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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 fourth quarter of 2011.

By the end of the year the “economic feeling” of Belarusians had somewhat improved: although the majority was still discontented, their number had decreased, and the number of those who considered that their financial standing had improved and who looked into the future already without apprehension had slightly grown. Not only the “negative adaptation” mechanism characteristic of Belarusians, but also the “pecuniary aid” on the part of Russia which size ambassador A. Surikov valued at $ 7.5 billion, must have become the reason for it. At the same time, the changes have a “cautious nature”, as only 35% of respondents assessing the present economic position said there had been “temporary difficulties in the country in the previous year that had been successfully overcome” or that “there had been a crisis, but the worst was already behind and an improvement began”; and about 57% – that “a crisis had begun in the country in the previous year and it was going to become deeper”. Two thirds consider that market reforms should be implemented in Belarus.

The improvement has also noticeably told upon the way Belarusians “feel politically”, i.e. upon their attitude to the authorities. The number of those who think that in general the situation in Belarus is developing “in the wrong direction” has decreased for the fourth quarter; “in the right direction” – on the contrary, has grown. The number of those who blame the president for the current crisis in Belarus has declined; on the other hand, the “guilt” of the government and the parliament has grown. Accordingly, the number of respondents who do not trust the president has decreased, and the number of those who trust him has increased, and his rating has grown from 20.5% to 24.9%. At the same time, the number of those who expect improvement of life in Belarus after A. Lukashenko’s resignation still exceeds the number of those who expect its worsening; less than a third suppose that he understands problems and concerns of such people as they are, and over a half of respondents do not agree with it. Answering the question: “If you knew a person who could successfully compete with A. Lukashenko at the next presidential elections, would you vote for him, or for A. Lukashenko?” the majority of respondents said they would vote for such a candidate. In other words, in the public opinion the president still obviously remains “in arrears”. Discontent of Belarusians with the state of affairs in the country is also confirmed by the fact that, in spite of the open trial given to the organizers of the explosion in Minsk underground and the bulk of statements and publications called to consolidate the official version in the eyes of the society, the majority of Belarusians apprehended the severe sentence of the court with doubt: there are more respondents who do not believe that the accused have carried out the act of terror than those who do. Almost two thirds consider that public opinion does not influence making of political, social and economic decisions in our country. Over 70% think that it is more important today to change the present situation in the country than to preserve it. Almost 58% would like cardinal changes in the home and foreign policy to take place in Belarus within the next five years.

Some improvement of the financial standing in combination with the lack of faith in a possibility of cardinal changes also conditioned a decrease in the protest potential in the society. The majority still does not believe in a possibility of cardinal changes within the next few years. The number of those who consider themselves in opposition to the present authorities has dropped for three months. The degree of readiness for public actions for the sake of expressing one’s opinion (such as political meetings, demonstrations, strikes, hunger strikes and armed struggle) remains at the previous level. The “aggregate” rating of the opposition leaders still makes up about 20%.

Russian “pecuniary aid” in combination with the obvious “cooling of relations” at the “Western front” also influenced geopolitical preferences of Belarusians: their pro-European attitude decreased appreciably, and if they had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, the choice would change in favor of Russia. The majority of respondents consider it acceptable if Russian capital takes part in privatization of Belarusian enterprises. Belarusians treat the declaration of Eurasian economic integration mainly positively or with indifference. At the same time, the majority does not support the development of territorial defense called to “defend the western borders” considering it a waste of money.

For those readers who are more interested in our figures than in assessments we afford ground for analyzing the research results on their own by means of counting up in terms of main socio-demographic characteristics.

Andrey Dmitriev, vice-chairman of the civil campaign “Tell the truth!” shares his thoughts about political problems of the Belarusian society at out “Open Forum”. His assessments of the modern condition of the opposition, the authorities and the society as a whole, forecasts of the development of their relations are called forth mainly by his experience of participation in the presidential campaign of 2010, which undoubtedly makes them rather interesting.

In the “Bookshelf” rubric Alexey Sokolov, Ph. D., presents a new book by independent Belarusian economists L. Zaiko and Y. Romanchuk. 

As usual your feedback and comments are welcome!
IISEPS Board

ON THE 20th ANNIVERSARY OF INDEPENDENT

TRADE UNIONS IN BELARUS 

THE LABOR MARKET AND LABOR RELATIONS 
OF WOMEN AND YOUTH IN BELARUS
1. Theoretical and methodological basis 
New challenges – political (including foreign politics) impact of the presidential elections of December 19, 2010 and deepening socio-economic crisis, faced by the Republic of Belarus, have significantly increased the uncertainty of daily life and future prospects for millions of Belarusians. First of all, this applies to women and youth (under 30) because their status in the labor market is unstable even in developed countries
. In the case of Belarus, the situation is aggravated by a comprehensive state control over the economy and the labor market, as well as numerous restrictions on private enterprise that could have "compensated" for the natural limitations of these socio-demographic groups
. In these circumstances, the Belarusian Congress of Democratic Trade Unions, which unites independent trade unions of the country (where women comprise about 30% and youth – 10% of members) obtains new opportunities to involve these groups in its activities, expand their number, and strengthen their role in civil society and social development.
But in order to take advantage of these opportunities, independent trade unions need to know the real situation on the labor market for women and youth, their initial socio-economic position, needs and interests, social, economic and political values, as well as their willingness to participate in various forms of social activity. At the first glance, this problem seems obvious and simple. However, the problem lies in the fact that the Belarusian authorities do not openly discuss these issues, rather camouflage them in line with their political interests. Therefore, to solve this problem IISEPS, with cooperation of the Belarusian Congress of Democratic Trade Unions and the support of the Solidarity Centre (Kyiv) carried out a comprehensive scientific study, which included two procedures.
Firstly, in the period of April 1 – 10, 2011 a qualitative study was carried out, consisting of three focus group discussions (FGD) on the topic. They were conducted with the participation of men and women of 22 to 35 years old living in Minsk and Soligorsk and women of 25-55 years old living in Svetlogorsk (the duration of each discussion was 2 hours). Generally all three FGDs were attended by 25 people, including 8 men and 17 women. The participants were selected randomly. Special (screening) questionnaires with filter questions were used, allowing respondents to choose in accordance with certain criteria. This study addressed the following tasks:
· identify the major unmet needs and interests of young people and women at the workplace, generating problems in their way;
· identify ways and means of solving problems at work, as well as motivation for selecting a particular method of solving problems;
· reveal the level of involvement of young people and women in voluntary associations;
· determine the level of awareness among young people and women of the Belarusian Congress of Democratic Trade Unions (of free trade unions);
· identify motivation of membership preferences in free or government trade unions;
· identify the most appropriate for youth and women forms and ways of participating in the activities of independent trade unions.
Secondly, during the period of May 10-20, 2011 a national public opinion poll took place on the subject. The method of face-to-face interview was used to interview 1505 people aged 18 and older (the limit of the representation error did not exceed 3%) This study addressed the following tasks: 
· identify socio-economic position of women and youth (social and employment status, income level, etc.) in comparison with other social groups;
· identify the labor market situation for these social groups;
· identify the basic interests of social groups;
· identify social, economic and political values of social groups;
· reveal the involvement of these social groups in the activities of various organizations;
· identify the willingness of these social groups to participate in various forms of social activity;
· identify ways to involve these groups in the social activities of independent trade unions.
Most of the questions for the poll were designed based on the analysis of focus group discussion data. Thus, the results of qualitative studies have been supplemented by the results of quantitative research, which greatly increases the reliability of data, analysis, and the final conclusions and recommendations.

2. Focus groups discussions on "Labor market and employment relations of women and youth" 
(qualitative research)
2.1. The issues and needs of young people and women in the labor and social sphere
Young people and women are among the most vulnerable population groups, because of their socio-demographic status, in principle, they need support and social protection. However, the provision of such support and protection becomes highly problematic since businesses and organizations lack financial means, while low profits of many enterprises and rising prices in the country quickly "eat away" all the bonuses and salary increase. Unsolved problems are building up and the light at the end of the tunnel is almost invisible.
The most common problems faced by different groups of young people and women in the area of employment and in the social sphere are as follows.
2.1.1. The issues of youth (graduating students of universities, specialists, workers)
The biggest challenge for young people, whether being workers or young professionals, is housing (in the broadest sense): getting a room in the dormitory, the expansion of the living space occupied in the dormitory (which is as important as government allowances after marriage and child birth), registration in the housing waiting list and getting an apartment. Another burning issue of young people is employment (in many cases, employment after graduation from a university or any other institution) and provision of conditions for professional growth. For college graduates, in particular, those who participated in the focus group discussion (FGD), the problem of employment and professional growth is specified by what kind of assignment they will receive.
These two problems of housing and employment are closely interrelated, which creates a wide scope for manipulation and use of schemes, which often go beyond legal framework. But determining where and when specific divergence ceases to comply with the law is very difficult. For example, the Belarusian universities use a widespread practice of assigning graduates to the city where their parents live. Parents usually have a living space, through which (and not at the expense of the state) the issue of housing for young professionals is addressed. Even if a graduate does not want to live with her parents and does not register with them, it is still believed that she has a living space, and consequently she will not make it to the housing waiting list.
Irina: I am a young professional. After graduating from the medical university they sent me to the place where my parents live. But getting on the apartment waiting list is problematic, because the parents have enough square feet to allow for my stay, so even if I’m not registered there, I have no right to get on the waiting list. For some new (recently published) law, even though I’m not registered there (which is the case, because I am registered based on the lease contract)... 
Initially I tried to get at least a room in a dormitory to be registered there and the response was "so far this is problematic, therefore you should wait" but in any event, registration is needed for employment. I worked just for one month without registration. As it turns out, it does not give any chance for getting a dormitory or an apartment. Because the size of the living space of my parents allows for my stay even if I’m not registered there. Hence, it is more beneficial for young professionals to go somewhere else to work rather than home, because there is some opportunity to build your own house. But the assignment procedure suggests sending graduates to where their parents live. (Svetlogorsk)
Hope for getting a room in a dormitory, resolution of the "housing" issue makes young people get employment under different specialty and postpone their professional growth for later and suffer any violations and arbitrary administration.
Sergey: At this stage of life I have financial problems and problems with housing. In Minsk I am a young professional, who is not needed. I work in a clinic because of the dormitory. But this does not give me any professional growth. If it was not for the dormitory, I would have gone to work to a private medical center. And now I can’t, I’ve got to suffer. (Minsk)
Compensation. Pay raise. Almost all the FGD participants had and still have problems with payment. Particularly acute is the problem of a pay raise this year due to continuously growing prices.
Ludmila: It has become much harder – the prices increased significantly. Before this, 50000 was enough to buy many things plus dessert. Now 50 000 can get you vegetables, fruits and that’s about it, your 50000 are gone. You understand that it is much more difficult. (Svetlogorsk)
Nikolai: It is extremely bad these days! And there is no salary, and no employees, everyone was laid off. Before, our service had 8 people, now only four remain. Power supply service. And when I ask to let me off, they wouldn’t same goes about transfer. Trying to save. Trying to save money. Salary is the same as two years ago, possibly even as three years ago. They promise everything, but as soon as something is given, something is taken away. (Minsk) 
Nikita: When I was a sophomore, I used to do construction work where they would blatantly cheat. They would say I did this much and tried to pay less. I had to talk to them. There was no formal registration. They would bring you in, you would do your job, and they would take you back. Even if you are not paid, legally you cannot even prove anything. (Minsk)
Work overtime, during weekends. Such work is either paid by a higher rate, or is compensated by a day off. Previously, as a rule, they used to pay a higher tariff, and it was fine with the employees. Now the administration flatly refused to pay for after-hours, but instead they provide you with a day off. Workers do not agree on this. However, the choice is up to the administration, and finding the option acceptable to both sides is not possible. 
Dmitriy: They have removed double pay during weekends at the construction plant. Instead, they give a day off. But it does not suit all, of course. If I’m at work, why would I take this time off if I want to earn more? But there is no choice. Before a day off has never been offered, they paid double back then. But now it is the opposite: they give you a day off, and do not pay double.
M: And did you somehow try to put this issue up to the management?
Dmitriy: I think that nobody tried. I just did not try. 
M: But there is a trade union which may bring the matter up?
Olga: Of course. But everyone is quiet. People do not put pressure on the union and the union does not address the employer. That's all. (Soligorsk)
Output quota is too high, and nearly impossible to meet. There is a need to review output quotas, but no one does so. Excessive production quotas are a problem not only for the workers. The same problem was discussed during FGD by the civil servants (court enforcement officer and a personnel officer). And, in the workplace this problem is even discussed from time to time at the union meetings. And civil servants do not have such an opportunity, because they do not have a trade union. Moreover, the very idea of a trade union for people who are directly serving the state is seditious (as if the government protection does not suit them).
Alexander: We receive output quotas which are not realistic to us. Commissions would come, kind of, they’d observe, establish the norms, but these norms are not accomplished. We just cannot make it. We’ve 8 hours to do the roof of 100 square meters. And all of this has to be done by one person. One has to somewhere do something – get a container or a coil bobbin ... well, this bobbin does not weigh 5 kg, its weight is 40 kg. And we get our salary accordingly. We sort of have the union but the work is always done during assignments. We stay in our office rarely. And when we have meetings, the workers are never there. The ones, who work locally, usually attend. But it does not reach us. Bosses change almost every year, the union also is changing. Each new boss, as they say, "broom sweeps clean". One statement: "You do not like it? You are fired!". (Soligorsk)
Svetlana: In the Republic, the average load on the court enforcement officer is 180 court proceedings. This is the amount of executive orders that we have to enforce. 
M: During a year?
Svetlana: No, monthly. For one quarter of this year my average load was 425 cases. And every court enforcement officer is the same.
M: You mean this is a huge rate?
Svetlana: Tremendous! The situation is that there is no motivation. Plus the lack of protection from the state. If other organizations have some trade unions, and I once worked with an organization that was directly subordinate to the Federation of Trade Unions of Belarus, I have something to compare with, especially where the trade union works, and where the union does not. 
M: Why you do not have the unions?
Svetlana: To be honest, in a close circle of my enforcement officers team I discussed this issue, but afterwards nothing happened. Maybe we do not have any people of action, really. And also ... the employers are quite passive concerning work... 
M: But this is not the matter of the employer. This is the matter of employees. 
Svetlana: totally agree. But to organize the staff ... it's such a weak process. 
M: Tell me, as a civil servant, if you try to organize a union, it would be a kind of... 
Svetlana: ... revolution. It will be a definite attack. (Soligorsk)
The collective agreement does not specify things important for an employee, for example, the presence of breaks (the sales people). However, the employee does not raise the issue fearing that he would get the job. By signing the contract, he agrees to a pre-discriminatory terms.
Zhanna: I work as a sales person and I have a 12-hour work day. Physically, a person cannot work for 12 hours without break. Technically she can, but it will be harmful. It is necessary to have a breather. And there is no such a thing with the sales people. The sales people cannot leave the desk and rest. That's 12 hours on their feet. 
M: have you ever raised the issue with your superiors?
Zhanna: I cannot explain it. People also understand it, but you can find it nowhere in the contract. Just making the contract itself is made on such conditions that I sign a contract to my disadvantage. Nevertheless I sign: the job is needed. (Soligorsk) 
Payment of premiums. Frequency of payments of premiums and their size is given at the mercy of the administration. Formally, the premium is paid if the company fulfils the plan and has an income. But the administration may, for unknown reasons, fail to pay a premium, delay it, or pay a smaller amount.
Zhanna: Premium is paid every month, i.e. at the discretion of the administration, and the size of premium is also at the discretion of the administration... those shifts have always been felt.
M: And what motivates the premium amount and its payment or failure to pay?
Zhanna: First of all, depends on the revenue and the plan. Last month, we have fully accomplished the plan and even slightly exceeded it, but we did not get a penny as premium. We have written a joint letter, sent it to Minsk, but no answer.
2.1.2. The issues of women 
A vast majority of women of working age are working in Belarus and many of them are the sole providers in the family. Therefore, their personal wellbeing (and wellbeing of their children, family) is in direct proportion to employment and wages of women. A significant proportion of women are employed in such areas as health, education, social affairs, where labor is paid less than, for example, in the industry. However, often women working in the industry are engaged in low-paid jobs, work at those positions for which man will not apply at all. Low salaries are forcing women working in the area of health or teaching to work under more than one or even two labor rates to the detriment of their health.
But when the bodies of official statistics calculate the size of the average wage in the industry (e.g., in healthcare) they take (sum up and divide) the actual income of the employee, without taking into account the fact that the income was made as a result of overworking at double labor rates. The resulting average value is quite optimistic, and for decision-making bodies it serves as an argument to not seek increase in wages in the industry. This paradox was noted by the focus groups participants.
Svetlana: In the area of health we have a very high discrimination of women's work. The labor rate is minimal, and it was originally set by the state. People are forced to operate at 1.5 rates, thereby lengthening the working day. You can officially work under one labor rate, but this amount you just spent for commuting to work, is barely enough to survive. Nurses, mid-level medical staff and doctors are forced to take up to 2 labor rates and over with a permission from the trade unions. This is a very tricky question: on one hand we ask for permission from the trade unions, because we cannot survive with the pay, but maybe, if the union would not allow us do so, and we would work only under one rate, we probably would have our funding problems resolved. Why the Ministry of Labor, which calculates the average wage, does not show on the size of one wage per labor rate? Why they show our revenues with 2.5 rates? On what grounds this is done? (Minsk)
Helen: Well, here I am working and I have two rates. And the other woman took maternity leave, so I have been given another rate. I have 47 hours a month, at the rate of 2.5 and I have been working day and night. When I tell people the amount of my salary, they just gasp, "How is this possible? And that's all?" It is very difficult. 1.5 rates are enough to properly work productively. This reduces the quality of work.  With each child I work individually. But I do not complain to anyone, because if I make it official, I will come back to one rate and that’s it, - live as you wish at this rate, cover you minimal needs, to make it enough in order to buy bread but without butter. And I'm raising a child alone. (Svetlogorsk) 
Women working in manufacturing, try doing everything in order to earn more and be able to support their families, for example, they tend to work the night shifts (which is prohibited by law) and go to work to hazardous production.
Tatiana: I'm working at hazardous production, I’m dealing with sulfuric acid. You understand how much you inhale of it during working day! I’m a technician, so I'm preparing all these solutions. Sometimes, you run the entire shift on your feet. So you get tired fast. For women, there are no restrictions on hazardous occupations. Women are always doing heavy work. Always. Because of the salary. Because many of them are bringing up children alone. 
M: Have you ever raised this issue with your leadership to transfer women to less harmful work?
Tatiana: Why? Now, it is the time that every woman is trying to get a job under hazardous conditions. First of all, to retire early. Secondly, because of the money.
Irina: I know that many women at the "Khimvolokno" enterprise work at CKK or producing concrete, and when a woman after some time shows medical certificate identifying her pregnancy, the company should transfer her to easy labor conditions. I know that some women refuse easy work, because then they would cut your wages. (Svetlogorsk)
Paradoxically, there has been formed a "conspiracy" between women workers and the trade unions: women do not disclose those risks for which they have to go for an extra penny, and the union "does not notice."
Another problem of women in production is rooted in gender stereotypes, which are very common in our lives. It is known that in many cases actually received salaries depend on allowances and coefficients of the basic salary. These allowances and coefficients are generally determined by the employer and he determines hem purely subjectively, and through this mechanism he manipulates the workers, showing who of them he needs, who he values and who is of no value as an employee. The employer decides on allowances, guided by his own considerations, for example: "Man is the family provider, so he needs allowance, and women are to be provided by their husbands." As a result, no matter how much a woman works, she still gets less.
By law, women are entitled to a number of benefits: easy work for those who are pregnant, sick leave to care for a child, one day off per week of those with two small children, etc. However, the declared "benefits" not only unavailable everywhere, but become an additional source of problems for a woman, the reason for dismissal, refusal of employment and even an occasion for ridicule and abuse.
Yevgenia: The law gives us one day a week, paid on an average, if we have two children. I enjoyed it to the last day; it's a very good law. But now this law has been ignored because they simply do not give you anything. If I demand to use this day, they will cancel my contract. Under the law, no woman should work at night. But we have the whole city of women working at night. (Svetlogorsk) 
Zhanna: Once it happened so that we had a lot of outbreaks of flu, and our children started o get sick. One of our workers, she was a janitor and she had two children. So one gets sick, she would come to work, work for two days, the other gets sick and she takes a sick leave. Ultimately, the lawyer from the personnel department called us to her office and openly said, girls, you take a sick leave, I‘ll fire you. 
M: But she is just a janitor. Couldn’t she say, well, I'll find another job? 
Zhanna: The problem is that this woman lived in a dormitory. Since she has difficulties with housing, she could just have her room lost. She came out of the situation by making her husband take a sick leave. What do you do? We have to work, to live, to somehow raise your kids. I.e. nobody cares that it is a child, and you cannot tell him "don’t get sick today, get sick tomorrow". I’ve worked there for over 5 years; I've never been on a sick leave. (Soligorsk)
2.2. Ways to solve the issues
The variants of people’s attitude to existing social problems come down to three alternatives:
· "Loyalty" (adaptation to the problem, non-resistance to it);
· "Exit" (search for alternatives without changing current situation);
· "Voice" (protest, direct expression of dissatisfaction in one form or another, constructive transformation of the situation, i.e. solution of the problem).
"Loyalty" in relation to the problem (or the appearance of loyalty), adaptation to the status quo and the rejection of transformation to the desired direction based on the belief that nothing can be done. This is facilitated by several powerful factors, clearly identified in the FGD. They are: 
· fear of losing their jobs and lose any means of subsistence;
· living in a small town (such as Svetlogorsk or Soligorsk) with a limited number of levels of freedom: after losing job it is impossible to find another, it is impossible to find "independent" employer or a structure that would not be in close conjunction with the rest;
· lack of adequate protection of the worker and a sense of security;
· lack of awareness and competence of workers, ignorance and inability to fight for their rights.
Yevgenia: Our factory is a joint stock company. We have information groups visiting the shops, and the major shareholders also visit and ask people to share their problems, provide telephone numbers and say: "call and voice your complaints!" But people are afraid to speak out. The Chairman of the trade union committee would come, same as the supervisor, human resources, and then the commandant. But the people speak out with fear. They are simply frightened. Because now it is easy to lose the job, and finding it is very hard.
M: Why do you think you can lose your job if you voice your claims?
Yevgenia: Because of the contracts. Because your contract can be terminated. Under any reason. And I am very vulnerable person, because I'm female, I work exclusively in the men's team. The confrontation between women and men have always been there. (Svetlogorsk)
Galina: You say, "complain about it to the superiors". I want to say that we have now mostly relatives working here. If you work as a deputy director or director, the supervisors and technology experts are your nephews, cousins, etc. Who do you complain to if the supervisors are related? This will only get you enemies. (Svetlogorsk)
Nikita: The trouble is that we are very poorly informed, we know our rights very little and therefore we put up with everything. The winner is the one who knows better the labor code. Buy the Labor Code, read it, and no one will fire you. (Minsk) 
Olga: If they see that you do not agree and want to fight, defend yourself, immediately they will address the question: do we need such a worker? Fear prevails in defending these rights. He understands that after a month or two to work they’ll try to get rid of him.  The problem of small town: where to find a job? (Soligorsk)
"Exit" or search for alternatives without changing the situation – the most popular way to solve your own problems among the youth. This method is attractive because it is a rapid and radical. In addition, young people have enough self-confidence, confidence in their education, confidence and ability to be optimistic about the future. Young people with higher education (graduating students, young professionals) are considering departure abroad for permanent residence as the most desirable "exit". Young workers (and not just young people) tend to see the way out in changing jobs, employment in the non-governmental (private) company or in short-term employment abroad.
Sergey: I have a lot of problems and I have a lot of options. I am such a person, the choice is always there. I.e. at this time I have three options. It's either I go to the hospital (for the future), or I go to a private clinic, private sector, or I'm going abroad. The most desirable option – is to go abroad. (Minsk) 
Galina: I myself got a different job. Each found his own job. We did not make any conflicts not to damage nerves.  I went to a private trader, it turned out that I am respected here; I thought I knew less than what I actually know. We just work here, we smile. And there under general nervousness ... you forget why you came there. Attitude to working people is zero everywhere. (Soligorsk)
"Voice" or protest is a direct expression of dissatisfaction in some form or another, constructive transformation of the situation – something that the respondents have resorted to in extreme cases. It follows from the FGD that the main factors that make it possible to openly protest are: 
· personal qualities (temper, social activism, courage, knowledge and competence);
· a strong and competent support, protection;
· successful experience of protest acquired in other circumstances.
Tatiana: The fact is that I'm an outspoken person, I'm not afraid to speak. If I want to say something, I will speak with the authorities. For 26 years I did a lot of talking, fighting, and they wanted to fire me, saying "we will fire you ..." And I'm still at war. (Svetlogorsk)
Inna: Only once the situation resulted in court proceedings, and the employee won the case. He wisely gathered documents, and the authorities tried to dismiss him in an incompetent way. (Minsk)

