally to Oleg Manaev.

We are not going to talk about the disputable or unclear positions of the authors of the book. There are plenty of opponents, “bitten” by the book, for the purpose.
At the same time, I think we should express our solidarity with the authors in the following:

1. Attempts of many experts and politicians to assess (and use) young people as a sort of social “lever” or “engine” of changes give rise to a lot of doubts.

2. An analysis of the dynamics of changes in the values and activity of the Belarusian youth through time (during 12 years) does not reveal any considerable growth in them. Their nature is more likely evolutionary, than revolutionary. According to many indicators, the youth even yield to those who are 30 or 40 years old.

3. Is “our future” going to revenge itself upon the politicians of the beginning of the century? It is a rather expected scenario.
4. Our peculiarity is that the youth are developing “in the context of a cultural trauma”. Although approximately 63% are against the authorities (page 28 of the book), they prefer to go abroad “for treatment”.

At the end I would like to say that in the Soviet transcription young people and various institutions representing their interests were thoroughly mythologized. And everybody had liked it, before transformation of the society and of everything understood as perestroika began. Such “perestroika” of opinions about young people is necessary for all of us, for those who have lost the youth.

Or are we going to mythologize further?

Leonid Zaiko, Ph.D.
Director of the analytical center "Strategy"
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