Relatively successful experience as a factor of participation in protest actions is worth a special mention. Yevgenia (Svetlogorsk) – one of the few respondents who expressed willingness to engage in a strike, if it will take place at the plant because she has already participated in one such event. She was involved in a strike by accident and did not know who organized it and whether it was sanctioned. But the protest attracted the attention of the media and local authorities, and workers' demands were met. After that, the fear of the unknown and of striking was gone.
Yevgenia: Everything that protects the interests of my production is acceptable. Including the strike. We had a strike last year. The entire plant was involved.
M: And who was the initiator of this strike?
Yevgenia: We do not know. Guys, young guys. They got together in the morning in the locker room. Our shop was the last one, they knew nothing. And we even started working and they told us about the strike, and asked to go out to the "spot." 
Ludmilla: I know that for a strike to take place you need to send an application and you had it spontaneous. 
Yevgenia: Yes, a little wrong there. It happened spontaneously. 
M: Maybe it was authorized?
Yevgenia: No, it was not authorized. We were waiting for the trade union leaders to come there for a long time. The administration, however, came all at once. The director (he left, I think, somewhere abroad) returned. The fact is that the union learned about I and called him, "What's going on in your plant?" And the Internet has the information. The guys are savvy with phones; they captured it and immediately uploaded on the Internet. That was quite a rustle. But the administration did not take it aggressively; they did not try to find who the instigator was. At three p.m. after the strike they had a meeting, local authorities came and the television and I came there, too to speak. The director wanted to stop me and I said in excitement: "Do not interrupt me, I'm very excited, I’ll get confused myself". Well, I’d say there was no pressure and gradually they returned us everything. Visited the shops, began to talk. (Svetlogorsk)
2.3. Experience of working with trade unions and attitudes towards them
Attitude to trade unions, expressed by the focus group participants, is different. Their estimates of trade union activities can be arranged on a scale from strongly negative and critical to very positive. The following are typical positive arguments in favor of the unions and the typical arguments against them. 
2.3.1. Positive assessments of trade unions
The trade union provides many important social benefits for workers, such as vacation vouchers, camp for children, gymnasium, swimming pool. All this is all available to the employees at a discount.
Inna: The MTZ has a great trade union: benefits, as far as I know, no problem, vouchers at a discount or free of charge, corporate resort, recreation facility, camp. (Minsk) 
Tatiana: Our union is yet fine with me - I will talk about my shop. My girls wanted to go to a sanatorium, someone is ill. They submit their application and the vouchers are provided. (Soligorsk)
The union has its own money, which it may spend (and it does) to meet the needs of the team (for example, purchase of sports equipment, organization of tourist gatherings, material assistance during vacation, etc.).
Olga: we need the union because the union is also tied with the funds, i.e., we make payments, and the trade union have a springboard of some cash. If I need something, we agree it with the trade union and buy it at the expense of the trade union funds. (Soligorsk) 
If the chairman of the trade union is active, the union is working well and does a lot for the team. But often the initiatives of an active trade union leader are hampered by the passivity and indifference of the rank and file union members
Ludmila: Apparently, it also depends on the Chairman of the union. We have a young woman. No matter who you are – she’ll ring everyone up, "Who wants to go to the pool?" I apologize but from my team, I told everyone and they refused. Let's mention the New Year’s celebration, they invite you regardless of whether you are a worker or not, we have a cafe, 150 people, please, everyone is invited. Do you think they all badly want to go? No, they do not want to ... (Svetlogorsk)
2.3.2. Negative assessments of trade unions
The corruption of the trade union, trade union leaders, a strong mutually beneficial relationships with the leadership of the enterprise, organization and the clients. In the case of labor disputes, disagreements or conflict, such a trade union, usually is on the side of the administration, rather than on the side of the hired worker.
M: Has someone had a thought to ask the union to protect from the arbitrary administration?
Galina: They drink alcohol together – the union and the administration. The administration is completely supported by the trade union. They submit applications twice a month. And receive more than one hundred thousand. (Svetlogorsk) 
Olga: They're like the Siamese twins, it seems to me, at work. Both the head and the union. (Soligorsk) 
Emasculation of the main function of the trade union which is to be a defender of the rights and interests of the employees. Instead, the union activity is reduced to minor things, for example, giving Christmas presents.
Yevgenia: For 21 years and I’ve been a member of the shop committee and a member of the trade union committee, and I lived this whole mess. And I must say: in the Soviet times, the union was there, and it defended people, and many times in my lifetime. Now the trade unions are about issuing New Year gifts and that’s it. (Svetlogorsk)
M: What do you think the functions of the trade union are?
Ludmila: Protection of workers. The union must defend our interests. It is their duty. But the way it is presented in the organization is already outdated. It is necessary to review, but it depends on the leaders. (Svetlogorsk)
Unfairness (in the opinion of the workers, and social class inequality: more attention to professionals and managers, and the workers come last) in providing assistance, provision of certain social benefits.
Yevgenia: I have a clause in my contract saying that if I spent more than a month out of town for treatment, then I’m entitled to material aid. I am a worker, I had the surgery, and in March I drafted an application. There is an engineer, also a woman, and literally three weeks later she had the same surgery. I was given only three minimal salaries in June. In principle, I make money, so that she gets paid. She stayed only two weeks in the hospital and she was given five minimal salaries and a month later. Here's your answer. And then ... just it just hurts. The "Fabrika" group has visited us with a concert - we all pay union dues, and the tickets were given only to ITR. I was offended; I applied about leaving the union, just silently applied, and left the union. Because it does nothing but New Year’s gifts for 20 000 this year. And I'm paying 300 000 union dues a year. (Svetlogorsk)
Yelena: I know, a person was in the hospital, applied for support (a lot of money have been spent on drugs). The answer is "Oh, no, not now." And another person gets the money because she has a friend there. People see this attitude, see a lot of injustice, so they leave. (Soligorsk) 

Indifference to the people and lack of interest in them.
Tatiana: You know, I turned to the trade union and said that I was a single mother of two children. I our shop trade union said: "We have more than half of the shop of people like you". (Svetlogorsk)
According to many respondents, currently, union membership is purely formal, it does nothing to the employee and is expressed only in the fact that his salary is deducted monthly by the membership fees. Therefore, some would leave the union. However, it is difficult due to the troubles. There have been occasions when the management threatened with dismissal, failure to renew the contract if the employee would dare to leave the union.
Yevgenia: I have friends in other companies who want to leave the union and the supervisor immediately says, "we will not extend the contract with you if you leave".
M: Why they want to leave?
Eugenia: Because the union does nothing.
Elena: Such attitude and lots of injustice, so people leave.
M: Are you a union member?
Elena: No, I dropped out long time ago. 
M: Have you deliberately dropped out or just because?
Yelena: Deliberately. It was six years ago. They did not bother me specifically. Now, I know that it is problematic. You almost should state the reason in writing why you leave. (Svetlogorsk) 
2.4. Public trade unions vs. free trade unions
2.4.1. The problem of information
As it follows from the FGD, a separately standing problem is to inform staff of the organization of trade union’s work and the opportunities it provides to its members. You can work in the company for years and have no clue about the activities of the union. Lack of broad and effective communication with the team is often to the benefit of a small group of people staying close to the trade union organization, allowing them to receive vouchers and other benefits outside of competition.
Zhanna: I think the union should provide the information by itself. Post some notices or something else. How can I make myself interested? I work for 8 hours, and will not get to the 4th floor every time and ask questions. 
Yekaterina: We work in a team. The foreman, for example, has spent time in the sanatorium. I can explain it this way: the one, who knows, will go everywhere. (Soligorsk)
Apparently (at least, judging from the words of the FGD respondents) the problem of effective communication is also faced by the free trade unions. Public opinion features a fairly vague, but positively colored value judgment of free trade unions as an alternative to the government trade unions, but it is not enough to act purposefully. People, based on their own experience come to the conclusion that free trade unions are needed, but they do not know anything about the real existence of such unions. This follows from the discussion given below:
Yevgenia: There must be a trade union in the enterprise which would not receive money from this enterprise.
Tatiana: I took a bus, and there were people from the CBZ and they spoke about the independent union that must be created. I heard that. (Svetlogorsk)
In Soligorsk, the respondents from "Belaruskaliy" company with an independent trade union attended FGD. However, they practically had nothing to say about it except that it exists.
Vitaly: Our company has two unions: the independent and subordinate ones. 
M: Right, you have such a unique enterprise ("Belaruskaliy"), where there are two trade unions. How do you feel about it?
Vitaly: I did not have a chance to turn to them. 
M: And you're a union member?
Vitaly: Yes. 
M: Which one?
Vitaly: The government one. 
M: Why did you choose to go specifically to the government union? 
Vitaly: I was offered, so I joined. I did not know that there was an independent one. 
M: So now you know...
Vitaly: I cannot see any differences between them. Two people in our team are in the independent trade union. But they are no different. There everyone is afraid to speak out. All the same, all value their job. I just know that they are in the independent trade union, nothing more. It has no significance. (Soligorsk)
Information on the free trade union is really hard to get for the workers and it is difficult to distinguish by the appearance, who owns this or any other information posted at the plant: the website of the independent trade union (bkdp.org) is not known to the respondents, the corporate identity (a recognizable logo, corporate colors, slogan, etc.) is not available. And it happens under a competition between two trade unions at one company and support by the administration of the government trade union.

2.4.2. Free Trade Union: Pros and Cons
During FGD, the respondents were offered a projective situation: "Imagine that at the enterprise (organization) where you work, has two unions: let's say "free" and "government" ones. You must choose which of these two unions to join. Which of these two options would you prefer? Why? At least half of FGD participants expressed the hope to become members of free trade union.
The "for" arguments are the following:
Free trade union defends workers better, because it is "not tied" by common interests and mutual obligations of the enterprise administration.
Dmitry: I think an independent one is probably better to defend the employee, rather than the state one. Because, as I understand, everybody is interconnected in the government one. While the independent one is by itself. (Soligorsk)
Free trade union is concerned to give full information, look for "loopholes" in the legislation to help the employee, while s a government union keeps the information and the state interests are always in the first place rather than individual.
Zhanna: I totally agree with Dima, because the government union would in any case defend the interests of the enterprise, and as you may say, to the detriment of the worker. They will not act at the expense of the enterprise to make things better for the workers. Now, we do not have such organizations, I do not know any of them working without profit. And on the contrary, the independent union will search for loopholes in the same law to do something to help the person, which can be concealed by the government one. Same with the government lawyer, rather than an independent lawyer. Such problem as getting an apartment or a soft loan will not be addressed by the government lawyer, he would not say all that an independent lawyer may say to make it easier. (Soligorsk)
It is important that the society has different organizations, and that person has a choice at his discretion. Competition among organizations is important. From this perspective, you need a free trade union as an alternative to the public one.
Aleksei: I support the independent trade union, because I think that people should have an alternative and variety, so that they could choose. And there should be competition between the organizations, which will force them to work, compete to see which the best one is. (Minsk)
We must trust, take a chance, just rely on our intuition and do not wait, otherwise it'll be too late.
Irina: Just, you know what kind  of the situation
may occur where everyone will watch, discuss, question. What do independent trade unions do when there are no union members? How do they survive, hanging up in the air like this? (Svetlogorsk)
According to the respondents, the effectiveness of trade union protection of workers is such a strong argument that all the fears and anxieties are receded.
Yevgenia: If I saw a particular work, I would not care what kind of organization that was. If I saw that it was an independent trade union, for example, when someone is fired, and they stood up for him, not allowing to fire him. Let's say they gave someone housing. I'd entered, I do not care even if they do not give out money as financial aid, but if I see that the union operates fairly and protects all, not exactly me, but all people, then I would have joined. I like serving the public. 
Irina: If the independent trade union actually addresses these issues, I will join it, regardless of the pressure of the leadership. (Svetlogorsk)
Doubts and arguments "against" it – if you generalize them, they all come down to one – there is no guarantee that free trade unions in fact, not only by their name, will be independent and will not be reborn as the state ones:
Real power belongs only to the administration, and the union (any) – is just a formality.
Olga: I can say that this all is done formally, i.e., union itself - it's just a word. The independent trade union - it's just extra hassle! Who is there to influence by an independent one? It can be regulated at the level of administration.
Little is known on free trade unions and their work. Therefore, there is no reason to trust them: perhaps they are no better than the state ones.
Olga: I have never encountered an independent union, did not have a chance to work with, so to be honest, I feel some distrust.
M: And what could be a guarantee that they will be really strong, independent and defend the employee?
Irina: nothing, just results. 
It is important, what specific people are in the leadership of the free trade union. As far as they are honest and show integrity. In addition, people in the leadership of the union should be bold and independent. There is a doubt that we have enough people like that.
Ludmila: You know, it depends on what kind of people are in the independent trade union. Those should be the people who are not afraid of anything. At present, I doubt that there are many of such people – talented, ready to sacrifice themselves for the others. So I doubt it. I would stay in this union. I just doubt today's people. (Svetlogorsk)
2.5. Recommendations for involving youth and women in independent trade unions
About a third of FGD participants expressed their
interest to actively participate in the free trade unions. The most appropriate activities and forms of participation in the union are:
· Education, improving legal and economic knowledge of workers, the respondents come from the fact that many of their ills and human rights violations are the result of legal and economic illiteracy of people, so they would engage in educational work, this work is also attractive because, according to the respondents, it is the most secure, and it is not associated with an open conflict with management, enterprise administration; education attracts respondents with higher education levels (higher and secondary vocational education);
· Establishment (development) of a community dialogue, between different social groups, between management and ordinary workers, and in this respect speeches, negotiations, creation and dissemination of information through various channels are important. This kind of trade union activity is acceptable for most active people who have experience in social work and by their personal qualities prone to social work and public activity; 
· The minority does not exclude participation in such forms of struggle, as the picketing and strikes, but mass action is considered the necessary condition of participation in the strike, including solidarity of the participants ("If all stand out, then I will..."). Such activities are preferred by those respondents who already have more or less experience of participating in strikes, as well as those who are confident in the demand on the labor market.

3. National opinion poll on "Labor market and labor relations of women and youth"
(quantitative research)
 
3.1. Perception of the socio-economic crisis
The state of suspense in which the Belarusian society remained on the eve of the fourth presidential election has generated panic in the late spring of 2011
. Its cause lies on the surface. In January-February 2011 payroll ratio of the GDP (the ratio between wages paid and the volume of GDP) was 51.4%. This is the second result in Europe. Payroll ratio was higher GDP in 2010 was only in Switzerland – 53.0%. During the first two months of the previous year this figure in Belarus was 39.5%. Thus, for the year it increased by 10.9 points. Not a single economy of the world can survive without consequences of such dynamics. But the value of the payroll ratio of the GDP reached at the beginning of the previous year, did not meet the performance level of the Belarusian economy – 10 016.4 thousand rubles ($ 340) of an average wage in February; it was largely achieved through credit recharge. It is not by chance that the foreign consolidated public debt rose in 2010 by 29.2% to $ 28.5 billion, i.e. 52.2% of the GDP – on January 1, 2011. 
From the above economic statistics we have a pessimistic conclusion: until the real income of the Belarusians does not significantly decrease, overcoming the crisis is out of the question. Vigorous measures taken today by the Belarusian authorities to attract new loans will not correct the situation. Economic inefficiency is not treated by external borrowings. We must live within our means. This slogan was declared in Belarus at the official and social level. But the "strong state" built by Lukashenko cannot openly implement it. The architect of the "Belarusian economic development model" does not have any other way of obtaining electoral support of the population but to buy it. Therefore, the main anti-crisis measure that the government chose was to increase social benefits. Predicting the consequences of this generosity is not difficult.
Panic shift in public opinion is illustrated by the dynamics of differential indicators. Table 1 shows the index of the material situation (MSI) which shows the difference between positive and negative answers to the question: "How has your personal financial situation changed over the past three months?" In December 2010, immediately after the presidential election, the MSI was positive, i.e. the share of respondents who reported improvement in their material status was greater than the proportion of those whose financial situation has deteriorated. But for the first three months of 2011, MSI lost 6.12 points, and fell below the social "baseline." Over the next two months there was a massive collapse: MSI immediately dropped by 31 points!
	Table 1

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How has your personal financial situation changed over the past three months?", %


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

	Improved
	17.4
	1.9
	7.3
	13.9
	24.9
	17.2
	9.7

	No change
	59.0
	31.0
	65.7
	65.1
	57.7
	54.8
	34.2

	Became worse
	21.9
	63.8
	26.0
	19.7
	16.0
	26.9
	54.4

	MSI*
	–4.5
	–61.9
	–18.7
	–5.8
	8.9
	–3.7
	–44.7

	* The index of economic status. The results of the IISEPS polls are shown here and further on. Tables are read down unless otherwise specified


Methods of calculating the index of expectations (EI) is similar to the method of calculating the MSI. Table 2 shows that the proportion of the Belarusians who are pessimistic about the prospects of socio-economic development is lower today than in March 2009, which is recorded the EI. But the time is on the side of the pessimists, therefore, expecting that the next survey will record growth in the number of optimists is not realistic, moreover, with high probability we can assume that the hopes of the Belarusians for positive change will continue to melt away.
	Table 2

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How the socio-economic situation in Belarus will change in the coming years?", %


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

	Improve
	34.0
	13.7
	34.7
	24.7
	30.6
	29.2
	13.2

	No change
	40.8
	30.5
	37.3
	52.9
	40.7
	42.0
	24.9

	Will become worse
	18.2
	45.9
	15.7
	13.6
	17.2
	23.0
	49.9

	EI*
	15.8
	–32.2
	19.0
	11.1
	13.4
	6.2
	–36.7

	* The index of expectations


	Table 3

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think that the whole state of affairs in our country is moving in the right direction or not?", %


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

	Right direction
	53.4
	40.0
	47.2
	49.5
	54.2
	45.3
	23.6

	Wrong direction
	30.0
	34.9
	32.0
	33.6
	32.5
	40.0
	56.8

	DA/NA
	16.6
	25.1
	20.8
	16.9
	13.3
	14.7
	19.6

	RCI*
	23.4
	5.1
	15.2
	15.9
	21.7
	5.3
	–33.2

	* Course appropriateness index 


Course appropriateness index (CAI), among others differs by its most conservative character, and it is understandable: assessment of the country’s development cannot respond to current events with immediacy of MSI and EI (Table 3). To live without relying on a certain set of basic concepts is unbearable for a common man. The representatives of pro-Lukashenko "majority" have A. Lukashenko himself as such a support and his course of country’s development. At the peak of the crisis in 2009, CAI remained positive, while the value of those who found it difficult to answer rose to a record. The crisis had an external cause, and government propaganda is constantly reminding the population of this. As a result, despite a record drop of MSI, the belief in the course of the country resisted. But in March 2011 as compared to March 2009 the share of political optimists dropped by almost half, and simultaneously significantly increased the proportion of those who negatively assess the course of country’s development.  Belarusian  "majority" have changedplaces with a "minority." This reshuffling should be recognized as the main result of the socio-economic processes in the first half of 2011 in Belarus. 

3.2. Attitudes to unemployment 
According to the official statistics, unemployment in Belarus is almost nonexistent. So at the end of May 2011 the registered unemployment rate for economically active population amounted to 0.7%. However, the Belarusians invariably indicate unemployment in the leading group of problems as the most acute problem faced by the country and its citizens. It is second only to higher prices and the impoverishment of the population. It should be borne in mind that one in four respondents are senior citizens, and therefore the relevance of the problem of unemployment among the economically active population is higher than in the whole sample.
In May 2011, the question: "Have you ever been unemployed?" was positively answered by 35.7% of respondents. Thus 10.8% were registered as unemployed with the employment service. The fact that unemployment is a part of the Belarusian everyday life is supported by the answers to the question: "Is there anyone among your relatives and friends who are unemployed?" The answer "There are one or two people", was reported by 38.4%, and "There are three or more people" by 19.4% of respondents. The severity of the problem is indicated by the fact that over 19.8% of Belarusians for the last year were looking for work or tried to organize their own business. The leaders in this sense are men and the youth.
The concern to lose job today was reported by 28.1% of the Belarusians (the sum of the options "yes/rather yes", Table 4). The percentage of respondents who reported job loss is much smaller – 3.2%. Nevertheless, it is 4.6 more than what the official statistics shows. 30.3% in the "No answer" line should not be surprising, since one in four respondents is retired. And to the question "How do you think, lately, people became more or less fearful of losing their jobs?" the proportion of pessimistic ("more") is 7.7 times higher than the proportion of optimists: 65.1% vs. 8.5%, the option "neither more nor less" selected 21.6% respondents and undecided – 4.8%.
	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you fear of losing your job in the next year?", %


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	Yes 
	8.9

	Rather yes
	19.2

	Rather no
	18.2

	No
	20.2

	I already lost my job
	3.2

	DA/NA
	30.3


The analysis shows that men are significantly more likely than women to express fear of losing their jobs. Perhaps the reason should be that women more than men tend to work in the budget sphere. The level of fear of losing their jobs is visibly lower with young people.
	Table 5

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you were unemployed, who would have helped you find work?", %


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	Found a job independently
	27.9

	State Employment Service
	3.2

	Non-governmental organization dedicated to searching for jobs on commercial terms
	1.3

	Youth Employment Service
	0.7

	DA/NA
	66.9


The system of social protection of workers established under the "Belarusian economic model" remains very much the Soviet one. In particular, the government is doing its utmost to prevent the bankruptcy of the enterprises. Ability of the Belarusian state to maintain afloat inefficient enterprises is rapidly declining, as, in particular, shown by the reduction of the consolidated revenues of the state budget. If during the crisis in 2009 it amounted to 36.0% of the GDP, in the post-crisis year of 2010 – 32.5%. It will not be possible to avoid serious cuts in the medium term. Meanwhile, no effective employment service has been created in the country. It is shown in Table 5: only 15.7% of respondents who lost their jobs managed to find new jobs through employment services and 5.2% of the total number of respondents.
3.3. Government vs. non-government enterprises
Lack of reform in Belarusian economy is reflected by the structure of population’s employment. Almost half (45.9%) of Belarusians are employed in state-owned enterprises, but this is the total population, while from the number employed in the national economy, the share of workers of state enterprises is 68%. Preserving such an archaic structure of employment, the state seeks to prevent the decline in the share of citizens dependent on its bounty. The result of this economic policy is a fairly stable structure of the Belarusian electorate, which for the past 17 years has been frustrating the activists of the opposition parties. Speaking of non-governmental (private) enterprises, then they employ almost three times fewer employees – 18.3% (27% of the total number of employed).
The analysis found the gender and age distribution of workers between the state governmental and private entities. Women, as one would expect, prefer to work at state enterprises. It is logical, given that all public sector belongs to this type of enterprises (health, education, etc.). State-owned enterprises are preferred by the citizens over 40. Most likely, this preference for many of them is forced due to the fact that the employers of private enterprises prefer younger workers.
Among the employees of the state enterprises 75.0% are members of official trade unions (FPB), and independent trade unions (BKDP) have only 0.3%. The level of involvement of workers in trade unions in private enterprises, of course is lower: 16.1 and 2.6% respectively. As for the sample as a whole, during the May survey, the membership in the official trade unions was noted by 42.8% of respondents and 1.2% in the independent ones.
In spite of an active government propaganda, constantly reminding about the success "of the Belarusian economic model", the Belarusians live a modest life. Only half of the population could make enough to eat normally in May. Less than a quarter of the adult population of the Republic have no problems with the acquisition of clothing and footwear.
If, in Table 6, you look through the prism of employment in the enterprises of different ownership types, the level of consumption of workers of private enterprises will be higher than that of workers of state enterprises: the revenues during crisis in May allowed to eat normally for 67.5% of "private company workers" and 59.4% "public company workers", buy clothing and footwear for 38.9 % and 26.1%. And make large purchases 5.1% and 2.5% respectively.
	Table 6

	Distribution of answers to the question: "To what extent the current income allows you (your family) do the following*:", % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	Does not allow
	Hardly allows
	Fully allows
	DA/NA

	Eat normally
	9.7
	40.3
	49.4
	0.6

	Buy clothes, shoes
	24.2
	51.3
	23.6
	0.9

	Make a larger purchase (furniture, car, apartment)
	78.2
	17.9
	2.9
	1.0

	* The table is read across


	Table 7

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think that now the employee has the opportunity to protect his rights and defend his interests during conflict with the employer, or this is not possible?" depending on the ownership type of the enterprises, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Employees of state enterprises
	Employees of private enterprises

	Yes
	38.4
	40.7
	31.1

	No
	48.0
	47.6
	52.2

	DA/NA
	13.6
	11.7
	16.9


But all this comes to pay. The price for higher incomes is lower level of social protection of workers (Table 7). It is hard to say what contribution to the protection of workers’ rights trade unions make. The main reason is likely to be found in the nature of non-government enterprises that operate in market conditions and cannot count on public support in difficult times. Therefore, their owners are forced to apply more rigid personnel policy. The principle here is simple: you do not like it – you quit. It must be admitted that, this principle is widespread in all the countries with market economies.
 Fear of job loss is one of the signs of the economic crisis, unfolding before our eyes. Susceptible to this fear to the same degree are now employees of private and state-owned enterprises (Table 8). The presence of this fear in a society is recognized by the pensioners, which in particular can be seen in the first column: 23% of the respondents are senior citizens, but their presence did not resulted in lower response rates, expressing concern over the fear of losing their jobs.
	Table 8

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think lately, people are more or less fearful of losing their jobs?", depending on the ownership type of the enterprises, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Employees of state enterprises
	Employees of private enterprises

	More
	65.1
	65.5
	69.2

	Less
	8.5
	8.7
	8.6

	Neither more nor less
	21.6
	22.3
	19.0


Employees of private enterprises, despite lower level of social protection, however, see no future for the "Belarusian economic model", which is based on "strong social policy." So most of them would like to see their children as entrepreneurs (see Table 9). In this regard, the views of workers of private entities appreciably differ as to the views of the adult population as a whole, and to the views of the workers of state enterprises. Attention should be paid to the last row in the table. The question about children’s organizing their own business in future did not cause too much difficulty to the employees of private companies. It would seem that our dear government has used everything except for insecticide to fight the businessmen, but the desire to become an owner of your own business is indestructible among the advanced part of the Belarusian society.
	Table 9

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like your children engage in private business and tie their lives with business?", depending on the ownership type of the enterprises, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Employees of state enterprises
	Employees of private enterprises

	Yes
	44.1
	42.7
	66.6

	No
	35.5
	34.8
	19.6

	DA/NA
	20.4
	22.5
	13.8


The critical attitude of the employees of private enterprises to the "Belarusian economic model" illustrates the clear choice between maintaining stability in Belarus and change: 14.7% voted for stability in May and 80.9% for change. The odds in favor of supporters of change among the employees of state enterprises are not so convincing: 32.8% vs. 60.3%.
More significant difference in the responses of workers of enterprises of two ownership types occurs when evaluating the role of government in the country’s erupted currency crisis (see Table 10).
	Table 10

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In March, 2011, Belarus began to experience serious problems with foreign currency. In your opinion, what causes it?" depending on the ownership type of the enterprises, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Employees of state enterprises
	Employees of private enterprises

	This is the result of poor economic policies of the Belarusian authorities
	50.6
	45.4
	74.4

	This is a consequence of the global economic crisis
	26.6
	29.3
	13.3

	This is the result of forces that are interested in 
undermining stability in the country
	12.9
	15.2
	6.1

	DA/NA
	9.9
	10.1
	6.1


In January-May consumer price index was 25.4%. May devaluation and the next rise in prices for motor fuel have given inflation a "second wind". Experts say the most socially important goods were tied to the currency rate, which was just over 3 thousand rubles per dollar. From May 24 the bank rate has jumped to 5000, and the interbank rate to 7.000. The price for communal services and medicine began to rise accordingly. Rising prices will provoke the uncertainty in the foreign exchange market.

3.4. Labor relations
Almost all employers working in the public sector were mandated by their employers by the Presidential decision to sign the so-called term contracts for a period of usually not more than a year. These contracts are more like fixed-term labor contracts with no rights of the employee to quit on their own. In the private sector such contracts are rather an exception.
Regarding the contracts, Belarusian public opinion was split roughly in half (Table 11). This fact alone  should  have  been warning against the introduction of such unpopular measures, however, as we see today's public authorities do not intend to consult with public opinion.
	Table 11

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How do you feel about the fact that in Belarus, most of the employers enter into contracts with hired workers (fixed-term employment contracts)?", %


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	Completely / mostly positive
	42.8

	Rather / absolutely negative
	42.4

	DA/NA
	14.8


As for the employees, those who, to varying degrees, value this contract system negatively, they clearly articulate its main negative points (Table 12). As you can see, almost one in four said that such a system makes the worker powerless in the relationship with the employer. Another 17.2% believe that the contract system allows the employer to get rid of unwanted employees (by the way, there are plenty of examples of termination of contracts for political reasons on the Internet). And 14.7% believe that the Belarusian contract system cuts the already low social protection of workers.
	Table 12

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you think this in a negative approach, then why it is so?", % (more than one answer is possible)



	Variant of answer
	05'11

	This makes the worker powerless in the relationship with the employer
	23.7

	This allows the employer to get rid of stubborn employees who disagreed with what they see as an unfair
	17.2

	This reduces the social guarantees of workers
	14.7

	This requires more effort from workers to stay in the present work
	11.9

	Other
	0.5

	DA
	2.5


	Table 13

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is satisfying and what is not at your present job?", %* (05'11)


	Characteristics of work
	Completely satisfied
	Partly satisfied
	Not satisfied 
	DA/NA

	Relations in the team
	30.1
	26.1
	8.0
	35.8

	Schedule
	23.5
	27.4
	13.4
	35.7

	Labor conditions
	20.0
	28.9
	15.2
	35.9

	"Social Package" (social security)
	16.8
	24.2
	19.7
	39.3

	Attitude of the leadership
	16.4
	31.7
	13.1
	38.8

	Training opportunities
	15.1
	24.1
	20.3
	40.5

	Career opportunities
	10.4
	23.4
	26.1
	40.1

	Prospects of pay raise
	6.7
	17.2
	33.2
	42.9

	Wage level
	6.0
	27.2
	33.9
	32.9

	* The table is read across


The data in Table 13 allow us to estimate the respondents' attitudes to their current jobs. As you can see, most people are satisfied only with the relations in the team (30.1%). Such important characteristics as work schedule, working conditions, social security, attitude of the leadership and development opportunities are only partly satisfying for the majority. Most of all, the respondents were not satisfied with the career opportunities (26.1%), prospects of promotion (33.2%) and level of wages (33.9%).
	Table 14

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Has the working environment in your organization (enterprise) improved or deteriorated over the last year for you personally?", % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Employees of state enterprises
	Employees of private enterprises

	Improved / rather improved
	10.0
	14.1
	16.1

	Not changed
	27.4
	40.4
	36.3

	Rather worsened / became worse
	30.4
	42.0
	44.4

	DA/NA
	32.2
	3.5
	3.2


Moreover, as seen from Table 14, according to the majority of workers the work conditions have deteriorated to varying degrees (40%) in the last year of their work in their enterprise (organization). Improvement was observed only by 14.1-16.1% of respondents still 36.3-40.4% believe that they have not changed. In other words, the distribution of estimates of changes of conditions of individual work as a whole has shifted in the negative direction. Moreover, in this respect, non-government and public sectors differ insignificantly.
The comparative analysis allowed us to compare some of the major sociological characteristics of workers in both sectors of social production. Thus, the private sector is dominated by men (63.9% vs. 36.1%), and the public – by women (54.3% vs. 45.7%). Both sectors in terms of age and education differ significantly – on average the private sector has more young and educated workers. But the size of per capita family income of private sector workers is noticeably superior to their counterparts from the public one, if public sector workers have a third of per capita incomes in the range of the minimum consumer budget (MCB) and two-thirds – above the MCB, in the non-government sector, revenues below the MCB – only for a quarter of employees, and three-quarters – above the MCB.
In terms of socio-economic differences, the preferences of workers of the two sectors are even more noticeable. So, the question about change in financial situation for the last quarter was answered as "worsened" by almost two-thirds of the workers in the private sector, while in the public one – only 55.3%. If in the private sector the increase in the material status is explained by the respondents’ own efforts (14%), in the public sector – less than 10%. And more than a half of workers in the private sector (53%) associate worsening of the financial situation with the corresponding public policy, while in the public sector – only 38%. Private sector workers are more pessimistic about the prospects for improving the socio-economic situation in the coming years (60% vs. 53.3%). Among them one third has more trust in the U.S. dollars and nearly three times less than those who like the Belarusian rubles. Almost 60% of them would be willing to have their children engaged in private business while in the public sector only 42.3% are supporting this idea.
Socio-political preferences of workers in both sectors are also quite noticeably different. Thus, in the public sector, people are less tolerant of government imposed contracts than in the private sector. This is most likely due to the fact that the issue of contracts for private sector workers is not so relevant; it is more theoretical than practical. There (in private enterprises), where contract form is used, it is really a form of incentive-based employment contract, and not an instrument of fighting against dissent as in the public sector. In this sense, the answer to the question of violation of which particular rights is of most concern among people, confirms the above: the private sector has 1.5 times more people who are concerned about violation of political rights, whereas the public sector has more of those who are concerned about violation of the socio-economic rights in general or this issue is unimportant to them.
More negatively in the private sector, they assess the capabilities of workers to protect their rights and interests. Perhaps that is why there are more people among them who would take part in mass protests if they were held in their place of residence. The non-government sector, compared with the government one, has 1.4 times more people who believe that Belarus needs to change, which is almost 1.3 times more than those who believe that the country is developing in the wrong direction, 2 times more than those who believe that those convicted on December 19 are innocent, 1.6 times more than those who blame the Belarusian authorities for the currency crisis, 2.3 times more than those who believed that the explosion in the metro and its impact has been most beneficial to the Belarusian authorities. Finally, among the non-government sector employees the idea of joining the European Union (61%) is more popular than the union with Russia (25%). The public sector has also more support for EU membership than for the union with Russia, but this support is less significant (46.3% vs. 36.8%).
The views of workers in the public and private sectors are quite markedly different and on other social issues. So, if in the public sector we have more of those who believe that for high income it is most important to have relevant job skills (53% vs. 47.1%), unique qualification (20.4% vs. 15.9%), skills in information technology (19% vs. 16.6%), personal ambition (17.5%) and quality of secondary education (15.6% vs. 7.9%), then the non-government sector has more of those who think that they should master the art of communicating with people (34.2% vs. 28.3%), be connected to important people (47% vs. 38.2%) and speak foreign languages (23.8% vs.15.2).
The sphere of application of labor effort is of great importance, including in terms of income, i.e. sectoral differentiation of workers. As the comparative analysis has shown, public sector workers dominate in the budget sector (that is to be expected), in industry and agriculture. In these industries, the presence of non-government sector in general is negligible. But services, construction, communications and transport are dominated by private sector workers.
Fairly marked differences occur among workers in both sectors with the evaluation of the problems associated with their direct involvement in the manufacturing process. In particular, if the working day of 57.7% of employees in the public sector normally lasts eight hours, in the non-government one, a little over 40% have similar hours. And nearly 44% of private sector employees said they work longer than eight hours, and only 28.5% of the public sector indicated the same. Thus, in the private sector, the average working day, according to the workers themselves, was slightly higher than in the government (approximately 9:00 vs. 8.5 hours).
The analysis also shows that public sector workers spend on average a little less time to get to and from work (about 1.3 hours vs.1.5 hours). Moreover, if one in seven in the public sector spends more than two hours for this, then in the non- government – it is already one in four. Average length of free time is about the same in both sectors (3.8-3.9 hours). However, if in the public sector in each of the four, it is less than three hours a day, in the non- government sector the same duration of time is with one in three.
Thus, although the differences in the labor relations of employees of different sectors of the economy on a number of items are quite noticeable, however, they are not of a fundamental nature and unlikely to provoke any conflicts. However, developments in this very important sphere of social relations leave much room for trade union activities.

3.5. Attitudes to trade unions
As you know, protection of social and economic rights and interests of workers is the main purpose of the trade unions. However, in this sphere, as shown by the data from a national survey, nearly half the adult population (45.7%) do not feel protected from the arbitrary exercise of power (see Table 15). At the same time 48% are confident that the workers in general have no possibility to defend their interests even in a more special issue – in the conflicts with their employers (Table 16).
	Table 15

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you do not feel protected from the arbitrary exercise of power, violation of which particular rights concerns you most?", %


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	Violation of the socio-economic rights (to housing, employment, education, medical care, social service, etc.)
	45.7

	Violation of political rights (expression of opinion, peaceful assembly and association, freedom to receive and impart information, to elect and be elected to public authorities, etc.)
	21.2

	I do not care about it
	26.1

	DA/NA
	7.0


	Table 16

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think that now the employee has the opportunity to protect his rights, defend his interests during conflicts with the employer, or this is not possible?", %


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	No
	48.0

	Yes
	38.4

	DA/NA
	13.6


These data suggests that either the authorities are systematically violating the socio-economic rights and interests of workers or the unions, as an institutional spokesman for these interests and do not show adequate activity and effort. Perhaps both of these causes act together and are interconnected.
The data of Table 17 indirectly supports this assumption, which shows that in the event of a conflict with the employer, the trade union organization will be applied for help by just 8.4%, while almost 30% would have surrendered to the mercy of the employer, and nearly 26% – would simply have quit.
	Table 17

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What would you do in the event of a dispute with your employer?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	Would agree to the terms of the employer, not to be in conflict
	29.9

	Would quit
	25.6

	Would appeal to the court (a lawyer)
	18.7

	Would appeal to the public agencies that protect workers' rights
	16.0

	Would appeal to the trade union organization
	8.4

	Other
	1.5

	DA/NA
	7.9


On the other hand, the workers themselves do not seek to actively articulating and defending their rights and interests. This, in particular, also indirectly indicates the data in Table 18, which shows that a very small part of the adult population are ready to engage in the active form of voicing their claims, and even less from among those who have already taken part.
However, as seen from Table 19 trade unions is quite a recognizable social force: among all NGOs mentioned by the respondents, they ranked second after BRSM. In our opinion, these data are somewhat understated, since many respondents perceive the official trade unions, which they are members of as relevant state institutions (which is actually the case), and not as a public organization. 
This is confirmed, in particular, by the answers to the question of membership in trade unions - as already noted, 42.8% of respondents acknowledged the membership of the FPB, and independent trade unions only 1.2% – which shows that trade unions should be known to at least 44% of respondents.
Thus, the bulk of the trade union movement in our country is nominally centered within the FPB – almost 43%. The real participation in the life of the union for the majority of the members is limited to the payment of dues but occasionally getting some financial assistance. Only one in seven is involved in the trade union activities. However, there is a marked difference between members of the official and independent trade unions. If the comment recording the contributions and assistance is fully consistent with the FPB membership, one cannot say it about the independent union; more than 56% of their members participate in various trade union activities, while the contributions were mentioned only by 23% (Table 20). Different provision of assistance to the members of independent trade unions is practiced even wider than in the official ones (20.8% vs. 18.4%).
	Table 18

	Distribution of answers to the question: " Below are the various forms of socio-political activity. Please note if you did or could ever do anything like this?", %* (05'11)


	Forms of socio-political activity
	I did
	I could do
	DA/NA

	Sign a petition letter
	11.8
	39.3
	48.9

	Send information (call) to the media
	7.5
	42.9
	49.6

	Take part in a sanctioned demonstration
	4.5
	22.6
	72.9

	Take part in an unauthorized demonstrations
	2.7
	10.9
	86.4

	Take part in the boycott
	1.2
	14.2
	84.6

	Take part in a sanctioned strike
	0.8
	15.8
	83.4

	Take part in the unauthorized strike
	1.0
	8.7
	90.3

	Occupy the building, office
	1.9
	8.1
	90.0

	* The table is read across


	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: " Name the NGOs and associations of Belarus, which you know or have heard of?", % (open question, more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	05'11

	BRSM
	42.7

	Trade unions
	27.3

	"Belaya Rus"
	5.8

	Youth organizations of the opposition
	4.5

	Pioneer organization
	4.2

	Red Cross
	3.6

	Others (26 organizations, less than 3% each)
	24.9


	Table 20

	Distribution of answers to the question: " If 'yes', then what exactly does your membership mean in this organization?"*, % (more than one answer is possible) (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Including:

	
	
	members of the FPB
	members of independent trade unions

	I pay union dues
	63.5
	65.1
	23.0

	The union gave me help
	18.3
	18.4
	20.8

	Participate in various events organized 

by trade union
	14.1
	13.1
	56.2

	I am a trade union organizer, and a member of the trade-union leadership 

of the company
	2.3
	2.1
	–

	Other
	1.8
	1.3
	–

	Total
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	* For comparability purposes, the distribution is reduced to 100%


A comparison of public and independent trade unions should take into account their size and resources. As indicated on the official website of the FPB, "The union members are more than four million people, and current worker coverage stands at 94.1%"
, while the largest association of independent trade unions BKDP has about 10 000 members
. If the FPB has a sound material and economic base and enjoys direct support from the state, independent trade unions are living only from the membership fees and sporadic support of foreign partners, while the state only gives trouble. However, despite the unequal "initial conditions", by the level of trust in the society, independent trade unions are far ahead of government unions, and, according to long-term monitoring by the IISEPS overall credibility of the latter rose, and dropped with the other (Table 21).
	Table 21

	Dynamics of public trust to government and independent unions, %


	Trade unions
	03'99
	09'03
	04'06
	06'11

	
	Trust 
	No trust
	Trust 
	No trust
	Trust 
	No trust 
	Trust 
	No trust

	Free and independent trade unions
	13.8
	26.4
	36.3
	34.5
	37.8
	40.7
	33.5
	36.7

	Trade unions, FPB members
	18.7
	30.8
	31.3
	41.5
	36.5
	43.5
	27.6
	50.6


Unfortunately, the survey results do not allow comparing general socio-economic and political views of the members of official and independent trade unions, as a group of the members of independent trade unions is unrepresentative (less sampling error). But a comparison of socio-economic views of the union members and the entire adult population revealed some differences. In particular, the union members rely on smaller local currency (18.4% vs. 22.9%), have more negative attitude towards the contract system (47% vs. 42.4%), more concerned with the violation of their socio-economic rights (48.9% vs.45.7%), among them there are more of those who believes that workers have no opportunity to defend their rights in conflicts with the employer (52.6% vs. 48%). And for some political views, the results of the ideological influence upon the government union members are quite noticeable. In particular, among the union members, as compared with the general population, there are more of those who are tougher towards the convicted in connection with the events of December 19, 2010, and are less inclined to blame the economic policy of the monetary authorities for the currency problems, as well as less of those who believe that the explosion in the metro is beneficial to the authorities.
The data in Table 22 gives an idea of the public understanding of the hierarchy of the main objectives of trade unions. As you can see, half of the respondents believe that trade unions are primarily intended to protect workers' interests before the state and the administration of enterprises (in the conditions of Belarus it is almost the same as the state ownership is dominant). More than 40% consider the task of trade unions is to provide material assistance to needy workers. Almost the same amount believes that the basic tasks are to help the workers in labor disputes (37%) and in solving their social problems (36.6%). Other problems of trade unions, according to the population, have less significance. The members describe other major tasks of trade unions differently. As can be seen from the same table, if the task to defend the interests of workers is also the most essential one (as noted by more than half of union members – 53.6%), the other most important task is to help in a fair resolution of labor disputes (40.9%). Speaking of the rest, the opinion of trade union members and the general public differs slightly.
	Table 22

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion what the main objectives of trade unions are?", % (more than one answer is possible) (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Trade union members

	Protect the interests of ordinary workers before enterprise management and the state
	50.0
	53.6

	Provide financial assistance to needy employees
	40.4
	40.8

	Achieve a fair resolution of labor disputes
	37.0
	40.9

	Solve the social problems of staff (housing, good working conditions, etc.) in accordance with the law and established norms
	36.6
	34.3

	Organize leisure time for workers (holiday parties, group field trips and excursions, the distribution of travel vouchers)
	24.1
	26.4

	Ensure, where appropriate, independent legal aid for the workers
	21.8
	22.2

	Assist the management of the enterprise and the government in educating staff, providing a high level of labor discipline
	16.1
	19.8

	Inform and disseminate knowledge, improve employees' competence in the matters of employment law
	11.4
	8.9


	Table 23

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which statement would you qualify to the official trade unions, independent unions, equally to these and the other ones, neither these, nor any other?", %*  (05'11)


	Statements
	Official trade unions
	Independent trade unions
	These and the other ones
	Neither these, nor any other
	DA/NA

	Where there is a trade union, the administration does not dare grossly violate the rights of workers 
	29.0
	19.3
	16.5
	30.3
	4.9

	The union achieves higher wages for workers
	21.6
	12.4
	11.0
	50.0
	5.0

	Better working conditions for those enterprise where the union is present
	25.3
	15.5
	16.2
	37.7
	5.3

	The union is committed to improve the competence of the employees in the matters of the employment law
	21.5
	18.1
	18.7
	36.1
	5.6

	The union pays financial aid to those in need
	31.1
	7.0
	20.3
	36.9
	4.7

	Thanks to the union employees' children receive discounted vouchers to camps
	43.7
	5.1
	18.3
	28.1
	4.8

	One may lose job for membership in this union 
	4.5
	33.0
	4.9
	51.9
	5.7

	I know that the trade union organization exists only because one has to pay dues
	25.9
	6.2
	22.9
	38.7
	6.3

	Trade union bosses are well settled, and do not care of ordinary workers 
	22.2
	6.7
	27.1
	37.9
	6.1

	Gifts for the New Year – that's all that concerns the union
	27.5
	5.2
	20.4
	41.3
	5.6

	This is the organization that was created by the opposition to undermine government policy 
	2.6
	19.3
	6.6
	60.7
	10.8

	* The table is read across


As can be seen from Table 23, almost all statements in the "Neither these, nor any other" line has a substantial majority of responses. This suggests that a significant proportion of respondents are very skeptical about the possibilities of modern trade unions defend the interests of its members. The opposite is true only in respect of discounted vouchers for children’s camp.
Assessing the capacity of governmental and independent trade unions, the majority believes that it is higher with the government ones (the first six lines). However, the official trade unions lead in almost all the negative points (lines 7-9). With regard to independent trade unions, to the opinion of many, notably their members have a greater chance of losing their jobs than the members of the official trade unions. And, of course, the population involves a lot of people who believe that independent trade unions were set up by the opposition to undermine the policy of the state (19.3%).
It is clear that trade union activities involve various activities for its members, and for the entire population. The data of Table 24 shows the degree of willingness of the population, as well as union members to participate in various trade union activities.
	Table 24

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which activities of independent trade unions you would be able to participate in?"% (more than one answer is possible) (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Trade union members

	Meetings
	19.7
	17.7

	Educational seminars
	15.0
	17.1

	Fundraising (items, money) for charity
	14.4
	14.8

	Collecting signatures
	7.8
	7.6

	Distribution of information materials
	5.7
	5.0

	Rallies and pickets
	3.1
	2.4

	Strike
	1.4
	1.2

	Other
	0.6
	0.9

	None
	60.8
	59.7


As you can see there is no significant difference of opinions of all respondents and the members of trade unions on this issue. The most preferred activities are meetings and seminars, as well as raising money for charity. To much lesser extent the respondents are willing to participate in collecting signatures, distributing informational materials. And least of all – in a variety of active events (rallies, pickets, strikes, etc.). Actually, one cannot expect otherwise from the current Belarusian society.
There is no difference in the views of the population and the members of trade unions with regard to the motives of participation in union activities. As can be seen from Table 25, the main arguments for participation are interesting activity (13-14.4%), as well as its usefulness (9.4-9.8%). The arguments against participation are, above all, the risk (10.8-11%) and futility (10.4-10.9%). Other arguments are rather insignificant.
	Table 25

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think participation in the events organized by 
independent trade unions is…", % (more than one answer is possible) (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All
respondents
	Trade union members

	Interesting
	14.4
	13.0

	Dangerous
	10.8
	11.0

	Useless
	10.4
	10.9

	Useful
	9.4
	9.8

	Uninteresting
	5.7
	6.3

	Tedious
	3.8
	4.4

	Prestigious
	1.2
	1.4

	I don't know
	57.6
	56.5


At the same time, 34.8% of respondents would like to receive more information about the various trade union activities. If we eliminate pensioners, housewives, students and the unemployed, the majority of who such events can indeed be interesting, it turns out that more than half of the workforce are interested in obtaining information about union activities.
3.6. Women in the Belarusian society and the prospects for their involvement in the activity of free trade unions
Women are among highly vulnerable groups of population. Gender equality in the country is still very far away. A typical Belarusian leader is a man, and it does not matter whether he manages a production division in the company, institute or laboratory of the Ministry. It suffices to view any TV broadcasting of any meeting of the Belarusian government and compare it with similar shows, demonstrated by the Euronews TV channel, to understand the non-European level of gender relations in Belarus. Large social vulnerability of women in comparison with men increases their dependence on the government (leadership). That is why women prevail in local election commissions. It is not accidental that a permanent head of the CEC is a representative of a "weaker gender". Almost all defendants in the case of December 19 were sentenced by women judges, which again highlights the lack of independent judiciary in Belarus.
However, contrary to generally accepted ideas, during public opinion polls women consistently demonstrate higher level of social optimism. Three recent surveys in this sense are not an exception. In order not to overload the reader with figures, we’ve given only the values of the indicators (Table 26). We begin our analysis with MSI. We remind that it is calculated based on the answer to the question: "How has your personal financial situation changed over the past three months?" In the second half of December, the material situation of women 26.6% and 23% of men improved, worsened – 14.4 and 18% respectively. To be honest, for the month in which the government reported about achieving the "sacred figure" (the average salary of $ 500), the result should be recognized as modest.
	Table 26

	The dynamics of social indicators according to gender


	Gender
	12'10
	03'11
	05'11

	The indicator of the material situation:

	Male
	5.0
	–12.8
	–48.8

	Female
	12.2
	–6.8
	–41.2

	The indicator of expectations:

	Male
	8.5
	0
	–46.0

	Female
	17.7
	11.7
	–29.0

	The indicator of the course appropriateness:

	Male
	5.7
	–6.4
	–49.1

	Female
	34.7
	15.0
	–21.0


The economic crisis in Belarus in the first half of 2011, equally affected both men and women. This is evidenced by almost parallel decrease in the gender components of MSI: for women it dropped by 53.4, for men – by 49.8 points, with major losses occurred in the interval between the second half of March and the first half of May. Looking at the dynamics of wages, published by Belstat, understanding falling indexes is not so simple. In April 2010, and by April 2009, real wages increased by 8.4%. In the same year the equivalent indicator was 18.3% (comparing April to April).
What is the reason for the rapid reduction of the MSI? After comparing the statistics year by year, the answer is not found. The thing is that in April 2011 real wages dropped as compared to March, and it happened not at the expense of its nominal decline, but due to rising prices (inflation). Rising prices in the list of problems concerning the Belarusians have always led by a large margin. In this sense, nothing like this was observed in the first half of 2010. Do not forget about the problem of currency conversion, with the population facing it in the second half of March (after the survey). Past experience of devaluation was learned by the people. While saving their own money, men and women rushed to the stores. The result of their efforts is illustrated by the example of monthly sales of refrigerators and washing machines in thousands: January – 13.1 and 14, February – 12.1 and 11.5, March – 20.4 and 15.9; April – 28.8 and 17.3, May – 39.3 and 31.3. As a result, in January-May the yearly growth rate for refrigerators was 201.8%, and 199.2% for washing machines. This is the initial stage of the crisis that the population perceives with joy and then there is a natural "collapse" with all the negative consequences that we see today in Belarus.
Loss of perspective is only one of these negative effects. Men and women, judging by reduction in gender components of the EI, are losing it with similar speed. The share of optimists fell for five months from 27.9% to 10.4% for men and from 32.9% to 15.5% for women. Accordingly, the share of pessimists has increased: from 19.4% to 56.4% for men and from 15.2% to 44.5% for women. Most Belarusians (absolute majority male) became pessimists in the last month of spring.
While focusing the influence of gender on the perception of socio-economic reality, it is necessary to remember that the average life expectancy of women in Belarus is 12.2 years longer than men’s, so women in the sample are not 50%, but 54.5%. It is clear that gender disparity increases with age. The predominance of women among the elderly contributes to their greater dependence on government. There is nothing unexpected in this. Socially weaker elements of the society do not have personal resources to survive, and they view the government as a credible force, a way of protection against external chaos. The trust this government because they are more likely to believe nice "pictures", being drawn by the official propaganda, as shown in Table 26.
But there are questions where the answers of men and women differ markedly and significantly (Table 27).
	Table 27

	Socio-economic and political gender-segregated views, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	Male
	Female

	Do you think it is necessary to carry out market reforms in Belarus?

	Yes
	72.1
	62.0

	No
	13.6
	17.2

	Do you agree with the statement: "In general, life in Belarus is fair, and everyone gets what he deserves"?

	Completely agree
	6.9
	14.4

	Rather agree
	17.3
	24.4

	Rather disagree
	39.3
	31.7

	Disagree
	33.6
	25.7

	If you do not feel protected from the arbitrary exercise of power, violation of which particular rights concerns you most?

	Violation of the socio-economic rights 
	43.2
	47.7

	Violation of political rights 
	27.0
	16.5

	I do not care
	23.9
	27.8

	Which of the statements you agree with?

	Belarus needs changes
	70.9
	53.0

	Belarus needs stability
	23.5
	40.0

	In your opinion, the whole state of affairs in our country is moving in the right direction or not?

	In the right direction
	16.7
	29.2

	In the wrong direction
	64.8
	50.2

	Can you trust the majority of people or you should be very careful in relationships with people?

	Most people can be trusted
	21.9
	30.9

	You must be very careful in dealing with people
	70.9
	63.2


From this table it follows that in socio-economic issues women are more pragmatic and conservative. They are much less concerned about violation of political rights, they are more inclined to accept the status quo and to consider it right and fair, they are less likely than men to expect deterioration in the socio-economic status, respectively, to a lesser extent support market reforms. However, it should be noted that this is only a slightly greater conservatism. On any other matter the differences are not mirrored, for example, both  men, and women are more concerned about the violation of social and economic rights, and women by most part support market reforms and do not consider the Belarusian society fair. This greater conservatism manifests itself in social and political attitudes: women are more inclined to accept the status quo and to appreciate stability, but this "more" does not alter the ratio of responses – and the majority among them is for change.
In the area of labor relations proactive attitude and a tendency to change and even conflict largely belong to men (Table 28).
	Table 28

	Gender-segregated labor relations, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	Male
	Female

	Do you think that today the employee is able to protect his rights and defend his interests during conflict with the employer, or this is not possible?

	Yes
	34.9
	41.2

	No
	52.0
	44.7

	What would you do in the event of a dispute with your employer?

	Would agree to the terms of the employer, not to enter conflict
	24.6
	34.3

	I would quit my job
	30.8
	21.3

	I would appeal to the court (a lawyer)
	21.5
	16.4

	I would appeal to the state agencies that protect workers' rights
	14.9
	16.8

	I would appeal to the trade union organization
	8.2
	8.6

	For the past year have you been looking for a job or trying to organize your own business?

	Yes
	24.6
	15.8

	No
	63.0
	70.5

	If the mass demonstrations, protests, strikes will take place in a community where you live, will you personally participate or not?

	I will take part
	11.0
	6.0

	I will not take part
	70.5
	81.4

	Would you like your children to do private business, to tie their life with entrepreneurship?

	Yes
	50.9
	38.4

	No
	29.4
	40.6


Although the proportion is higher among women who believe that the rights of workers in conflict with their employer are protected, namely women show a greater willingness to concede to such a conflict, and less – to resort to the institutionalization of the conflict through the court. Also, women are less likely in the event of such conflict to slam the door shut and leave work. Accordingly, among them there is a smaller share of those searching for new job. Also, to a greater extent, men tried to organize their own business, including a higher proportion of those who would like to have their children own their business.
Gender differences in the estimates of various aspects of work are very revealing (Table 29).
	Table 29

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is satisfying and what is not at your present job?", % (05'11)


	Characteristics of work
	Completely satisfied
	Partly satisfied
	Not satisfied 
	DA/NA

	
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female

	Wage level
	8.3
	4.1
	30.1
	24.8
	36.4
	31.8
	25.2
	39.2

	Career opportunities
	13.3
	8.0
	24.6
	22.3
	28.2
	24.4
	33.9
	45.2

	Training opportunities
	16.8
	13.7
	27.8
	21.0
	21.2
	19.5
	34.2
	45.8

	Work schedule
	26.8
	20.9
	29.6
	25.6
	14.6
	12.3
	29.0
	41.2

	Work conditions
	23.1
	17.3
	30.3
	27.7
	17.3
	13.5
	29.4
	41.5

	"Social package" (social security)
	19.3
	14.7
	25.5
	23.1
	22.4
	17.4
	32.8
	44.7

	Relations in the team
	34.9
	26.1
	27.9
	24.6
	7.9
	8.2
	29.3
	41.1

	Prospects of pay raise
	9.8
	4.1
	19.9
	15.0
	33.5
	33.0
	36.8
	47.9

	Attitude of the leadership
	19.3
	14.1
	33.3
	30.3
	14.6
	11.9
	32.8
	43.6


In Table 29 attention is drawn to two features. Men’s ratings are more distinct, among them there is a large proportion of those who are fully satisfied by one or more aspects of their work, and a large proportion of those who did not like them. Second, and in our opinion, a more interesting feature is the fact that women are generally less inclined to evaluate their work in a certain way. Neither yes nor no, neither good nor bad, the job is such as it is. This may be explained by the fact that work in the lives of women (at least many of them) is less important than in the lives of men.
Table 30 illustrates the impact of the established rules of conduct. In terms of participation in various forms of such activity in the past, women only slightly inferior to men. The big differences lie in the expression of readiness for such action. CEC Chairman, L. Yermoshina with her famous statement: "You know, these women have nothing to do. They’d better stay at home, cook soup rather than go cruising around the squares. It’d have never occurred to me. It's a shame for women – to participate in such events", she voiced the notions of women's roles which are quite common in the Belarusian patriarchal society. The statement is of particular poignancy due to the fact that it came from the mouth of a woman who is very active in politics. These views are not imposed on women by men, these ideas are imposed on women by the whole society, and they root in the brain of women themselves. And the abovementioned gap in readiness for such action, apparently, is a reflection of this social prohibition.
	Table 30

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The following are the various forms of socio-political activity. Please note if you did or would ever do something like this?", % (05'11)


	Forms of socio-political activity
	I did
	I would do

	
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female

	Sign a petition letter
	13.9
	10.1
	44.2
	35.2

	Send information (call) to the media
	7.9
	7.3
	46.8
	39.7

	Take part in the boycott
	1.5
	0.9
	18.4
	10.7

	Take part in a sanctioned demonstration
	4.7
	4.4
	26.6
	19.2

	Take part in the unauthorized demonstrations
	2.9
	2.4
	15.5
	7.1

	Take part in a sanctioned strike
	1.0
	0.6
	20.8
	11.7

	Take part in the unauthorized strike
	1.5
	0.7
	12.9
	5.2

	Occupy the building, office
	3.4
	0.6
	11.9
	4.9


In political matters, women show greater commitment to the official position – from assessments of the causes of the currency crisis (where they are less inclined to blame the authorities), and investigation of the case of December 19, 2010 (where they show "bloodlust" even more than men, believing that the convicts "got to little") to the geo-political choice, where women, more than men show the tendency to favor Russia, and lesser tendency – to favor the EU. However, they’d often share the official version of the terrorist attack in the Minsk metro on April 11, but express more fear of a possible repetition of such attacks. Women’s conservatism manifests itself in a somewhat lesser tendency toward emigration. In the language issue women tend more to have moderate and balanced position, among men, the proportion of those who advocate targeted national policy is more same as those who believe that the state should not even engage the support of the national language.
Summing up, we should say that women are more inclined to conservatism and moderation, they are more inclined to accept the realities of a society in which they live, less willing to resort to conflict modes of action to achieve their goals, they are more trusting, and this applies to people around them, and to the power.
Some critics of such conclusions say that this dependence is imaginary, that really conservatism is not peculiar to women per se, but to the old people. And because older people in Belarus are mostly women, it turns out that they are more conservative. This demographic imbalance is indeed the case: in the May poll by the IISEPS, representative by age, the proportion of persons older than 59 was 17.4% among men, women – 27.2%. However, the analysis of a subsample of respondents aged under 50 showed that all of the above patterns are true, even to the exclusion of the age factor, women are still more conservative than men.
3.7. Youth in the Belarusian society and the prospects for their involvement in the activities of free trade unions
3.7.1. Socio-demographic situation 
Over the last decade – from 1999 to 2009 – the number of people in Belarus has decreased by 5.5%, from 10 million to 9480000 (taking into account migration growth of around 1000 people per month!)
 and it continues to decline, primarily due to higher levels of mortality and declining birth rate. As noted by the demographers, in the two decades life expectancy for men declined by 4.2 years, while for women by 2.2 years and amounted to 63.2 and 75 years respectively. The difference in life expectancy between men and women accounted for nearly 12 years, which is twice higher than in developed countries. Since 2004, the country fell into the "demographic hole" – when the number of children aged 0-15 is less than the number of persons aged 60 and older. According to the demographers, depopulation will increase, because after 2010 the most active childbearing age is entered by the numerically smaller cohorts born in the 90s: "Now there is a reduction in the contribution to childbirth by the generation of the 80s, when the country had a baby boom, now it decreases"
. In accordance with the UN classification, the population is considered aging, if the proportion of the persons over 65 is 7%, while in Belarus it is twice as high. In 2009, the number of people who are generally considered to be young (16-30 years, although the law defines the age limits of 14 to 31) was approximately equal to the number of those who have reached retirement age (men aged 60 and older, women aged 55 and older): about 22%–23%
. This suggests that in the next decade, fewer and fewer young people will be compelled to support an increasing number of elderly citizens, which certainly complicates the life perspectives of young people. Moreover, as the coordinator of the UN Fund for Population in Belarus (UNFPA), Tatiana Gaplichnik notes, "we must admit that unless there will be millions of migrants, to which  society  is  not  ready,  the Belarusians in the next few decades will no longer exist"
.
3.7.2. Material and economic situation
Financial situation limits the prospects of the Belarusian youth, even more than demographics. For example, according to the UNICEF project coordinator in Belarus – Svetlana Burova, "The causes of family problems in Belarus", "only 3% of newlyweds have their own homes"
.

The fact that the financial situation limits the prospects of the Belarusian youth, even more than demographics, is seen not only according to socio-economic statistics, but also in public opinion polls, that is by self-assessment of the young people (Table 31).
	Table 31

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Indicate the average amount of income (including wages, pensions, allowances and other proceeds), which accounted for one member of your family in the previous month?", % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Up to 350000 rubles
	6.7
	18.4
	15.7
	11.5
	6.8
	5.3
	1.9
	3.8

	From 350000 to 550000 rubles
	29.7
	32.7
	26.1
	27.0
	27.3
	28.4
	25.7
	38.0

	From 550000 to 1100000 rubles
	51.8
	44.9
	43.1
	51.4
	49.6
	56.4
	57.4
	50.3

	More than 1100000 rubles 
	10.3
	2.0
	11.8
	10.1
	15.2
	9.6
	14.7
	4.7


As can be seen from this table, the income of young people under the age of 25 is significantly lower than among adult population (30 to 60). And change in the material situation of young people in recent months (Table 32) as a whole "fits" into the general trend (except, perhaps, for the youngest age group, many of whom are college students, whose stipends increase from time to time, especially before presidential elections).
	Table 32

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How did your financial situation change over the past three months?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Improved
	9.7
	12.0
	11.2
	3.4
	11.0
	7.4
	5.3
	15.8

	No changes
	34.3
	44.0
	35.5
	33.8
	30.8
	32.2
	31.2
	40.1

	Became worse
	54.4
	42.0
	48.7
	62.2
	56.3
	61.3
	60.9
	43.0


	Table 33

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How do you think the socio-economic situation in Belarus will change in the coming years?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Improve
	13.2
	17.6
	9.8
	6.8
	9.5
	10.3
	14.3
	21.1

	No changes
	24.9
	31.4
	25.5
	23.8
	21.2
	19.1
	25.3
	31.1

	Will become worse
	49.9
	39.2
	52.3
	57.8
	55.3
	58.9
	50.9
	34.5


	Table 34

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you move to another country for permanent residence?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	To the United States
	5.8
	23.5
	12.5
	10.8
	6.8
	3.9
	2.6
	1.8

	To Germany
	13.9
	17.6
	17.8
	25.0
	19.2
	14.2
	10.9
	4.7

	To Poland
	4.6
	9.8
	7.9
	6.1
	4.9
	3.9
	2.6
	3.8

	To the Baltic countries
	1.7
	0
	1.3
	2.0
	2.3
	1.4
	2.3
	1.2

	To Russia
	5.7
	5.9
	9.2
	5.4
	7.9
	8.2
	3.0
	1.3

	To another country
	6.8
	9.8
	12.5
	11.5
	4.9
	10.3
	4.9
	1.5

	I would not want to move 
anywhere 
	55.3
	31.4
	30.9
	33.8
	45.3
	51.4
	67.2
	80.6


Therefore, many young people are looking into the future, at least, from material and economic perspective, with greater pessimism than their elders (Table 33).
It is not surprising that  many  young people see their future outside their home country (Table 34).
As can be seen from this table, the number of young people under the age of 20 who wish to move to another country for permanent residence is three times the number of people with the same attitude over the age of 50.
Although, according to the official figures, young people under the age of 30 make 37.8% of the total number of registered unemployed, it's one and a half times more than its share in the structure of the able population. Secondly, as already noted, most of the unemployed are registered at the employment service, so in fact, according to the poll, 42% of young people aged 20 to 30 were in the situation of the unemployed, which is significantly higher than among the population older than 50 (Table 35).
	Table 35

	Distribution of the answers to the question: "Have you ever been unemployed?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes, I was registered as unemployed at the employment service
	10.8
	6.0
	9.9
	18.8
	12.5
	11.7
	13.2
	4.7

	Yes, but I was not registered as unemployed at the employment service
	24.9
	20.0
	27.0
	27.5
	33.7
	27.3
	19.6
	18.8

	No
	61.5
	62.0
	53.9
	51.7
	53.0
	60.3
	64.5
	74.2


Young people have much more of the unemployed among them than among the adult population (Table 36).
With increasing competition of labor force in the labor market, the employers prefer to hire qualified workers with high professional skills. In this regard, the graduates are not in demand in the labor market and are a source of increasing number of the unemployed. Therefore, despite the government support program for young people, most of young people, like their parents, have to look for jobs themselves (Table 37).
	Table 36

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are there unemployed among your relatives, friends and 
acquaintances?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	No
	37.8
	34.0
	29.4
	26.4
	32.1
	35.5
	41.7
	49.6

	There are one or two people
	38.4
	38.0
	47.1
	48.0
	41.9
	39.0
	37.6
	28.3

	There are three or more people
	19.4
	28.0
	19.6
	23.0
	21.5
	18.1
	18.0
	16.9


	Table 37

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you’ve been unemployed, who helped you find your job?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	State employment service
	3.2
	2.0
	1.3
	3.4
	4.5
	3.9
	6.0
	0.6

	Non-governmental organization dedicated to finding jobs on commercial terms
	1.3
	3.9
	2.0
	0.7
	1.5
	1.4
	1.1
	0.6

	Youth employment service
	0.7
	2.0
	0.7
	0.7
	0.4
	0
	0.8
	1.5

	Found a job independently
	27.9
	13.7
	30.7
	36.1
	37.1
	31.4
	24.1
	18.1


Not surprisingly, a few years ago to the question "How do you assess your chances of finding a good job?" (it was required to mark a figure on a scale from 0 to 100%), almost two-thirds of young people – 63.9% – rated their chances below 50%.
The analysis shows that the real prospects for strengthening the material and economic situation of youth in the country depend less on the government support programs (such as vocational training of unemployed youth, the allocation of loans for housing, etc.),  but  more  on  the creation of normal
conditions for the development of the market economy. According to the IISEPS’s survey, over half a million young people have had the experience of private enterprise, and those willing to acquire this experience are twice as much. Today, nearly a quarter of young people is working in the private sector, which one and a half times higher than among those who are over 50 (Table 38).
	Table 38

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is the type of ownership of the organization (company) that you work for now?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Government
	45.9
	21.6
	40.5
	55.1
	60.9
	63.8
	58.1
	12.3

	Non-government (private)
	18.3
	5.9
	20.9
	27.2
	26.3
	23.8
	17.7
	5.0

	I do not know the type of ownership of the organization (company) where I work
	2.0
	2.0
	3.3
	2.7
	3.0
	1.8
	1.1
	1.2

	Mixed (public and private)
	1.4
	2.0
	1.3
	0
	1.1
	1.4
	1.9
	2.0

	I do not work
	29.0
	67.4
	33.3
	12.9
	6.4
	7.4
	17.7
	72.5

	DA
	3.4
	3.9
	0.7
	2.0
	2.3
	1.8
	3.4
	7.0


The choice of young people in favor of the private sector is even more noticeable when it comes to their aspirations (Tables 39-40).
	Table 39

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like your children engage in private business, to tie their life with business?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes
	44.1
	68.6
	54.6
	53.7
	52.7
	45.4
	42.5
	25.7

	No
	35.5
	11.8
	25.7
	24.5
	27.7
	35.1
	35.3
	54.7


And those are not only the young people who have experience in private enterprise, but also the young people who, as a whole, share the values of a market economy. Meanwhile, income from business activities (including sales of agricultural products, etc.) is only 21.8% of all cash income of the population, which is almost equal to different transfers received from the state (stipends, allowances, pensions, etc.) – around 20%
.
	Table 40

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you looked for a job or tried to organize your own business during the previous year?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes
	19.8
	16.0
	36.6
	30.4
	26.1
	23.0
	10.9
	7.6

	No
	67.1
	74.0
	52.3
	58.1
	61.4
	65.2
	74.8
	76.5


Although the youth along with the women usually qualify as socially vulnerable groups, in spite of this, their dependence on government is weaker than in other age groups. In part, this paradox stems from the fact that 31% of young people under the age of 30 do not work. Among the older age group 76% are not working (in Belarus 24.0% of men and 36.4% of women do not work). But if older people are dependent on the state, the unemployed youth depends on their parents, and by virtue of this fact, the young people have further opportunities to demonstrate their independence.
	Table 41

	The dynamics of social indicators depending on the age


	Gender
	12'10
	03'11
	05'11

	The indicator of the material situation:

	18-29
	–2.6
	–15.4
	–45.4

	30-39
	6.5
	–12.3
	–45.3

	40-49
	4.4
	–18.9
	–53.9

	50-59
	–2.8
	–13.1
	–55.9

	60 +
	32.0
	8.0
	–27.2

	The indicator of expectations:

	18-29
	0.3
	–2.0
	–43.0

	30-39
	8.4
	–3.4
	–45.8

	40-49
	8.8
	–0.7
	–48.6

	50-59
	4.3
	6.4
	–36.6

	60 +
	38.7
	27.8
	–13.4

	Course appropriateness indicator:

	18-29
	–9.5
	–24.7
	–43.4

	30-39
	7.6
	–9.3
	–42.8

	40-49
	19.9
	–2.1
	–51.6

	50-59
	25.1
	22.0
	–30.0

	60 +
	59.0
	40.4
	–2.9


As can be seen from the Table 41, all three indicators (a description of their structure is shown on page 12) decline rapidly among the young people: MSI by 48 points, EI – 43.3, CAI – 52.9. This suggests that young people are no less vulnerable to crisis than their parents.
3.7.3. Socio-economic and political values
Clearly, however, that the "socio-economic pessimism" of many young Belarusians (every other 
one would like to emigrate!) cannot be explained only by material and economic conditions. The analysis of this phenomenon should include a wider range of values and activities.
Comparative analysis of the socio-economic and political values in different age groups on various parameters shows an interesting picture (Tables 42-48).
	Table 42

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Some people believe that the best way of governance is a "strong hand", others prefer democracy. And what do you prefer?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Democracy
	53.9
	71.0
	66.9
	69.1
	62.0
	55.8
	50.0
	35.2

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

	DA/NA
	14.0
	16.1
	12.7
	12.5
	12.9
	11.9
	17.2
	15.9


	Table 43

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think it necessary to carry out market reforms in 
Belarus?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes
	66.6
	82.0
	75.7
	76.2
	67.9
	66.7
	64.7
	56.1

	No
	15.6
	10.0
	11.2
	11.6
	14.3
	17,7
	14.3
	20.5


	Table 44

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which of the following statements you agree with?", 

depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Belarus needs stability
	32.5
	26.5
	27.5
	16.3
	20.8
	25.8
	42.1
	49.7

	Belarus needs changes
	61.1
	67.3
	66.7
	78.2
	70.1
	68.8
	51.1
	45.0


	Table 45

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think that the whole state of affairs in our country is moving in the right direction or not?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	In the right direction
	23.6
	23.5
	19.0
	16.9
	18.9
	15.9
	24.1
	38.0

	In the wrong direction
	56.8
	58.8
	56.9
	68.9
	61.7
	67.5
	54.1
	40.9


	Table 46

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If you had to choose between the union with Russia and 
joining the European Union, what would you choose?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Russia
	37.2
	19.6
	25.7
	21.1
	31.7
	36.2
	41.0
	54.1

	EU
	44.9
	70.6
	57.2
	61.9
	52.1
	48.2
	39.8
	24.0


	Table 47

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Some people consider themselves supporters of the current government while others are the opponents, and which group would be more appropriate to you?", 

depending on age, % (03'10)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

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

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

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

	DA/NA
	6.5
	9.8
	7.1
	6.6
	5.6
	7.1
	6.7
	5.6


	Table 48

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How do you feel about the fact that in Belarus, most employers enter into contracts with employees (fixed-term employment contracts)?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Completely positive
	13.0
	12.0
	12.6
	7.4
	13.6
	8.2
	14.3
	18.4

	Rather positive
	29.8
	32.0
	30.5
	36.5
	32.2
	32.6
	28.2
	23.4

	Rather negative
	25.8
	20.0
	29.8
	24.3
	29.2
	28.4
	25.6
	20.8

	Completely negative
	16.6
	20.0
	13.2
	18.9
	14.8
	20.2
	19.2
	12.6

	DA
	14.8
	16.0
	13.9
	12.8
	10.2
	10.7
	12.8
	24.8


Obviously, in general, the youth is certainly more "advanced" group than the older generation of the Belarusians, but its oppositional attitude is not as pronounced, as commonly believed. In recent years, they have weakened rather than strengthened, and today they concentrate mainly in the "older" (25-29) group, and "younger" group (18-19), on the contrary, in many ways is even more loyal to the authorities than middle-aged people. Despite the crisis and "socio-economic pessimism", the number of those who consider themselves in the opposition to the current government does not increase proportionately; rather, a number of indifferent is growing.
3.7.4. Participation in the activities of various public organizations
This conclusion is generally confirmed by a comparative analysis of the social activity of the youth, including participation in the activities of various public organizations (most likely it comes to such "voluntary and mandatory" organizations like the BRSM), including trade unions (Tables 49-50).
	Table 49

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Can you say that you are involved in social activities?", 

depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes
	17.8
	28.0
	21.6
	17.0
	18.9
	25.9
	18.7
	6.4

	No
	80.8
	72.0
	77.1
	81.6
	79.2
	73.4
	80.1
	91.2


	Table 50

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you a member of a union?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Official (FPB)
	42.8
	28.0
	38.6
	47.6
	53.0
	57.4
	54.9
	15.5

	Independent (BKDP)
	1.2
	2.0
	1.3
	0.7
	1.5
	0.7
	1.5
	1.2


Young people almost as well as adults are skeptical of the official trade unions, and the activities of independent trade unions are little known to them, or treated with caution ("one may lose his job for membership in this union ") (See Table 23).

3.7.5. Preparedness to various forms of social activity
In general, young people feel "ousted" from the process of making important decisions in the country, but not much more than, say, 30 and 40-year-olds. Recently, however, this feeling grows, especially in the "older" group of young people (Table 51).
	Table 51

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your view, does the opinion of people like you influence 
political and social-economic solutions but in our country?", depending on age, % (06'08)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes, it does affect
	28.6
	23.7
	24.2
	15.9
	21.0
	18.3
	28.4
	48.8

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

	DA/NA
	5.4
	9.6
	5.9
	7.3
	5.8
	3.2
	5.4
	5.1


Overall, therefore, preparedness for radical action to express and defend their interests among the young people is more than with older population. However, it should not be overstated: for example, more young people are willing to emigrate rather than to fight with weapons in their hands (Tables 52-54).
	Table 52

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Over the past year, did you personally take part in any mass demonstrations, protests and strikes?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	I did take part
	4.3
	5.9
	6.5
	4.7
	2.3
	6.0
	4.5
	3.2

	Did not take part
	95.6
	94.1
	93.5
	95.3
	97.7
	94.0
	95.1
	96.8


	Table 53

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If the mass demonstrations, protests, strikes will take place 
in a community where you live, will you personally participate in them?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	I will take part
	8.2
	24.5
	12.4
	10.8
	8.3
	8.8
	4.9
	5.0

	I will not take part
	76.5
	59.2
	71.9
	71.6
	72.5
	72.4
	80.1
	86.8


	Table 54

	Distribution of answers to the question: " If after the referendum, Belarus will become a part of the 
Russian Federation, how you are likely to act?", depending on age, % (08'06)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	I agree with that, because the referendum results cannot be changed
	35.8
	32.9
	33.0
	38.0
	36.3
	34.3
	38.6
	35.7

	I will take part in mass protests (rallies, demonstrations, strikes, etc.) to try to change these results
	8.8
	11.1
	10.9
	14.0
	12.4
	11.3
	4.9
	3.1

	I'll go to another country for permanent residence
	3.4
	7.9
	5.4
	9.0
	3.7
	2.4
	1.0
	1.9

	I will be ready to defend the independence of Belarus with weapons
	2.4
	5.4
	6.6
	2.2
	4.5
	0
	1.4
	1.2

	DA/NA
	12.7
	12.4
	18.3
	10.9
	9.7
	16.4
	11.7
	11.6


The reasons are many, and explaining everything by the fear factor is not possible (it also impacts the older generation). Here we should note that the young people (except for the "younger" group) are particularly affected by the socio-political deconsolidation, which the Belarusian experts have been talking about for a few years (Table 55).
	Table 55

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Can one trust the majority of people or one should be very careful in relationships with people?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Most people can be trusted 
	26.8
	37.3
	20.4
	16.3
	17.8
	28.4
	31.2
	35.2

	One must be very careful in dealing with people
	66.7
	56.9
	72.4
	75.5
	78.8
	66.0
	63.2
	55.7


	Table 56

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How do you generally get the information?", depending on age, % (05'11)


	Variant of answer
	All

respondents
	Age:

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

	Internet
	33.4
	70.0
	62.1
	56.4
	39.8
	31.9
	17.6
	7.3

	Newspapers
	34.0
	4.0
	5.9
	8.7
	19.7
	30.9
	39.3
	34.6

	Radio
	20.5
	2.0
	3.9
	2.0
	6.4
	5.3
	7.5
	18.2

	Television
	75.7
	16.0
	22.2
	27.5
	31.1
	25.5
	28.8
	36.7

	Acquaintances, friends
	28.0
	6.0
	3.9
	2.0
	2.3
	2.8
	3.0
	2.6

	Social networks
	2.2
	0
	0
	1.3
	0
	0.4
	0
	0

	Do not get information
	1.0
	0
	0.7
	1.3
	0.4
	1.8
	1.1
	0.6


Speaking about youth involvement in the activities of independent trade unions, one of the most promising methods is coverage of their activities (in the form, which is interesting for the young people) in the Internet because it plays a very important role in their life (Table 56).
3.8. Key findings
· The current socio-economic model in Belarus over the past 17 years has exhausted its resources. Strictly speaking, it was not competitive at the moment of its creation, but was kept afloat by providing real growth of real income of the population, initially by Russian subsidies, and later – at the expense of foreign financial loans.
· Negative developments in the Belarusian economy lead to lower support for the authorities and their political course. The trade unions – the members of the FPB are not exception in this respect. Over the last six months their rating of trust dropped from 35.4% to 27.6%.With a high degree of probability it can be argued that this trend will continue into the second half of 2011.
· At the same time, amid falling ratings of trust of state institutions no adequate growth of ratings of trust of civil society, including independent trade unions (December 2010 – 33.3%, June 2011 – 33.5%) took place.
· In the system of labor relations in the country there are very significant differences depending on the sectors of economy. The public sector is dominated by strict rules of hiring workers, depriving them of their basic right to an employment contract for an indefinite period. They have transformed into the  mechanisms  of  dismissal  on political grounds, there are widespread restrictions on jobs for the dissent, already low social security is reduced, and the level of income for most workers is very low. In the private sector, these working conditions look a little better, especially with regard to the wages. However, in recent years the workers in both sectors note the widespread deterioration of working conditions.
· Trade union activities in general, as well as membership and participation in the work of trade unions at the moment are not something attractive and necessary even for the union members. The reason for this can be considered government monopolization of trade union activity within the FPB, as well as various other obstacles from the government to free and independent trade unions. On the other hand, there is apparent significant apathy and indifference of the population with regard to trade union activity, particularly in terms of active measures that, among other things, largely due to the repressive actions of the authorities against the dissent.
· A significant proportion of the population does not have complete and reliable information on the activities of trade unions in general, not to mention the independent ones. Since a priori the unions are pushed out of political life, they have left little opportunity to refine the understanding of the population on their activities.
· Gender stereotypes is a very sharp and painful problem. It was shown above, how they work in the political sphere: the purpose of women is to "cook soup." In production, women are disadvantaged in allowances and bonuses, "intended" to their husbands, which they, perhaps, do not have at all. Gender stereotypes with regard to education and child care produce double oppression on women: the society imposes on women the lion's share of worries and discriminates against them on this basis as workers. The insulting nickname – "presidential wives" is addressed to women who are trying to use legal right to an additional day off to care for two children – the most striking example of this double oppression.
· The discussion results in the focus groups confirmed the data of public opinion survey: women are more likely than men to choose "loyalty" rather than "exit" or "voice" from the reactions to adverse circumstances. This is largely due to their discriminated position at work and increasingly, to their position in the society. From the responses of women workers it follows that they accept worsening of their situation, sometimes even against the law – night work, hazardous work, work on multiple labor rates – to provide for their family, to compensate for inequality in working conditions with men.
· Gender stereotypes is a very sharp and painful problem. It was shown above, how they work in the political sphere: the purpose of women is to "cook soup." In production, women are disadvantaged in allowances and bonuses, "intended" to their husbands, which they, perhaps, do not have at all. Gender stereotypes with regard to education and child care produce double oppression on women: the society imposes on women the lion's share of worries and discriminates against them on this basis as workers. The insulting nickname – "presidential wives" is addressed to women who are trying to use legal right to an additional day off to care for two children – the most striking example of this double oppression.
· Many young people are looking into their future, at least from financial and economic perspective, with the pessimism greater than the older generation which makes the youth very modestly evaluate and implement their life plans: many young people see their future outside their home country.
· Young people, especially the ones entering independent life, are not less but rather more vulnerable in a crisis situation.
· However, despite the crisis and "economic doubts," the number of those who consider themselves opposing the current government does not increase, rather, we have a growing number of indifferent and politically undecided.
· The most negative consequence of these factors may be frustration, lack of self-confidence, and that the situation in the country can and must be changed for the better. It is still impossible to say that the Belarusian youth is disappointed with the situation and does not have self-confidence, but the signs of such attitudes are becoming more visible.
· Basic geopolitical value of the Belarusians have remained almost unchanged – the youth in general, clearly leans toward Europe, and the older generation – to Russia.
· In general, young Belarusians are characterized by progressive values, and active attitudes toward life rather than the older generation. The supporters of the national independence, the European geo-political choice, political democracy, market economy and rule of law are much more among them. Young people are also more critical of the existing state of affairs in the country and are characterized by a radical approach – as in their judgments, and in actions.
· At the same time, the attempts of many experts and politicians to assess (and use) the youth as a kind of social "leverage" or "driver" of change are more doubtful. Analysis of the dynamics of changes in values and the activity of the Belarusian youth over time (for at least the last ten years) reveals a significant, fundamental growth; they are more of evolutionary than revolutionary character. In many respects the youth is even inferior to 30-40-year-olds.
· The conclusion drawn by us a decade ago is confirmed: there has been a split among the Belarusian youth, which was caused by the attitude of the authorities to politics and personally to the President. Groups of young people, both trusting and mistrusting the President, that is, with different ideological and political beliefs differ much more than young and old generation and the groups of young people and older generation with similar beliefs are much more similar than a group of young people with different beliefs. This allows making an important conclusion that the problem of conflict or even generation split in the Belarusian society is, in fact, a reflection of more fundamental problems of the conflict of values, the split of the society on ideological and political grounds.
· It must be admitted that the government has made serious findings of the turbulent events of the 90s and began to actively implement policies to ensure that the surrounding reality "adapted" the youth to their values rather than young people "adapt" this reality to their values (this is why the "younger" group of young people in many ways is much more "tailored" to the existing state of affairs than the older group, or even 30-40-year-old Belarusians).
· Limited role of independent trade unions in Belarus is due not so much to restrictions / repressions by the government or their own mistakes (they do not work properly or work with wrong people, etc.) as to unwillingness of the society for radical changes – both in the labor market and in labor relations and in the political sphere. However, when/if there is a will (and the current socio-economic crisis creates the preconditions for this), it would require the structure and experience that can play an active and constructive role in this process. Independent trade unions, by expanding their social base (including through youth and women) and influence in the society, undoubtedly, have the necessary potential for that.
3.9. Recommendations for involving youth and women in independent trade unions
· The economic crisis was provoked, by the opinion of the population, by the actions of the government, independent trade unions should not stay out of politics. In their daily work, they should emphasize the link between the deteriorating economic situation of workers and the government, which with every action only deepens the economic crisis in the country.
· It is necessary to significantly strengthen the focus of trade union activists to resolve labor disputes and conflicts in the workplace.
· It is necessary to intensify the fight of unions for returning to the employment contracts for an indefinite period, against the Belarusian version of the contract system imposed by the authorities.
· In the preparation and conclusion of collective agreements one should be more aware of such important elements of work, as work schedule, working conditions, social security, training opportunities.
· Despite the de facto restrictions on political activity, independent trade unions have an equal footing with other public associations to take an active part in election campaigns, imparting their information to the society.
· Free trade unions should create free legal advice on the labor law. If an enterprise has no free trade union, the city would have such an advisory office under the name of the national free trade union, it would increase sympathy for such an organization and would form a positive attitude among people to create a free trade union in their company. From the responses of people in the focus groups it is seen how much importance they attach to the knowledge of labor law and how they complain about the lack of this knowledge. The creation of such advisory service would become a stage, or a step to the introduction of free trade unions in the workplace.
· The current frustration of independent media in the possibilities of political opposition, readiness of political organizations themselves to face the needs of people opens up the possibility for free trade unions to increase their authority at the expense of high-profile media campaigns. For example, focus groups participants suggested that the issue of "sly statistics", which gives the total earnings of women, hiding the fact that they earned it at 1.5-2 labor rates, could be the subject of a media campaign, which would bring women's support to free trade unions.
· It would make sense, possibly in collaboration with women's organizations, to "promote" in the media most scandalous individual examples of discrimination against women, examples of how gender stereotypes happen at the workplace. For this, for example, the subject of "presidential wives," noted by a focus group member, fits well. We are talking about specific cases at specific enterprises that can be raised to the national level using the independent media. If the campaign is initiated by free trade unions, and especially if it is possible to achieve results favorable for women workers, it will markedly enhance the credibility of free trade unions among women.
· On one hand, we need to focus on the class nature of trade unions, position them as defenders of the poorest, most oppressed. At the same time the trade unions can rely on the remnants of the Soviet mentality of people with their concepts of the workers, as the main class of the society, and the image of A. Lukashenko of 1994 as a defender of the poor and oppressed. On the other hand, engage supportive intellectuals (using the Polish "Solidarity" model) from among engineers, experts, representatives of free trades.

· For involvement of the youth in the activities of independent trade unions one should develop and implement a special program, highlighting the activities in the Internet - in the form which is interesting for young people (including interactive websites of the organizations, leader and activists’ blogs, social networking, etc.).
MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 

In December of 2011 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.513 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.

DECEMBER – 2011
Personal optimism against the background of public pessimism

In the opinion of the overwhelming majority of Belarusians the year of 2011 turned out to be more difficult than the previous one (Table 1). A. Lukashenko also supported the assessment in the course of the press conference for the Belarusian and foreign mass media on December 23: "I would not want such a year to repeat itself once again in the history of our country. It was a very difficult year". It is not surprising that supporters and opponents of the authorities agreed with the assessment to almost the same degree: 71% and 79.8% respectively. The number of those who managed to discern a reason for optimism with the three-digit inflation did not exceed statistical discrepancy. During the year of the world financial crisis there were three times more of optimistic answers.
	Table 1

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Was the year of 2011 more difficult or easier for Belarus in 
comparison with the previous year?", %



	Variant of answer
	12'08
	12'09
	12'11

	More difficult
	42.8
	52.4
	74.7

	The same as the previous one
	44.6
	38.3
	21.6

	Easier
	7.7
	7.6
	2.5

	DA/NA
	4.9
	1.7
	1.2


Estimating the time limits of the present crisis 24.7% of Belarusians suppose that the worst is already behind and some improvement is setting in, 56.8% are not so optimistic and hence expect intensification of the crisis in the coming year. Another 10.0% interpreted the crisis as temporary difficulties that had been successfully overcome.

However, if the share of positive assessments on the "macro-level" turned out to be inconsiderable, then if we pass on to the "micro-level" everything looks not so gloomy. A third of respondents estimated the last year as successful for them personally (Table 2). It is 15.2 percentage points less than in 2009; nevertheless, one should recognize the opinion very popular among experts and politicians that 2011 was a disaster as inconsistent with reality.
	Table 2

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Was the year of 2011 in general successful or unsuccessful 
for you personally?", %



	Variant of answer
	12'08
	12'09
	12'11

	It was successful
	46.3
	48.2
	33.0

	It was unsuccessful
	33.1
	35.1
	45.9

	DA/NA
	20.6
	16.7
	21.1


As it follows from the data of Table 3, Belarusians with primary education are the only social group in which the balance of positive and negative assessments turned out to be positive. As for respondents who do not attribute themselves to opposition, their assessments were divided almost equally, while among their political opponents negative assessments exceeded positive ones three times. Everything is logical. Everywhere in the world the kernel of political opposition consists of citizens dissatisfied with their life. To some extent the reverse conclusion is also true, i.e. people in opposition to the authorities are also inclined to pessimistic assessments on the personal level.
	Table 3

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Was the year of 2011 in general successful or unsuccessful for you personally?" depending on the socio-economic characteristics and attitude to the authorities, %



	Variant of answer
	Successful
	Unsuccessful

	Gender:

	Male
	29.9
	48.2

	Female
	35.7
	44.0

	Age:

	18-29
	37.4
	43.4

	30-39
	31.4
	45.8

	40-49
	30.5
	46.1

	50-59
	30.8
	48.2

	60 +
	33.4
	45.7

	Education:

	Primary
	47.9
	37.5

	Incomplete secondary
	24.3
	45.8

	Secondary
	30.2
	47.6

	Vocational
	31.9
	48.3

	Higher
	38.5
	41.7

	Attitude to the authorities:

	Consider themselves in opposition
	19.0
	59.6

	Do not consider themselves in opposition
	39.0
	40.7


Let us refer to the first two lines of Table 3. It might seem that women should be the first to suffer from the rise in prices, as they usually shop more often than representatives of the stronger sex. However, the level of women’s opposition attitude in Belarus traditionally yields to the level of men’s opposition attitude which favors the growth of female optimism.

Dispersion in the distribution of assessments depending on age proved to be slight, especially among  the  negative  assessments. In spite of the large number of the authorities’ supporters among elderly people, the last year’s crisis hit against pensioners to a greater extent than against the citizens of active working age. According to the official statistics if the real wages in October 2011 decreased by 9.5% relative to October 2010, then pensions decreased by 24.8%. This is the logic of the social policy of the authoritarian Belarusian state: the presidential elections have passed, the electoral Moor (pensioners) has done his duty, and the authorities have got an opportunity to save on pensions until the next election campaign.
	Table 4

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What problems besides the rise in prices, the drop in wages and pensions worry you personally and the majority of the population?", % 
(more than one answer is possible)



	Variant of answer
	You 
personally
	You 
personally*
	The majority

	Insecurity of the children’s future
	33.9
	9.8
	28.7

	Absence of prospects for the future
	27.0
	8.5
	30.1

	The level of the public health services
	23.3
	11.1
	23.5

	The fact that the authorities are actually independent from the people 
	22.3
	–
	25.3

	A possibility to lose one’s job
	21.7
	7.4
	29.0

	The corruption level in the state
	20.0
	4.7
	20.0

	Crime
	18.8
	5.4
	22.5

	Human rights violation
	18.1
	4.0
	17.1

	Difficulties to start  one’s own business
	16.4
	1.4
	12.3

	A possibility for Belarus to lose its independence
	15.8
	2.5
	16.6

	The level of education
	14.1
	4.4
	12.1

	No one is interested in my opinion
	12.1
	–
	7.8

	Worsening of relations with the West
	7.0
	1.4
	7.3

	Other
	3.2
	–
	2.7

	* The open question


What else, besides the rise in prices, the drop in wages and pensions, worried Belarusians during the "very difficult year"? The data of Table 4 let us answer this question. Answers to the open-end question when respondents were not offered any options are presented in the second column. When respondents answer open-end questions, the share of those who give answers is as a rule considerably smaller than when they answer close-end questions.
Anxiety concerning the future of one’s children and one’s own future, as well as the condition of the public health services, found themselves among the top three when respondents were answering close-end questions, taking into account the specific character of the question (variants of answer connected with the rise in prices, the drop of wages and pensions were excluded). When answering the open-end question, respondents placed anxiety concerning the condition of their personal health first – 14.5%, and anxiety regarding the level of the public health services ranked second. According to the frequency of mentioning, uneasiness with respect to the future ranked third and fourth. It can be ascertained that besides pecuniary problems, in the first place Belarusians worry about the condition of their own development and about the absence of life prospects for them personally and for their children.

The fear of a war turned out to be at the end of the list (0.3%) when respondents were answering the open-end question. Thus, the life credo of Belarusians “may anything happen, as long as there is no war” with the help of which some analysts are ready to explain almost any social fact proved to be a myth. Another myth is disapproval by the majority of the population of the contract system. Only 0.2% of respondents mentioned it.

It is interesting to note that answers in the first and the third columns differ slightly, i.e. respondents transfer their conceptions of problems to the whole society. It means that each individual perceives him- or herself as some averaged Belarusian who does not differ in essence from others (I am like everybody else). Such self-depersonalization increases inertness of the society. Belarusians are slow to start;  however,  having  started  once they are able, just like a pendulum, to move from one extreme to the other, what was actually observed in 1994.

To live is difficult, but it can be endured

A timid hint at a growth in the positive attitude registered in September took shape of a clear tendency in December. Let us refer to Tables 5-7. If in September the financial standing index (FSI) and the expectation index (EI) increased by 3.2 and 3.8 percentage points respectively, and the index of policy correctness (PCI) continued to decrease (–15.8 points relative to September), then in December the FSI added 15.9, the EI – 11.9, and the PCI – 21.4 percentage points! What gave rise to such a drastic change of the trend – objective or subjective reasons?
	Table 5

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



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

	It has improved
	24.9
	17.2
	1.6
	5.1
	7.1

	It has not changed
	57.7
	54.8
	23.2
	20.0
	31.3

	It has become worse
	16.0
	26.9
	73.4
	73.7
	59.8

	FSI*
	8.9
	–3.7
	–71.8
	–68.6
	–52.7

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


	Table 6

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



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

	It is going to improve
	30.6
	29.2
	11.9
	12.9
	17.1

	It is not going to change
	40.7
	42.0
	20.3
	24.1
	24.8

	It is going to become worse
	17.2
	23.0
	55.5
	52.7
	45.0

	EI*
	13.4
	6.2
	–43.6
	–39.8
	–27.9

	* Expectation index 


	Table 7

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



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

	In the right direction
	54.2
	45.3
	26.1
	17.0
	25.6

	In the wrong direction
	32.5
	40.0
	61.8
	68.5
	55.7

	DA/NA
	13.3
	14.7
	12.1
	14.5
	18.7

	PCI*
	21.7
	5.3
	–35.7
	–51.5
	–30.1

	* Policy correctness index


In our opinion, renunciation by the state of administrative methods of regulating the Belarusian ruble rate became the main event of the autumn. After October 20 the population got the opportunity to freely buy hard currency again. Belarus is not Russia. The dollarization level of economy is so high by the direct descendants of the legendary Soviet partisans, that the loss of a chance to convert rubles into dollars and euros means a collapse of habitual life strategies for many people in the republic-the-partisan. An obvious deceleration of inflation also made its contribution into the growth of the positive attitude. In September, according to the data of Belstat, the consumer price index made up 113.6%, in October – 108.2%, in November – 108.1%, in December (from the 1st to the 20th) – 101.7%.

Among the subjective factors let us mention Belarusian-Russian agreements following the results of which it once again rained dollars in the country. Only next year the total amount of the subsidized “precipitation” is going to account for several billion dollars. Why should not people look to the future with optimism and approve of the country’s development policy with such bounties? For almost 17 years already Belarus under the guidance of its “only politician” has been steering on the course of drawing Russian subsidies. Their receipt interruptions after 2007 revealed non-self-sufficiency of the "Belarusian economic development model"; however, after the November agreements in Moscow the heaves opened again, thus having laid the groundwork for social stability for the next year.

As it follows from Table 8, the overwhelming majority of Belarusians are still far apart from the thought that the crisis is coming to an end. However, positive progress has also been made concerning the assessment of the current condition of economy: the share of affirmative answers has decreased by 6.1 percentage points relative to September.
	Table 8

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think that Belarusian economy is in crisis?", %



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

	Yes
	81.5
	87.6
	81.5

	No
	8.4
	8.0
	8.0

	DA/NA
	10.1
	4.4
	10.5


	Table 9

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, which of the given below statements best corresponds to the established situation?", %


	Variant of answer
	08'01
	04'02
	12'11

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible to live
	25.3
	17.2
	15.6

	It is difficult to live, but it is possible to endure
	54.2
	57.0
	52.2

	It is impossible to endure our misery any longer
	18.5
	24.0
	29.7

	DA/NA
	2.0
	1.8
	2.5


One should not forget about the phenomenal ability of Belarusians to adapt to the negative external circumstances by means of reducing their demands. That is why it is far from being accidental that the option "It is difficult to live, but it is possible to endure" (Table 9) was the most popular answer during  the  year of an impetuous income growth on the eve of the second presidential elections, as well as during the relatively successful 2004 and during the crisis year of 2011. One should not think that the ability to endure is peculiar exclusively to the "complaisant" Belarusians. Let us clear the floor for the Russian political scientist V. Gelman: "How do individuals and whole countries react to crises? According to Albert Hirschman, there are two main models: "protest" (voice) and "going away" (exit). Protest is active counteracting crisis phenomena; it is an attempt to struggle against them. Mobilization in Russia in the course of the downfall of the Soviet regime in 1989-1991 was an example of mass protest. Going away is egress in other dimension, some other space, and emigration in the long run. It seems to me that our country responded to many crisis phenomena of the 90s and still responds today mostly by going away. However, there is no common vector of going away. There are various types of it. It is localization, concentration on local problems and local life. It is flight from politics, going away from public life to consuming, to one’s own business, to virtual worlds".

Let us add that hard drinking is one of the most popular and, what is most important, available means of relocation to the "virtual worlds" for Belarusians. Official statistics confirms the mentioned conclusion. Between January and November of 2011 they sold alcoholic beverages and beer for 7.6 trillion rubles through the retail chain, which makes up 10.3% in the retail turnover. It is in monetary terms, in the absolute alcohol the increase constituted 10.4% during the period between January and November. It is crisis!

As it follows from Table 10, endurance in Belarus all ages yield surrender. It is another question to what extent the fits of endurance are beneficial. It might be difficult to recollect another case when the respondents’ age was so indifferent when they answered the question far from being neutral from the political point of view. The last two lines of Table 10 prove that the question is politically loaded. The difference is also small if we compare the answers of men and women. The gender aspect almost does not influence the ability to endure. As for the level of education, the distinctions are slight here too. The only exceptions are people with elementary education. As we have already mentioned more than once, the base of the given group is formed by elderly women living in the countryside. It is clear that they are not active purchasers of modern consumer goods and the share of the plots of land attached to their houses is quite large in the structure of their income. That is why there is nothing surprising in the fact that for them "everything is not so bad, and one can live".
	Table 10

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, which of the given below statements best corresponds to the established situation?" depending on the socio-demographic characteristics and attitude to the authorities, %



	Variant of answer
	Everything is not so bad
	It is possible to endure
	It is impossible to endure

	Gender:

	Male
	14.3
	50.7
	32.6

	Female
	16.7
	53.4
	27.3

	Age:

	18-29
	14.6
	50.2
	33.4

	30-39
	15.2
	52.3
	29.5

	40-49
	13.2
	52.0
	31.7

	50-59
	13.2
	55.1
	28.7

	60 +
	21.2
	52.2
	25.1

	Education:

	Primary
	25.0
	61.5
	13.5

	Incomplete secondary
	13.9
	50.9
	31.5

	Secondary
	14.2
	50.1
	32.9

	Vocational
	14.2
	52.7
	30.9

	Higher
	17.8
	52.8
	26.7

	Attitude to the authorities:

	Consider myself in opposition
	6.4
	43.1
	49.3

	Do not consider myself in opposition
	20.7
	56.5
	20.4


Acuteness of the crisis perception depends not only on the condition of economy, but also on the availability of alternatives. Protest is an alternative to endurance. However, under the conditions of a low social capital, when as a rule people’s trust does not overstep the bounds of their immediate environment (the family, friends, and co-workers) one should not count on direct transformation of dissatisfaction to protest. 

Does a mythical candidate have a chance?

The September historic minimum of A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating did not remain unnoticed by its owner: on October 7 in the course of a press conference for the mass media of Russian regions head of the Belarusian state expounded his view on the dynamics of his own rating. He began with a description of a point of view rather popular among average citizens concerning the reliability of the results of public opinion polls: “As a journalist you know what an opinion survey is. I will not go into details. Do you want my rating to be 90% today? It will be tomorrow. (Laughter in the audience) If you want it to be 15 – it will be tomorrow, too. You know it, don’t you?” In the opinion of A. Lukashenko, in Belarus one can slant in favor of customers not only the results of public opinion polls, but also the official results of the Central Election Committee: “Indeed Belarusian president was officially supported by 79.9% and in reality (!) by more than 80% of electors”. Who defines the difference between “indeed” and “in reality” is another question, however the difference has become the standard of electoral practices in the country. Let us remind the readers that for the first time A. Lukashenko confessed to the fact of electoral fraud at the presidential elections in the interview with the first deputy director general of the ITAR-TASS News agency M. Gusman already in August, 2009. 

However, the matter eventually is not in the absolute value of the falling rating, but in the meaning behind the fall. In the opinion of A. Lukashenko, almost three-fold devaluation of the national currency and three-digit (at an annual rate) inflation are not the reason for a decrease in the level of his electoral support. Let us cite an appropriate quotation: “Do you know how Belarusians differ from other nations? They are an educated nation. And if a problem appears here, it does not mean they are going to fall from 70 or 80 percent to 20 and say: “Lukashenko is bad”. This is complete nonsense. Please, forgive my lack of modesty, forgive me for God’s sake, but Belarusians should hold on to Lukashenko even in the most critical situation as a drowning man catches at a straw, because Lukashenko has never betrayed and will not betray them. Never!”

Within the bounds of the given logic, Russians do not belong to educated nations. In 2011 it took only the real income of the population to slow down its progressive growth, as the ratings of the president, the prime minister and the “party of power” went down. At that it did not occur to any of the officials to question them. 

It is appropriate here to cite A. Lukashenko once again: “To what extent is the Belarusian way effective? A criterion of the truth is practice. In an economy salaries and income of the population are an integrated indicator. I am emphasizing: of the population, not of a handful of people – super-rich, billionaires and so on”. It is impossible to argue with that. So far as the integrated economic indicator decreased two-fold in dollar terms during the first half of 2011, it would be surprising if the rating would not have rushed after it. Let us mention that Belarusians got used to estimate their income in dollars with the help of A. Lukashenko.
The “at-your-service” principle which, according to the head of state, prevails in Belarusian sociology demanded a further decrease in the rating. However, something went wrong. Perhaps, somebody had not understood someone, or someone had not paid enough to somebody, but the December rating turned out to be 4.4 points higher than the September rating (Table 11). Taking into account positive dynamics of social indices, exactly such an outcome should have been expected.
	Table 11

	Dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating, %



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

	A. Lukashenko’s rating
	53.0
	42.9
	29.3
	20.5
	24.9


Dynamics of answering the question: “Has, in your opinion, A. Lukashenko’s rating (i.e. readiness of the population to vote for him at the next elections) increased or decreased during the time passed after the presidential elections?” also reflects the peculiarity of A. Lukashenko’s assessments of changes that occurred on the electoral field in 2011. In September when electoral support reached its historic minimum, 73% of respondents agreed that A. Lukashenko’s rating had gone down, while only 4.3% adhered to the opposite point of view. In three months the number of the former sank to 62.1%, and the number of the latter virtually did not change. At the same time the number of those who supposed that the rating had remained the same grew from 18.6% to 26.4%.

Following the electoral rating, the trust rating added 6.7 points, too (Table 12). Its mirror reflection (the distrust rating) fell accordingly from 62% to 54.5%, having thus moved away from the crucial borderline which the “only politician” of the country had defined for himself (“…if only I were sure and knew that today Belarusians 80% and more hate Lukashenko, I would collect all these belongings, put them on the table and say: “Thank you, brothers-the-Belarusians. I will be able to earn my bread, don’t worry”).
	Table 12

	Dynamics of the trust ratings of the president, the government, the state and non-state mass media and opposition political parties, %



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

	President
	Trust
	55.0
	47.9
	33.6
	24.5
	31.2

	
	Do not trust
	34.1
	42.0
	53.8
	62.0
	54.5

	Government
	Trust
	51.6
	43.3
	33.6
	17.1
	24.3

	
	Do not trust
	36.1
	44.7
	54.8
	68.2
	52.7

	State mass media
	Trust
	52.9
	43.4
	39.2
	25.7
	28.6

	
	Do not trust
	38.4
	48.5
	52.6
	62.2
	58.7

	Non-state mass media
	Trust
	46.3*
	45.5
	46.2
	32.8
	32.3

	
	Do not trust
	41.1
	42.2
	39.5
	52.2
	52.7

	Opposition political parties
	Trust
	16.3
	–
	20.1
	12.3
	13.4

	
	Do not trust
	62.8
	–
	53.3
	59.9
	61.6

	* In December, 2010 “Non-state mass media” were replaced by “Independent mass media” in the questionnaire


The government’s trust rating followed A. Lukashenko’s trust rating as a thread follows a needle. We have already had to draw the readers’ attention to the dependence of ratings of the government institutions in Belarus more than once. The army is left out of the general rule, but the state mass media are not. However modestly, but their trust rating grew by 2.9 points in December. It is clear that the non-state mass media and opposition political parties could not count on a growth in their ratings under the established circumstances.

Answers to the classical question: “Whose fault is it?” find themselves in the tideway of the new trend (Table 13). The list of the guilty is still headed by the president, but the gap between him and the government has decreased two times (from 19.9 to 9.1 points). At that it looks as if the head of state shifted his guilt onto the government and the parliament. The former should not be surprising. It is enough to remember the public floggings the government has been subject to for the last months. However, it is not so easy to understand the reason for an almost two-fold growth of the guilt of the parliament: Belarusian legislators, in full conformity with the working Constitution, are not able to exert any influence upon the situation in the country. All other subjects and quasi-subjects, with the exception of A. Lukashenko’s direct political rivals (the opposition), preserved their positions.
	Table 13

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


	Variant of answer
	09'11
	12'11

	President is guilty
	61.2
	53.7

	Government is guilty
	41.3
	44.6

	Parliament is guilty
	11.9
	19.5

	The USA is guilty
	16.3
	13.8

	Russia is guilty
	7.3
	12.6

	Europe is guilty
	12.0
	11.9

	People are guilty
	10.0
	10.9

	Opposition is guilty
	5.0
	8.8

	DA
	13.4
	16.1


	Table 14

	Dynamics of answering the question: "During the years of A. Lukashenko’s governing the country the state of some people in Belarus has improved, of others, on the contrary, has become worse, and of the third – has not changed. How has the state of the below listed social groups changed in the country?", %



	Social groups
	Has improved
	Has not changed
	Has become worse

	
	05'05
	12'11
	05'05
	12'11
	05'05
	12'11

	Such people as you are
	28.8
	13.1
	41.4
	24.9
	25.9
	58.0

	Entrepreneurs
	34.6
	15.6
	20.1
	21.9
	28.9
	49.3

	Directors of state enterprises and collective farms
	54.1
	29.1
	22.3
	29.1
	9.2
	25.9

	The military
	51.5
	28.2
	25.8
	31.9
	5.4
	24.0

	The top-down presidential command structure
	72.1
	45.4
	12.2
	25.6
	1.8
	12.4

	The youth
	33.4
	14.4
	30.9
	21.6
	26.0
	55.9

	Employees of the law-enforcement agencies
	65.0
	34.0
	20.5
	30.0
	3.0
	22.7

	Pensioners
	48.7
	22.5
	24.7
	19.0
	20.3
	52.2

	Deputies of the National assembly
	59.6
	34.2
	18.7
	30.6
	2.0
	12.0

	Journalists
	24.1
	12.7
	30.3
	34.4
	17.7
	25.4

	Opposition politicians
	22.0
	11.2
	22.0
	24.3
	28.4
	36.4


Changes in the answers which have occurred for the last three months should altogether be recognized as insignificant. However, if we compare the present assessments of A. Lukashenko’s activity with the assessments of six years' prescription (Table 14), the fact of the legitimacy crisis will become especially obvious. From the public opinion point of view, only opposition politicians had a negative balance out of the activity of the head of state in 2005. All the rest gained from it, although to a different extent (the closer to the authorities, the lager the wining, of course). Today none of the social groups (including pensioners) unconnected directly with the authorities has profited from the ebullient activity of the head of state. The list of beneficiaries is as before headed by employees of the presidential top-down command structure.

The data of Table 15 can be regarded as an illustration to A. Lukashenko’s suggestion to hold on to him “even in the most critical situation as a drowning man catches at a straw”. Even in the before-the-crisis year of 2010 only 28.7% of Belarusians supposed that if the unchallenged president would have stood down from his post, life would have become worse. Last December the share of respondents regarding A. Lukashenko as a straw dropped to 21.5%. As experts in the sphere of social psychology aver, it is characteristic of a human being to have a good reputation by himself, and the “only politician” of Belarus is not an exception in this sense.
	Table 15

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s standing down from presidency life in Belarus will improve, others, on the contrary, think it will become worse. What do you think?", %


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

	Life will improve
	25.3
	35.2
	31.7

	Life will remain the same
	28.6
	26.9
	29.9

	Life will become worse
	28.7
	23.8
	21.5

	DA/NA
	17.4
	14.1
	16.9


A drop in A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating did not lead to a growth in the ratings of his political opponents. In December A. Sannikov’s rating made up 7.1%, V. Neklyaev’s – 6% which did not prevent appearance of a mythical rival with a fantastic rating equaling 44.6%. The candidate was revealed when respondents were answering the question: “If you knew a person who could successfully compete with A. Lukashenko at the next elections, would you vote for him, or for A. Lukashenko?” The fourfold winner of presidential election campaigns would entirely yield to such a rival: 44.6% vs. 21.7%. However, one should not cherish vain hopes: as soon as the mythical candidate acquires real traits, his electoral halo will begin to lose its luster. Such phenomenon has been observed during the years of holding independent public opinion polls more than once.

Electoral longevity of A. Lukashenko is not least of all connected with his ability to understand problems and concerns of ordinary people (“such people as you are”). However, in December only 31.3% of respondents confirmed that he possessed the ability, and 52% denied it to him. The point here is not only in certain assessments, though. Just as sociologists  “draw”  the  given  ratings in advance, they can “draw” answers to any question. However, what should one do with A. Lukashenko’s public statements? Speaking to the Russian journalists at the height of the currency crisis he quite sincerely demonstrated his failure to understand the reasons for the feverish demand for hard currency on the part of the population. He supposed that only those who planned to spend their vacations on the beaches of Egypt needed currency, while people were simply trying to protect their ruble savings from depreciation.

The "majority" is for democracy and market

In spite of the fact that under the influence of objective and subjective factors certain progress in supporting the authorities and the policy pursued by them has begun to show for the last three months, a demand for changes remains on a record high level in Belarusian society (Table 16). As is the established tradition in Belarus, presidential elections concur with the peak of social payments. That is why one should not be surprised by the minimum demand for "changes in the current state of things" in February, 2006 and December, 2010. A need for changes during the period between elections equals 50% providing there is no crisis. Today, however, thanks to the crisis the need for changes has reached a record level. Yet the number of changes supporters equaling 70.1% does not say anything about the direction of the desired changes. It should be reminded in this connection that A. Lukashenko won the first presidential elections in 1994 thanks in no small part to the support of those who wanted to replace the chaos of liberalization by the stability of the Soviet pattern.
	Table 16

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is more important for you today–preservation of the current state of things in the country, or its change?", %


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

	Preservation of the current state of things is more important
	51.1
	53.4
	37.4
	49.7
	18.0

	Change of the current state of things is more important
	48.2
	37.8
	53.8
	41.2
	70.1

	DA/NA
	0.7
	8.8
	8.8
	9.1
	11.9


Answers to the question "Do you agree that heads of local bodies of executive authorities (governors, mayors of towns, etc.) should be elected by locals?" suggest that Belarusians do not have a special desire to shift in the direction of a further "verticalization" of power. The overwhelming majority (72.8%) support electiveness of heads at all levels, 17.1% are against it. A historical note suggests itself here. According to the official data, in November 1996 in the course of the second nation-wide referendum Belarusians renounced the right in the strongest possible terms. Thus they had established a precedent, and from then onward not a nation in the world had the courage to repeat it. Only 28.1% of the number of referendum participants declared for the appropriate constitutional amendment initiated by the deputies of the Supreme Soviet. At least such results were presented by the Central Election Committee under the direction of its new head L. Ermoshina.

Do the above mentioned poll results mean that a new referendum is expecting Belarusians? It might seem that the authorities obeying solely the people’s will must immediately get down to its organization. However, we are not so naive. As the answers to the question of Table 17 prove, the majority of Belarusians do not suffer from political naivety either. Even among supporters of the authorities there is a minority of those who believe the possibility for the population to influence decision making. Among opponents of the authorities the share of such optimists made up only 10.2%.
	Table 17

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s standing down from presidency life in Belarus will improve, others, on the contrary, think it will become worse. What do you think?", %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Including:

	
	
	Supporters of the authorities
	Opponents of the authorities

	Yes, it does
	26.8
	35.3
	10.2

	No, it does not
	64.2
	56.0
	85.1

	DA/NA
	9.0
	8.2
	4.4


Inability of public opinion to influence decision making testifies to the absence in Belarus of public opinion in its modern interpretation (public opinion is absent as an institution). It is for one thing. Secondly, absence of public opinion means absence of feedback by the authorities with the society. "Feedback, – as the political scientist N. Petrov observes – is not when a ruler asks something the advisers invited by him; it is when he is personally held responsible for actions or inaction, and the costs are compared with the results".

It should be mentioned that the political regime established in Belarus does not provide for the presence of the public opinion institution. Let us give the floor to its architect:

– "How do you interpret the notions "democracy", "publicity", "freedom of speech"?

– "The people carry out real democracy electing the head of state and legislative authority. After that head of state and deputies should act within the framework of the Constitution. That is all there is to democracy.

In other words, the Belarusian version of democracy limits participation of people in politics exclusively to the voting procedure. One comes to a polling station, fills in a ballot paper, puts it into a ballot box and goes home. Most important, at that very moment one should not get the desire to control the process of vote count. It is none of the people’s business!

The need for changes also has a market constituent, and it is rather impressive (Table 18). Let us mention that the number of market reforms supporters has coincided with the number of market economy supporters during the last two years. The latter in their turn are divided into supporters of market economy with a slight and considerable government control. The share of the former constituted 42% in March, 2011, and of the latter – 25.7%. However, one should not understand the figures straightforwardly. As in the case with the readiness to participate in protest actions, answers of respondents are declarative to a large extent. There is no guarantee that after transferring from redistributive economy to market economy with its fierce competition (for jobs among other things) many supporters of market reforms would not want to return under the guardianship of a “strong state” once again.
	Table 18

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think it is necessary to implement market reforms in 
Belarus?", %



	Variant of answer
	05'11
	12'11

	Yes
	66.6
	67.0

	No
	15.6
	16.5

	DA/NA
	17.8
	16.5


	Table 19

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How should the state and its citizens get along with each other?", %



	Variant of answer
	12'09
	12'11

	The state should take care of all its citizens and secure a decent level of life for them
	53.4
	51.2

	The state should make “rules of the game” common for everyone and watch that they are not violated
	27.0
	24.8

	The state should interfere in the life and economic activity of its citizens as little as possible
	17.2
	21.1

	DA/NA
	2.4
	2.9


Answers to the question of Table 19 confirm the validity of misgivings concerning market preferences of Belarusians. Though preponderance of the paternalistic state model is not large, it still enjoys greater popularity in the country than its western counterparts which regard a state as a guarantor of common for everyone "rules of the game" at that deprived of a possibility to directly influence economic activity of its citizens. Such a view of the state is peculiar not only to 57.1% of authorities’ supporters, but also to 41.4% of their political opponents. 48.6% of young people at the age up to 30 are not free of it, either. Among those who are older than 60 there are of course more of such people – 64%. Almost every second owner of a University diploma (46.4%) would like to see the state in the shape of a caring father of a patriarchal family, and among those with primary education – 77.1%.

If in the list of answers to the question about the relation between the state and the citizen the second and the third answers are replaced by the options presupposing greater independence of respondents ("People should show initiative and take care of themselves" and "People should make some sacrifices for the benefit of the state") what exactly was done in March, 2009, then the share of supporters of a paternalistic state will increase up to 67.3%! The share of those who announced their readiness "to make some sacrifices for the benefit of the state" came to nothing more than 10.2%! Everything is logical. The time when economic tasks could have been solved by means of mobilizing society’s energy has remained in the past for good. Even A. Lukashenko understands it today limiting his mobilization efforts solely to bureaucracy.

Whatever respondents mean today by the notion "cardinal changes in Belarus home and foreign policy", 37.1% believe in the possibility of implementing them within the next five years, 11.3% do not believe it, and 43.4% suppose they are hardly probable. Hope is an important factor of changes. It exactly woke up the society during the years of Gorbachev’s Perestroika. Today there is every indication that in Russia the society begins to awake through its direct involvement. As for Belarus, in spite of the quantitative prevalence of changes supporters over stability adherents in its present shape, the reason for appearance of hope has not emerged yet. It is clear that a decrease in the living standards is in principle not able to put in a claim for such a role.

Nevertheless, even with the absence of hope a demand for cardinal changes is being formed in Belarus. In December 57.7% of respondents said it, 12.4% opposed it, 16.5% treated the possible changes with indifference, and 13.4% found it difficult to answer. 

In the problem-free September of the year 2008, as well as at the peak of negative ramifications of the world financial crisis in March 2009, Belarusian society saw the authorities as the main subject of changes (Table 20). The crisis came from the West; however, it had no effect on the subjectness of the authorities. On the other hand, the hope that "foreign countries would help us" almost tripled (!). In December 2011 the West as an initiator of future changes drew back to the previous position under the influence of the anti-West propaganda and the fireworks of integration agreements with Russia; the latter, however, did not gain anything from it. To all appearances, an explanation for the paradox should be looked for in a decrease in popularity of A. Lukashenko – the main partner in negotiations with Russia. His falling rating exactly did not let the Union state partner raise his popularity as a source of future positive changes. As for the other subjects of changes (the people and opposition), neither the world nor the local Belarusian crisis told on their creative potential in any way. 
	Table 20

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you consider that such changes are possible, who, in your 
opinion, will initiate them?", % (more than one answer is possible)


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

	Belarusian people
	23.6
	20.3
	20.2

	Belarusian authorities
	32.7
	32.1
	18.1

	The West
	8.1
	22.1
	10.0

	Belarusian opposition
	9.8
	10.5
	10.0

	Russia
	6.3
	9.8
	9.7

	DA
	12.0
	14.7
	11.2


So far cardinal changes has not set in, let us return to the present day with the help of Table 21. In March 23.3% perceived the current situation as "Mounting of chaos, anarchy and the threat of a coup d'etat". There were three times less people with such perception of the current events a year before. In December, in conformity with the general tendency of a growth in the positive moods, a correction concerning assessments of development of the political situation in the country also took place: 16.5% of respondents discerned development of democracy in what was going on (+5.1. percentage points); however, the share of those who felt mounting of chaos decreased by 3.8 points.
	Table 21

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What direction is political life of Belarus developing in at the 
moment?", %



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

	Development of democracy
	23.5
	24.7
	11.4
	16.5

	Restoration of the former Soviet order
	19.9
	19.9
	17.6
	16.5

	Establishment of authoritarianism, dictatorship
	33.4
	29.4
	33.7
	31.7

	Mounting of chaos, anarchy and the threat of a coup d'etat
	7.3
	7.3
	23.3
	19.5

	DA/NA
	15.9
	18.7
	14.0
	15.8


The ratio of supporters of democracy and of a "strong hand" did not virtually change, either. In March, 2011 the advantage of the former over the latter was defined by the ratio 63.4% to 26.7%, in December – 61.4% to 24.8% (in March, 2010 – 53.9% to 32.1%). The mass demand for a “strong hand” is being formed under the conditions of an economic crisis engendered by liberal reforms. However, the present problems in economy have been generated by the excessive concentration of power in the hands of the authoritarian "father"; hence one should not expect a remake of the situation of 1994.
Drawing a conclusion to the topic of changes, we should mention that their amplitude was obviously not enough to transfer Belarusian society from the sleeping condition to the excited one. The data of Table 22 indirectly confirm the conclusion. People of the older generation remember the crowds which queued up at the newsstands at the beginning of the 90s in the previous century. Nothing of the kind is being observed today. The economic crisis did not provoke extra demand for political information. Today the need for it is not higher than it was during the presidential election campaign.

	Table 22

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you discuss social and political problems with your friends, relatives and colleagues?", %


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

	I discuss them constantly
	17.7
	16.8
	19.7
	18.1

	I discuss them from time to time
	53.1
	49.4
	55.6
	56.9

	I practically do not discuss them
	28.9
	33.6
	24.6
	24.7

	NA
	0.3
	0.2
	0.1
	0.3


Nevertheless, last year the main factors of Belarusian stability (the high electoral rating of the head of state and growth in the population’s real income) were struck a serious blow at. In the country where there is only one politician for 9.4 million people, an efficient mechanism of coordinating interests of various social groups does not exist and cannot exist. However, interests do not stop existing due to the fact. They are ready to break out from the underground and make themselves known any minute.

I believe because i am loyal
At the end of November D. Konovalov and V. Kovaliov accused of organizing an act of terror in Minsk underground were sentenced to the supreme penalty – execution. Just the way it should be in a split society, public opinion concerning the complicity of the persons under sentence of death in the act of terror in Minsk underground was divided: 37% believed the guilt of the sentenced, 43.4% did not believe it and 19.6% found it difficult to answer. In September only 21.2% of respondents agreed with the investigators’ theory that the crime had been committed by a lone terrorist and his accomplice backed up by no one, another 32.4% supposed that they had committed the crime, but had had instigators. 36.7% did not believe the accused were guilty.

Attitude to the investigators’ theory turned out to be extremely politicized (Table 23). If among supporters of the authority 50.6% agreed with it, among respondents in opposition – only 9% did. In full conformity with the socio-demographic structure of supporters and opponents of the authorities, women, elderly people and those whose education had limited itself to primary school believed the official line to a greater extent.

	Table 23

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In Minsk Dmitry Konovalov and Vladislav Kovalev suspected of carrying out an act of terror in the underground on April 11 were tried in court. The prosecutor demanded the death penalty for them. Do you believe that they are the ones who have committed the crime?" depending on socio-demographic characteristics and attitude to the authorities, %



	Variant of answer
	Yes
	No

	Gender:

	Male
	30.1
	50.7

	Female
	42.6
	37.3

	Age:

	18-29
	28.0
	50.9

	30-39
	27.3
	51.9

	40-49
	36.0
	43.8

	50-59
	41.4
	41.4

	60 +
	50.7
	30.5

	Education:

	Primary
	67.4
	20.0

	Incomplete secondary
	47.7
	31.8

	Secondary
	36.4
	45.2

	Vocational
	32.4
	46.6

	Higher
	31.1
	46.6

	Attitude to the authorities:

	Consider myself in opposition
	9.0
	77.3

	Do not consider myself in opposition
	50.6
	31.3


It should be mentioned that the level of trust in the judicial system is rather low in the society. In June, 2009 26.8% of Belarusians believed in equality of all the citizens before the law, and 32.5% – in the possibility for people holding senior positions to evade penalty. At that more than half of respondents (55.6%) supposed that those who had money and connections could also escape punishment for crimes. In December, 2010 speaking to the delegates of the IV All-Belarusian People’s Assembly A. Lukashenko had to acknowledge the fact that such structure of answers had been engendered not by the bias of sociologists, but by the reality: “Quite often we hear complaints about judicial agencies: “they are unjust”, “things are all wrong”… You know, it is bad when law-enforcement agencies and especially law-courts as the top of the pyramid are mistaken. This is people’s fate. But it is still worse when having made a mistake and later having seen it judicial agencies do not want to correct the mistake. It is inadmissible! More and more I, as the head of state constitutionally eligible to coordinate the branches of government, have to address such questions as the final authority. And you know, I will not tell you whether it happened often or sometimes, but it did happen that I had to correct judicial authorities, too. If people are not right, let us apologize and correct the mistake. They will understand”.

Belarus ranks second in Europe (after Russia) according to the number of convicted defendants per 100 thousand of the population. And the reason for the leadership in question is not only in the repressive authorities, it is in the repressive public conscience. In June, 2009 52% of Belarusians agreed that the fear of punishment was the main incentive for law-abidingness. Habit as an incentive inducing a person to orderliness was put by respondents to the second place – 20.3%, and belief in the correctness of laws ranked only third (16.3%). The absolute majority (53%) believes in negative ramifications of punishment mitigation even for petty crimes. Only 28.7% agree that mitigation of punishment will lead to positive consequences. As for the capital punishment, the number of its opponents still cannot exceed the number of its supporters (in November, 2010 – 42.4% vs. 48.3% respectively).

Political apathy as a stability factor

In spite of the notion spread in our daily life, a decrease in the population’s income does not lead to a growth in the protest moods. This political science axiom is being mastered with difficulty by the expert community in Belarus. Hopes for a “hot” autumn, which once again were not fated to come true, follow from here (Table 24). Formally, the number of those who proclaimed their readiness to participate in protest actions proved to be even smaller than in December 2008 when the situation in the country had begun to take a turn for the worse under the influence of the world financial crisis.
	Table 24

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If protest actions against worsening of the economic situation take place in your town (district), are you ready to participate in them?", %



	Variant of answer
	09'07
	12'08
	12'11

	Belarusian authorities
	32.7
	32.1
	18.1

	The West
	8.1
	22.1
	10.0

	Belarusian opposition
	9.8
	10.5
	10.0


Belarusian society, just as its cultural and geographical neighbor Russian society, can be in two states – sleeping and excited. The December events in Russia showed that several days were enough for transition from the former state to the latter. A ridiculous according to the Belarusian standards level of votes rigging in the course of the parliamentary elections (in the opinion of L. Gudkov, director of the Levada-center, it did not exceed the habitual 5-8%) was the reason for tens of thousands of Muscovites to walk into the square. However, we would not recommend interpreting the Russian experience in terms of Belarusian reality. As contrasted with the consolidated Belarusian authoritarianism, mild (unconsolidated) authoritarianism came into being in Russia under V. Putin. The very fact of the duo presence played a considerable part in rocking the political boat. Nothing of the kind is being observed in Belarus today.

The data of Table 25 confirm the conclusion drawn on the grounds of analyzing Table 24. Attention should be paid to the following: the share of respondents who had declared their readiness to participate in meetings and pickets coincided with the share of those who had expressed their desire to support actions against worsening of the economic situation. However, in the year of the third presidential elections at the peak of the growth in the population’s income, there number of potential participants in protest actions was the same.
	Table 25

	Dynamics of readiness to participate in public protest actions, %


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

	Meetings, pickets
	16.7
	15.1
	11.8
	16.0
	14.8

	Strikes
	12.9
	12.5
	8.6
	13.6
	11.4

	Armed struggle
	2.8
	5.1
	3.8
	5.0
	3.8

	Hunger strikes
	4.0
	5.7
	4.2
	6.6
	4.9


	Table 26

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


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

	Yes
	18.5
	16.5
	18.6
	18.9
	25.8
	28.3
	22.6

	No
	73.3
	72.5
	68.0
	72.4
	60.3
	56.0
	63.8

	DA/NA
	8.2
	11.0
	13.4
	8.7
	13.9
	15.7
	13.6


A decrease in the share of citizens in opposition to the authorities occurred within the framework of the general tendency of the positive moods’ growth (Table 26). During the “zero” years their number had never exceeded 20%, and in September of the previous year came close to 30%, but to find itself on the wrong side of thirty proved to be beyond its power. If Belarusian society is divided into the pro-Lukashenko “majority” and anti-Lukashenko "minority" not according to the criterion of trust/distrust in A. Lukashenko, but according to the opposition attitude criterion, then in September of the previous year the society structure usual for a sleeping state also preserved its original appearance.

Without expressing a personal desire to take part in protest actions, Belarusians are not averse to supporting those who are ready to participate in them. It is an open issue how this support can be expressed, but 16.8% definitely support the people, who publicly protest against the actions of the authorities, 26.9% – more likely support them (43.7% in the aggregate). 19% definitely do not support protesters, 21.1% – more likely do not support them (40.1% altogether), and 16.2% found it difficult to answer.

Unpopularity among Belarusians of non-violent mass actions which the political opposition has laid stress on for years of its work, is confirmed by the answers to the question: "If the authorities do not meet the requirements of people, then by what means should they be changed, in your opinion?" (Table 27). Almost every third Belarusian believes in the possibility to change the authorities by means of elections, another 20.2% pin their hopes on a referendum. The number of supporters of the Jesuits’ motto "the end justifies the means", who suppose that any actions would do for the sake of changing the regime, is the same in the country. For tolerant Belarusians used to living outside the legal terrain such an answer looks rather natural. However, concrete protest actions are not much sought after.
	Table 27

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If the authorities do not meet the requirements of people, 
then by what means should they be changed, in your opinion?"



	Variant of answer
	%

	By means of the next elections
	32.4

	By means of holding a referendum on distrust in the incumbent authorities and pre-term elections
	20.2

	By any actions favoring achievement of the goal
	20.1

	By means of non-violent actions (meetings, manifestations, demonstrations)
	6.6

	By addressing government authorities with the demand for their resignation 
	4.9

	By mass strikes
	2.4

	By other means
	12.6

	NA
	0.8


	Table 28

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to boycotting the forthcoming 
parliamentary elections which a part of the opposition is calling to?",%



	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Including:

	
	
	Opponents of the authorities
	Supporters of the authorities

	Positive
	11.6
	33.6
	5.2

	Indifferent
	30.9
	26.9
	31.0

	Negative
	21.2
	7.0
	27.8

	I haven’t heard anything about it
	35.8
	31.9
	22.7

	NA
	0.5
	0.6
	0.4


In 2012 Belarusians will have to participate in an election campaign once again. This time it is going to be a parliamentary election campaign. Once again the party opposition is facing Hamlet’s question: to participate in the elections (to be) or to boycott them (not to be). As for the society, in December 11.6% of respondents treated the idea of a boycott positively (Table 28). However, it is according to the whole sampling. If we take into account the split of Belarusian society, then among opponents of the authorities every third respondent is ready to boycott the parliamentary elections. There is no doubt that if leaders of political parties have a common opinion about the boycott, the share of the boycott’s supporters among adversaries of the authorities may grow considerably.

Answers to the question: "Some people think that parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better, others do not agree with it. And what is your opinion?" bring grist to the boycott’s mill. The answers show that 55.1% of respondents (77.6% among opponents of the authorities) consider that parliamentary elections cannot change the situation in the country for the better, and 23.2% stick to the opposite point of view (11.7% among opponents of the authorities).

The "People’s gathering" has become perhaps the main protest event after the summer "silent actions". Contrary to the expectations of its organizers it did not gather an appreciable number of participants. Nevertheless, almost every third Belarusian (31.9%) was aware of its holding on October 8. Attitude of respondents to the resolution adopted at the "People’s gathering" is presented in Table 29. It raises no doubts that the overwhelming majority of respondents supported suggestions about arresting of the rise in prices, as well as adjustment of salaries and pensions. More than two thirds also supported securing of a possibility to freely buy hard currency. Taking into account the level of dollarization of Belarusian economy, it was difficult to expect anything different. However, the destiny of political prisoners turned out to make no difference to a third of respondents. Virtually half of them declared for holding of new free presidential and parliamentary elections, which indirectly confirms the fall of the authorities’ legitimacy under the conditions of the current crisis.
	Table 29

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Participants of the "People’s gathering" adopted some 
resolutions and turned them over to the authorities. What is your attitude to the resolutions?", %


	Variant of answer
	I support 

them
	I do not support them
	They make no difference to me
	NA

	To arrest the rise in prices
	83.7
	2.2
	10.3
	3.8

	To adjust salaries and pensions for the rise in prices
	82.5
	2.3
	11.5
	3.7

	To secure a possibility for the citizens to freely buy hard currency and to pay loans in Belarusian rubles
	67.6
	2.1
	26.5
	3.8

	To rescind the system of short-term compulsory contracts
	54.4
	7.4
	34.5
	3.7

	To encourage business initiative and give entrepreneurs an opportunity to create new jobs 
	62.8
	5.1
	28.3
	3.8

	To release and completely reinstate in civil rights all political prisoners 
	41.6
	20.6
	34.2
	3.6

	To hold new free presidential and parliamentary elections
	48.6
	18.2
	29.4
	3.8


The crisis showed that as before apolitical citizens remain the social basis of the authorities in Belarus. Dissatisfaction with the economic situation decreased the level of trust in the power-holding institutions, but did not lead to a parallel growth in protest moods. No need for alternative leaders and ideas appeared. Under the established conditions some disinflation was enough for a growth in positive moods by the society. Taking into account the fact that from the beginning of 2012 the price for the Russian gas is going to be decreased almost two-fold, the state will be given an extra chance to concentrate under its "roof" financial resources which as usual will be spent on buying votes during parliamentary elections. If no force majéur happens (considering the condition of the world economy, such a possibility is rather serious), then the growth in positive moods registered in December might continue.

Factors of a geopolitical choice 

In the course of the December opinion poll respondents were asked traditional questions about their geopolitical orientation. Trends of the answers to the corresponding questions are presented in the following tables (Tables 30-32).
	Table 30

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



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

	For integration
	47.0
	51.3 
	53.8
	57.5
	42.9
	46.4 
	43.6
	35.7
	39.1
	29.8
	29.2 
	31.4
	29.0

	Against integration
	34.1
	26.4 
	26.3
	23.8
	25.0
	33.5 
	31.6
	38.8
	40.6
	46.9
	53.1 
	47.8
	42.9


	Table 31

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



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

	For
	60.9
	56.4
	36.7
	36.6
	37.1
	30.1
	40.7
	35.3
	48.6
	45.1
	35.9

	Against
	10.9
	11.9
	38.3
	36.2
	35.0
	40.6
	34.6
	40.6
	30.5
	32.4
	36.9


	Table 32

	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
	12'05
	06'06
	12'07
	12'08
	12'09
	12'10
	03'11
	06'11
	09'11
	12'11

	Integration with the Russia
	47.6
	49.3
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	46.0
	42.3
	38.1
	31.5
	35.3
	41.5
	41.4

	Joining the EU
	36.1
	33.7
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	30.1
	42.1
	38.0
	50.5
	44.5
	42.0
	39.1


The data of Tables 30-32 show a shift of public opinion geopolitical priorities which occurred during the last quarter – farther from Europe. However, the changes reveal themselves to a different extent by various wordings of the questions. For instance, when respondents answered a dichotomic question "either-or", a decrease in the share of Euro-integration supporters proved to be within the bounds of the coverage error. On the other hand, when respondents answered a direct question about Euro-integration, a decrease in the share of its supporters was appreciable (by 10 percentage points). At the same time, an increase in the share of opponents of this type of integration was also significant.

At that the shares of adherents of integration with Russia have changed during the quarter within the bounds of the statistical error, as far as answers to both the dichotomic and the direct questions are concerned.

Scrutinizing the indicators’ dynamics during a longer period of time we have to ascertain a rough balance of supporters of integration with the East and the West. There is already no stable advantage in favor of Russia which characterized the situation at the beginning of the zero years; however, there is no advantage in favor of Europe, either. Episodes arousing enthusiasm by the adherents of the European choice give place to coming full circle – to an approximate parity.

A certain lack of coordination between the political process and public conscience should be noted here. A clear rapprochement of official Minsk and Moscow took place precisely during the last quarter. Russia granted Belarus rather impressive economic preferences. An intention to create the Eurasian Union was declared at the meeting of leaders of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia. All this, though, influenced the structure of geopolitical priorities of Belarusians rather insignificantly (Table 33). Positive attitude to the corresponding declaration of a new geopolitical formation proved to be far from universal.
	Table 33

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Recently in Moscow presidents of Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan signed a declaration on Eurasian economic integration. In the opinion of the Belarusian authorities, the new amalgamation is called "to become the key regional player which will help to build up relationship with the leading world economic structures", and in the opinion of the opposition, "participation of Belarus in Eurasian integration will adversely influence the country’s prospects of integrating into the world’s economic and political space". And what is your attitude to it?"



	Variant of answer
	%

	Positive
	33.2

	Indifferent
	38.2

	Negative
	13.6

	DA/NA
	15.0


Indifference is the prevailing attitude by every second respondent expressed either directly or indirectly. Perhaps, the truth is that during the years Belarusians have been "overfed" by integration with Russia and the fussing around of various integration forms makes the majority treat the appearance of the new ones with philosophical calm. The fact that the present initiative might be quite serious for the first time, to all appearances, is not perceived by public opinion so far. A comparatively small share of its supporters and a still smaller share of its ardent opponents follow from here. It should also be noted that due to various reasons the official Belarusian mass media did not display any special enthusiasm regarding the new integration initiatives either, and did not conceal problems connected with them.

There is also no unity among respondents concerning the motives followed by Russia when it brings forward new integration initiatives, as well as concerning the objectives pursued by it (Table 34).
	Table 34

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In recent years Russia has initiated a number of integration projects such as the Customs Union, the Common Free Market Zone and now the Eurasian Union. What do you think about these Russian projects?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	These are merely economic projects and they do not set political goals
	29.6

	This is an answer to integration of European states
	24.7

	It is an attempt to restore the USSR
	18.7

	It is manifestation of imperial aspirations
	17.4

	DA
	17.9


Only a small part of respondents sees imperial intentions in the suggestions of Moscow. The relative majority perceive in them purely economic undertakings. Nevertheless few respondents expect general improvement of life from the projects; only 24.1% suppose that ordinary people will benefit from their implementation and 44.3% are sure that the authorities and officials will benefit from them. Perhaps, a rather cool attitude to the new integration "triumphs" is caused by such conceptions.

The data of the December opinion poll also showed stability in other assessments of various aspects of relations with Russia. Thus, cultural identities of Belarusians did not virtually change for the last year (Table 35). A slight decrease in the number of those who consider themselves to be closer to Europeans also confirms a slight decrease in the number of those who support Euro-integration of Belarus (see Table 31).
	Table 35

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Who do you feel closer to – to Russians, or to Europeans?", %



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

	To Russians
	74.5
	69.9
	68.0

	To Europeans
	19.4
	29.6
	25.8

	NA
	6.1
	0.5
	6.2


	Table 36

	Relationship of cultural identity to a geopolitical choice, %



	Variant of answer
	For integration with the Russia
	For joining the EU

	Closer to Russians
	90.6
	40.4

	Closer to Europeans
	5.9
	53.4


Cultural identity remains an important factor determining a geopolitical choice (Table 36). However, the data of Table 36 let us talk about the one-sided nature of determination: among "Belo-Russians" an overwhelming majority, almost everybody, notes their propinquity to Russians. At the same time, there are a little bit more than half of those who consider themselves closer to Europeans among "Euro-Belarusians", whereas 40% of those who make their political choice in favor of Europe identify themselves with the East, with Russia, in the cultural sense.

The opinion poll showed that respondents’ attitude to the possibility of participation of Russian capital in Belarusian privatization has not virtually changed during the ten-year period (Table 37).
	Table 37

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Is it acceptable or not, in your opinion, for Russian capital to 
participate in privatization of Belarusian enterprises?", %



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

	
	
	
	All 
respondents 
	Trust the president
	Do not trust the president
	For integration with the Russia
	For joining the EU

	It is acceptable
	43.9
	44.2
	44.3
	46.8
	44.1
	54.7
	39.0

	It is inadmissible
	35.0
	44.5
	39.5
	32.0
	44.4
	30.6
	48.1

	DA/NA
	21.1
	11.3
	16.2
	21.1
	11.5
	14.7
	12.9


There is certain symbolism in the dates of the opinion polls presented in Table 37: in April, 2002 a Russian-Belarusian agreement was signed according to which the gas price for Belarus equaled the one for Smolensk region of the RF in exchange for privatization of Beltransgaz by Gazprom, and in December, 2011 Beltransgaz was completely sold to Gazprom. However, the population’s attitude practically did not change.

A peculiarity, noted already in June, 2008, draws attention to itself: the shares of adherents of Russian capital participation in Belarusian privatization are approximately equal among supporters and opponents of the president. At that time we suggested the following explanation of the proximity: "On the one hand, those who do not trust A. Lukashenko are more market-oriented than their opponents, and that is why they should support privatization. On the other hand, they are inclined to solve the eternal for Belarusians dilemma "East-West" in favor of the West, therefore it would be only natural to suppose that they will declare against Russian capital. Their opponents are anti-marketers and anti-westerners within the framework of the given logic, which does not help to clearly define their position on the question of admissibility of Russian capital participation in privatization either". To all appearances, the mentioned explanation is also true three years later. However, already the dilemma “East-West” itself visibly divides supporters of this or that geopolitical choice regarding participation of Russian capital in Belarusian privatization: among "Euro-Belarusians" the attitude to it is more restrained and the assessments balance is negative. A geopolitical choice proves to be stronger than economic preferences.

The data of Table 38 describe the frequency of visiting foreign countries by Belarusians. It follows from the table that the majority of trips fall on the CIS countries – 47.7% visited them, 39.7% out of them came to Russia. At the same time, 21.4% of Belarusians – approximately every fifth respondent – visited the EU countries, including the Baltic States. At that 41.6% have not been abroad at all for the last 5 years.
	Table 38

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How often have you been abroad for the last five years?", %



	Variant of answer
	Several times a month
	Several times a year
	Once in several years
	I have not been
	NA

	In Russia
	3.5
	12.9
	23.3
	58.2
	2.1

	In the CIS countries (except Russia)
	1.3
	8.0
	19.3
	68.6
	2.8

	In the Baltic States
	0.6
	3.1
	7.2
	85.7
	3.4

	In the EU countries (except the Baltic States)
	1.7
	5.2
	9.9
	80.2
	3.0

	In the USA
	–
	0.3
	1.3
	94.9
	3.5

	In other countries (Turkey, Egypt and other)
	0.8
	2.1
	13.0
	80.9
	3.2


	Table 39

	Relationship of the frequency of trips abroad to the age and geopolitical preferences*, %



	Variant of answer
	Have been in Russia during five years
	Have been in the EU (except the Baltic States)

	Age:

	18-29
	44.0
	25.6

	30-50
	47.0
	18.0

	60 +
	18.6
	5.4

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

	For integration with the RF
	36.2
	11.0

	For joining the EU
	45.9
	26.7

	Do you feel closer to Russians or to Europeans?

	To Russians
	36.6
	10.6

	To Europeans
	46.9
	32.6

	* The table is read across


According to Table 39, elderly people go abroad least of all, and they go to Russia three times more often than to the West. As for the youth, they travel to the East almost as frequently as the Belarusians of the middle age; however, they go to the West appreciably (five times) more often than elderly people, although young people often visit Russia, too.

Connection with geopolitical priorities and cultural identifications turned out to be less anticipated. It is not surprising that "Euro-Belarusians" go to the West more often than “Belo-Russians”. However, they also go to Russia more often than supporters of the Russian vector. The same is with the cultural identification: those who consider themselves closer to Europeans go to Russia more often than those who consider themselves closer to Russians.

One of the explanations may consist in the following: precisely the more frequent trips to Russia, acquaintance with the daily life there turn "Euro-Belarusians" off of a geopolitical choice in favor of that country. However, this explanation is not exhaustive, as "Belo-Russians" also go to the East quite often, and it is doubtful whether they have the luck to encounter solely attractive traits of Russian life.

The explanation lies more likely in the socio-demographic characteristics of the people making this or that geopolitical choice (Table 40).
	Table 40

	Relationship of geopolitical preferences and cultural identifications to socio-demographic 
characteristics*, %



	Variant of answer
	If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what would you choose?
	Who do you feel closer to – to Russians or to Europeans?

	
	For integration with the Russia
	For joining the EU
	To Russians
	To Europeans

	Gender:

	Male
	36.5
	45.7
	63.5
	29.3

	Female
	45.5
	33.9
	71.7
	22.9

	Age:

	18-29
	28.0
	55.7
	50.6
	43.7

	30-59
	41.2
	40.0
	69.0
	24.1

	60 +
	55.4
	20.6
	83.4
	11.5

	Education

	Primary
	54.2
	13.5
	91.7
	6.3

	Incomplete secondary
	55.6
	21.3
	84.1
	9.3

	Secondary
	37.7
	42.0
	65.1
	28.1

	Vocational
	43.5
	39.4
	67.6
	26.1

	Higher
	36.2
	47.9
	60.5
	33.3

	Type of settlement

	Capital
	37.2
	46.1
	57.0
	35.2

	Region center
	42.2
	39.5
	66.9
	25.1

	City
	42.6
	34.1
	72.9
	23.2

	Town
	40.1
	39.7
	63.9
	30.8

	Village
	43.8
	37.4
	75.6
	17.7

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	29.9
	54.3
	51.1
	41.6

	Yes, several times a week
	37.8
	45.1
	60.2
	32.5

	Yes, several times a month
	39.1
	42.2
	66.4
	30.5

	Yes, several times a year
	66.7
	23.3
	83.3
	6.7

	No
	47.1
	29.8
	78.5
	15.7

	I do not know what it is
	64.3
	14.3
	91.4
	4.3

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes, I do
	60.9
	19.0
	86.5
	9.7

	No, I do not
	30.7
	51.9
	58.4
	34.3

	* The table is read across


As it follows from the data of Table 40, groups with a higher social capital – men, educated, young, and middle age people, and city dwellers – are more inclined to the European choice. They are also more dynamic, geographically among other things. That is why the geopolitical choice, as well as the frequency of trips abroad (including to Russia), is explained in the given case virtually by one and the same factor – by the volume of the social capital. 

This conclusion is also confirmed by the connection between a geopolitical choice and a notion about the role of the state in the life of a society (Table 41).
	Table 41

	Relationship of the geopolitical choice to the answers to the question: "In your opinion, how should 
the state and its citizens get along with each other?", %



	Variant of answer
	For integration with the Russia
	For joining the EU

	The state should take care of all its citizens securing a decent level of life for them
	44.8
	32.7

	The state should make “rules of the game” common for everyone and watch that they are not violated
	46.8
	35.6

	The state should interfere in the life and economic activity of its citizens as little as possible
	25.7
	60.5

	* The table is read across


Respondents sharing libertarian conceptions about the role of the state are more strongly attached by the European Union; supporters of liberal and more patriarchal conceptions prefer Russia to a greater degree. Ideological convictions are not directly connected with life circumstances. There are rich people with socialist views and poor people who believe that the state does not owe them anything, and they should count only on themselves. Nevertheless, a certain connection can be retraced: people with greater opportunities, with a larger social capital are less inclined to treat the state as a social security department, and in Belarus they are more oriented toward Europe.

What is indeed partly paradoxical? Let us take, for example, such indicator of the income inequality of the country’s population as the decile coefficient – exceeding of the income of 10% of the richest people in the country over the income of 10% of their poorest fellow countrymen. As per the data of the U.N., in 2008 it constituted 6.9 in Belarus, in Germany – also 6.9, in Poland – 8.8, in Lithuania – 10.4, in Russia – 12.7 (!). In other words, according to the coefficient which measures the degree of social inequality, Russia is not only the country of lower social equality than Belarus, but also than old and  new  countries-the-members  of the European Union. The Russian socio-economic system provides its "week" strata of the people with a smaller part of the national “pie”, than Belarus and the EU countries.

It is not clear, though, why the "week" strata of the population with a smaller social capital choose Russia where people of the same social standing are having a harder time than in the European "states of universal well-being".
One of the explanation is that they choose not Russia itself, but its, so to say, projection on Belarus. Russians can build their state on any principles, but, thanks to their generosity, there is a possibility to pursue a generous social policy in Belarus.

However, such an explanation is hardly exhaustive. As it has been shown above, cultural identifications are also closely connected with the social capital – representatives of the "week" social groups far more often associate themselves with Russians. And this in its turn conditions a geopolitical choice to a considerable extent.

Who will take a grenade launcher?

At the beginning of November A. Lukashenko announced creating of a territorial defense system in Belarus. According to the plan, it should become something like another army, a partisan movement just like the one that existed in Belarus during the years of World War II. The territorial defense announcement was made at the final stage of the Libyan revolution. The idea was partly motivated by the events in Libya where an insurrection of M. Gaddafi’s opponents was supported by NATO forces.

However, efficiency of such a system of territorial defense depends not only on its financial and organizational support, but also on people’s readiness to participate in it and on their attitude to it. During the course of the December opinion poll we tried to clarify the above mentioned attitude (Table 42).
	Table 42

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Recently A. Lukashenko announced that "the West is striving for undermining the situation in Belarus in order to include the republic into the sphere of its influence" and that is why it is necessary "to prepare the population so that they could at that very moment when it becomes urgent take a gun, a machinegun or a grenade launcher at the place where they are called up for military service and perform their functions". Some people support the idea of territorial defense development, others do not. And what is your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	I support the development of territorial defense, cost what it may 
	27.7

	I do not support the development of territorial defense – it is a waste of money
	54.7

	DA/NA
	17.6


As it can be seen, people’s support turned out to be rather restrained – only a bit more than a quarter of respondents. The data of Table 43 let us find out what the degree of support depends on, among which strata of the Belarusian population it is higher, and among which it is lower.

Attitude to the authorities exerts the strongest influence on the authorities’ initiative concerning territorial defense: the number of territorial defense adherents exceeds 50% among their supporters proving to be approximately two times larger than the sample average. At the same time, among opponents of the authorities negative attitude towards creating of the "people’s army" turns out to be almost general.

Assessments of the country’s economic climate and demographic characteristics are the factors that follow political preferences according to the influence force. Those who are not satisfied with their financial standing are ready to support the new defense initiative of the authorities to a much lesser extent. On the whole, the youth and middle-aged people estimate it equally negatively; however, even among older people the assessments’ balance is virtually zero. Among the groups with different level of education it is positive only in the group of respondents with primary education. The share of territorial defense opponents grows linearly at passing to the groups with a higher level of education. And those who do not tear their hands away from a computer keyboard are not very much inspired by the idea to replace it by a "partisan" grenade launcher either.
	Table 43

	Relationship of the attitude to the territorial defense to socio-demographic characteristics and political assessments*, %



	Variant of answer
	I support the development of territorial defense
	I do not support the development of territorial defense

	Age:

	18-29
	21.7
	58.6

	30-50
	25.8
	59.7

	60 +
	38.0
	39.4

	Education:

	Primary
	53.1
	26.0

	Incomplete secondary
	32.7
	39.3

	Secondary
	27.1
	56.2

	Vocational
	25.6
	56.9

	Higher
	22.3
	62.8

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	25.4
	59.9

	Yes, several times a week
	23.2
	59.3

	Yes, several times a month
	17.1
	58.1

	Yes, several times a year
	32.3
	41.9

	No
	30.2
	51.7

	I do not know what it is
	51.4
	32.9

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

	It has improved
	52.3
	30.8

	It has not changed
	28.5
	47.1

	It has become worse
	24.2
	62.3

	What statement corresponds to the situation?

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible to live
	39.2
	34.6

	It is difficult to live, but it is possible to endure
	29.8
	52.8

	It is impossible to endure our misery any longer
	18.5
	69.3

	Who is responsible for the current crisis in Belarus?

	President
	15.9
	72.4

	Opposition
	49.6
	36.1

	USA
	46.9
	40.2

	Do you think it is necessary to implement market reforms in Belarus?

	Yes
	24.1
	61.9

	No
	46.4
	36.0

	Do you trust the president?

	I do
	51.7
	26.5

	I do not
	16.3
	72.3

	Do you trust the opposition parties?

	I do
	17.3
	72.3

	I do not
	34.7
	49.1

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

	For A. Lukashenko
	54.0
	20.2

	For A. Sannikov
	7.4
	89.8

	For V. Neklyaev
	29.3
	67.4

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	11.1
	85.4

	No
	35.8
	44.2

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

	For integration with the Russia
	39.2
	41.4

	For joining the EU
	17.9
	72.0

	* The table is read across


It should be noted that if among the groups with negative attitude to the authorities negative perception of territorial defense is almost general, the share of the undertaking adherents is only a little bit more than 50% even among supporters of the authorities.

It is instructive to compare the data of Table 42 with the answers to a question from an opinion poll held four years ago (Table 44).
	Table 44

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What do you think of the statement made by A. Lukashenko in the course of the recent press conference for Russian journalists: "If tanks come from there (i.e. from the West) and go to Russia, we will die here for Russia. And our people should be ready for it"?", %


	Variant of answer
	11'06

	I approve of the statement and support it
	25.9

	It makes no difference to me
	10.8

	I disapprove of the satement and do not support it
	51.4


As it can be seen, the ratio of assessments is rather similar to the ratio of territorial defense assessments. Thus Belarusians are inclined to run about with grenade launchers approximately to the same extent as they are ready to throw themselves under tanks. 

Libyan revolution and public opinion of Belarus

The data of the December opinion poll give us an opportunity to estimate attitude of Belarusians to the overthrow of the Libyan leader M. Gaddafi (Table 45).

	Table 45

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Ruler of Libya Muammar Gaddafi was overthrown and killed last year as a result of months-long battles. What do you think about the events that happened there?"



	Variant of answer
	%

	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	35.5

	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya
	35.0

	DA/NA
	29.5


The Belarusian official mass media were persistently convincing their audience of the second version of the Libyan events. President A. Lukashenko characterized them rather unambiguously: "How can we regard the activity of NATO troops in Libya? As violation of the United Nations Security Council mandate… It was aggression; the leadership of the country is killed, not only Muammar Gaddafi. At that, how was he killed? He might have been shot or perished in a battle. However, it happened with the help of special service agencies (don’t think that he, head of state, was detained by lads – you know how he was guarded). Seizure of the country’s leader was carried out by NATO Tactical Assault Groups. He was humiliated, taunted, shot at, raped being wounded; his arms were twisted and broken, and then he was tortured to death. They were worse than fascists in their day".

However, opinion of the Belarusian society in this respect was divided virtually in half. What did it depend on? The data of Table 46 give us an answer to the question.
	Table 46

	Relationship of assessment of M. Gaddafi’s overthrow to socio-demographic characteristics and 
political assessments, %



	Variant of answer
	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya

	Age:

	18-29
	39.0
	32.8

	30-50
	35.7
	37.6

	60 +
	31.5
	31.2

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

	It has improved
	25.9
	26.9

	It has not changed
	38.7
	31.1

	It has become worse
	35.5
	38.7

	Who is responsible for the current crisis in Belarus? 

	President
	42.2
	35.2

	Opposition
	29.9
	34.3

	USA
	26.9
	43.8

	Is it necessary, in your opinion, to implement market reforms in Belarus?

	Yes
	42.0
	33.7

	No
	25.2
	44.8

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	24.5
	40.0

	No
	45.1
	33.7

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

	For integration with the Russia
	26.0
	44.8

	For joining the EU
	49.8
	27.0

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	58.3
	28.6

	No
	29.0
	37.8


Attitude to the incumbent Belarusian authorities proves to be the strongest differentiate factor. In this case deviation from the mean values makes up to 13 percentage points. Perhaps, to some extent it happens due to projecting of the Libyan situation onto the Belarusian one. However, a more natural interpretation consists in the following: people who do not trust the authorities do not trust the information coming from them, as well as assessments of the events occurring in the world. This version is confirmed by the fact that people who also have every reason to be dissatisfied with the home authorities (e.g., those who stated worsening of their financial position), but who have not lost their trust in them, are less inclined to support the version of a people’s uprising in Libya than respondents who do not trust the Belarusian leadership.

Results of the opinion poll conducted in December, 2011 (%)
1. "How is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus within the next few years?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	It is going to improve
	17.1
	13.7
	16.3
	12.9
	15.9
	13.8
	21.5
	20.3

	It is not going to change
	24.8
	25.5
	22.2
	19.0
	17.0
	26.5
	21.9
	34.6

	It is going to become worse
	45.0
	51.0
	49.7
	48.3
	54.9
	47.0
	44.5
	32.0

	DA/NA
	13.1
	9.8
	11.8
	19.8
	12.2
	12.7
	12.1
	13.1


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is going to improve
	22.1
	18.5
	17.1
	15.1
	18.1

	It is not going to change
	50.5
	25.9
	24.4
	22.7
	19.7

	It is going to become worse
	21.1
	36.1
	45.8
	49.2
	48.2

	DA/NA
	6.3
	19.4
	12.7
	13.1
	13.9


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is going to improve
	11.4
	18.4
	16.3
	21.6
	9.6

	It is not going to change
	20.0
	23.2
	23.5
	33.8
	16.4

	It is going to become worse
	56.9
	43.8
	52.0
	32.7
	56.2

	DA/NA
	11.7
	14.6
	8.2
	11.9
	17.8


Table 1.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is going to improve
	13.3
	9.3
	37.6
	20.5
	9.0
	17.0
	15.0

	It is not going to change
	23.2
	33.9
	18.3
	32.2
	23.1
	22.7
	21.1

	It is going to become worse
	44.4
	48.9
	39.4
	39.8
	49.7
	48.4
	44.5

	DA/NA
	19.1
	7.9
	4.7
	7.5
	18.2
	11.9
	19.4


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is going to improve
	13.3
	10.3
	21.6
	24.0
	16.4

	It is not going to change
	23.2
	20.3
	23.9
	20.6
	32.3

	It is going to become worse
	44.4
	55.2
	43.6
	43.9
	40.5

	DA/NA
	19.1
	14.2
	10.9
	11.5
	10.8


2. "In your opinion, which of the given below statements best corresponds to the established 
situation?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age:

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

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible to live
	15.6
	16.0
	14.4
	14.3
	15.2
	13.2
	13.2
	21.1

	It is difficult to live, but it is possible to endure
	52.2
	50.0
	48.4
	51.7
	52.3
	52.0
	55.1
	52.3

	It is impossible to endure our 
misery any longer
	29.7
	34.0
	35.2
	31.3
	29.5
	31.7
	28.7
	25.1

	DA/NA
	2.5
	0
	2.0
	2.7
	3.0
	3.1
	3.0
	1.5


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible to live
	25.0
	13.9
	14.2
	14.2
	17.8

	It is difficult to live, but it is possible to 
endure
	61.5
	50.9
	50.1
	52.7
	52.8

	It is impossible to endure our misery any longer
	13.5
	31.5
	32.9
	30.9
	26.9

	DA/NA
	0
	3.7
	2.8
	2.2
	2.5


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible to live
	14.5
	2.4
	19.4
	21.4
	15.1

	It is difficult to live, but it is 
possible to endure
	49.5
	57.0
	44.9
	51.9
	32.9

	It is impossible to endure our 
misery any longer
	32.3
	28.0
	35.7
	25.1
	47.9

	DA/NA
	3.7
	2.6
	0
	1.6
	4.1


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

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible to live
	14.7
	11.5
	10.6
	20.5
	9.0
	23.7
	21.7

	It is difficult to live, but it is possible to endure
	51.2
	67.4
	22.6
	63.7
	49.8
	56.5
	56.5

	It is impossible to endure our misery any longer
	34.1
	18.9
	64.1
	15.8
	38.2
	14.1
	17.0

	DA/NA
	0
	2.2
	2.7
	0
	3.0
	5.7
	4.8


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Everything is not so bad and it is possible 
to live
	14.7
	15.3
	10.2
	22.1
	16.7

	It is difficult to live, but it is possible to 
endure
	51.2
	55.7
	53.4
	44.1
	54.9

	It is impossible to endure our misery 
any longer
	34.1
	25.6
	34.4
	30.8
	24.9

	DA/NA
	0
	3.4
	2.0
	3.0
	3.5


3. "If protest actions against worsening of the economic situation take place in your town (district), are you ready to participate in them?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes
	14.7
	34.0
	22.2
	19.7
	13.6
	15.6
	13.5
	7.4

	No
	73.9
	50.0
	60.1
	61.2
	73.9
	72.0
	78.6
	86.9

	DA/NA
	11.4
	16.0
	17.7
	19.1
	12.5
	12.4
	7.9
	5.7


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	3.1
	10.2
	16.3
	15.5
	15.9

	No
	96.9
	80.6
	71.5
	71.2
	72.2

	DA/NA
	0
	9.2
	12.2
	13.3
	11.9


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	21.5
	11.5
	30.3
	8.9
	21.6

	No
	60.4
	77.4
	51.5
	86.0
	68.1

	DA/NA
	18.1
	11.1
	18.2
	5.1
	10.3


Table 3.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	16.0
	21.1
	6.5
	24.0
	14.5
	10.3
	10.5

	No
	70.0
	71.4
	81.9
	70.2
	65.5
	81.1
	78.6

	DA/NA
	14.0
	7.5
	11.6
	5.8
	20.0
	8.6
	10.9


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	16.0
	10.3
	20.7
	8.7
	15.9

	No
	70.0
	77.9
	66.2
	79.8
	76.2

	DA/NA
	14.0
	11.8
	13.1
	11.5
	7.9


4. "What is more important for you today – preservation of the current state of things in the country, 
or its change?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age:

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

	Preservation of the current state of things is more important
	18.0
	8.0
	11.1
	8.1
	12.8
	14.2
	20.0
	32.0

	Change of the current state of things is more important
	70.1
	80.0
	79.1
	78.4
	76.6
	73.8
	65.3
	56.9

	DA/NA
	11.9
	12.0
	9.8
	13.5
	10.6
	12.1
	14.7
	11.1


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Preservation of the current state of things is more important
	54.2
	24.1
	14.2
	13.3
	18.1

	Change of the current state of things is more important
	34.4
	63.9
	73.8
	75.1
	69.3

	DA/NA
	11.4
	12.0
	12.0
	11.6
	12.6


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Preservation of the current state of things is more important
	10.5
	16.1
	8.1
	32.1
	9.5

	Change of the current state 
of things is more important
	80.9
	69.9
	84.8
	55.5
	77.0

	DA/NA
	8.6
	14.0
	7.1
	12.4
	13.5


Table 4.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Preservation of the current state of things is more 
important
	16.3
	23.8
	7.4
	29.2
	9.0
	26.1
	17.9

	Change of the current state 
of things is more important
	70.4
	64.8
	89.9
	62.0
	81.0
	55.1
	63.3

	DA/NA
	13.3
	11.4
	2.7
	8.8
	10.0
	18.8
	18.8


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Preservation of the current state of things 
is more important
	16.3
	6.5
	21.1
	17.2
	25.2

	Change of the current state of things is 
more important
	70.4
	76.2
	71.1
	72.1
	63.8

	DA/NA
	13.3
	17.3
	7.8
	10.7
	11.0


5. "Do you think it is necessary to implement market reforms in Belarus?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes
	67.0
	72.0
	72.5
	70.9
	70.5
	72.0
	61.7
	59.6

	No
	16.5
	10.0
	13.7
	11.5
	10.5
	13.1
	21.4
	23.5

	DA/NA
	16.5
	18.0
	13.8
	17.6
	19.0
	14.9
	16.9
	16.9


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	49.0
	57.4
	69.1
	68.2
	69.9

	No
	32.3
	24.1
	15.8
	14.0
	13.9

	DA/NA
	18.7
	18.5
	15.1
	17.8
	16.2


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	71.4
	69.5
	69.4
	59.3
	60.8

	No
	12.0
	14.7
	15.3
	24.8
	12.2

	DA/NA
	16.6
	15.8
	15.3
	15.9
	27.0


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
	73.7
	74.0
	53.9
	54.4
	80.1
	71.2
	58.8

	No
	6.8
	14.5
	33.2
	33.9
	5.0
	6.2
	19.7

	DA/NA
	19.5
	11.5
	12.9
	11.7
	14.9
	22.6
	21.5


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	73.7
	65.3
	64.8
	70.2
	63.1

	No
	6.8
	13.7
	17.4
	16.8
	24.5

	DA/NA
	19.5
	21.0
	17.8
	13.0
	12.4


6. "Does public opinion influence political and socio-economic decision making in our country?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age:

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

	Yes, it does
	26.8
	26.0
	24.2
	21.8
	19.6
	17.8
	27.4
	42.6

	No, it does not
	64.2
	68.0
	69.3
	66.7
	72.8
	72.2
	64.3
	47.5

	DA/NA
	9.0
	6.0
	6.5
	11.5
	7.2
	10.0
	8.3
	9.9


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, it does
	63.5
	39.3
	24.8
	21.8
	21.8

	No, it does not
	27.1
	51.4
	68.5
	67.8
	67.5

	DA/NA
	9.4
	9.3
	6.7
	10.4
	10.7


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, it does
	16.6
	24.5
	21.4
	42.6
	19.2

	No, it does not
	76.0
	66.2
	71.4
	47.2
	71.2

	DA/NA
	7.4
	9.3
	7.2
	10.2
	9.6


Table 6.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, it does
	24.9
	22.5
	9.7
	35.1
	27.4
	37.5
	34.9

	No, it does not
	68.3
	71.8
	84.3
	57.9
	62.6
	49.4
	49.3

	DA/NA
	6.8
	5.7
	6.0
	7.0
	10.0
	13.1
	15.8


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, it does
	24.9
	28.9
	28.9
	20.5
	29.6

	No, it does not
	68.3
	61.2
	66.9
	66.2
	59.9

	DA/NA
	6.8
	9.9
	4.2
	13.3
	10.5


7. "Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s standing down from presidency life in Belarus will improve, others, on the contrary, think it will become worse. What do you think?"

Table 7.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Life will improve
	31.7
	38.0
	38.6
	42.2
	44.5
	32.2
	26.3
	16.9

	Life will remain the same
	29.9
	34.0
	26.1
	25.9
	26.8
	34.6
	29.3
	31.7

	Life will become worse
	21.4
	12.0
	14.4
	15.6
	13.6
	13.1
	25.9
	37.7

	DA/NA
	17.0
	16.0
	20.9
	16.3
	15.1
	20.1
	18.5
	13.7


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Life will improve
	7.4
	16.7
	36.2
	34.7
	32.1

	Life will remain the same
	20.0
	37.0
	32.9
	29.3
	25.6

	Life will become worse
	65.3
	28.7
	14.9
	17.8
	22.4

	DA/NA
	7.3
	17.6
	16.0
	18.2
	19.9


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Life will improve
	48.0
	29.3
	46.9
	16.4
	37.0

	Life will remain the same
	24.6
	31.3
	26.5
	31.5
	37.0

	Life will become worse
	10.2
	20.4
	12.2
	37.5
	12.3

	DA/NA
	17.2
	19.0
	14.4
	14.6
	13.7


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

	Life will improve
	44.4
	39.6
	50.7
	17.4
	21.4
	23.9
	15.7

	Life will remain the same
	21.2
	37.4
	28.6
	35.5
	31.3
	28.4
	30.0

	Life will become worse
	20.4
	19.4
	10.6
	34.9
	15.4
	21.0
	30.9

	DA/NA
	14.0
	3.6
	10.1
	12.2
	31.9
	26.7
	23.4


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Life will improve
	44.4
	24.3
	31.4
	34.7
	25.4

	Life will remain the same
	21.2
	32.7
	31.4
	29.0
	33.8

	Life will become worse
	20.4
	17.9
	21.9
	20.2
	25.1

	DA/NA
	14.0
	25.1
	15.3
	16.1
	15.7


8. "If you knew a person who could successfully compete with A. Lukashenko at the next presidential elections, would you vote for him or for A. Lukashenko?"

Table 8.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	I would vote for such a candidate
	44.6
	50.0
	54.9
	55.4
	53.8
	48.1
	41.7
	26.9

	I would vote for A. Lukashenko
	21.7
	8.0
	9.8
	10.1
	15.9
	18.0
	22.6
	40.9

	I don’t know yet. I would make a 
decision due to the circumstances
	33.4
	42.0
	35.3
	34.5
	30.3
	33.2
	35.3
	31.7

	NA
	0.3
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.7
	0.4
	0.5


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I would vote for such a candidate
	12.6
	25.9
	47.7
	47.7
	50.8

	I would vote for A. Lukashenko
	71.6
	32.4
	16.2
	15.8
	21.4

	I don’t know yet. I would make a 
decision due to the circumstances
	14.7
	40.7
	36.0
	36.5
	27.2

	NA
	1.1
	1.0
	0.1
	0
	0.6


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I would vote for such a candidate
	58.2
	44.5
	54.6
	29.1
	50.0

	I would vote for A. Lukashenko
	9.8
	20.6
	6.2
	40.4
	10.8

	I don’t know yet. I would make a decision due to the circumstances
	32.0
	34.9
	39.2
	29.6
	37.8

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0.9
	1.4


Table 8.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I would vote for such a candidate
	49.8
	48.0
	62.7
	29.2
	38.3
	43.2
	35.4

	I would vote for A. Lukashenko
	16.7
	22.5
	10.1
	39.2
	13.4
	23.9
	31.0

	I don’t know yet. I would make a decision due to the circumstances
	33.5
	29.5
	27.2
	31.0
	47.3
	32.4
	33.2

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0.6
	1.0
	0.5
	0.4


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I would vote for such a candidate
	49.8
	46.8
	43.1
	46.9
	38.6

	I would vote for A. Lukashenko
	16.7
	16.0
	24.2
	21.0
	28.0

	I don’t know yet. I would make a decision due to the circumstances
	33.5
	37.2
	32.7
	31.3
	32.9

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	0.8
	0.5


9. "Do you think A. Lukashenko understands problems and concerns of such people as you are?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Yes
	31.3
	16.0
	23.0
	23.3
	20.0
	26.2
	32.6
	52.1

	No
	52.0
	66.0
	59.9
	61.6
	60.0
	55.3
	53.6
	33.0

	DA/NA
	16.7
	18.0
	17.1
	15.1
	20.0
	17.5
	13.8
	12.9


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	70.8
	42.1
	24.4
	25.6
	36.0

	No
	21.9
	35.5
	57.3
	58.0
	48.7

	DA/NA
	7.3
	22.4
	18.3
	16.4
	15.3


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	15.7
	31.2
	18.4
	50.4
	21.9

	No
	70.5
	51.0
	62.2
	34.0
	58.9

	DA/NA
	13.9
	17.9
	19.4
	15.6
	19.2


Table 9.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	26.6
	29.1
	14.4
	52.9
	27.0
	26.3
	47.4

	No
	60.4
	61.7
	64.8
	40.0
	49.0
	43.4
	38.8

	DA/NA
	13.0
	9.2
	20.8
	7.1
	24.0
	30.3
	13.8


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	26.6
	29.7
	32.8
	23.6
	40.1

	No
	60.4
	46.3
	52.5
	55.9
	46.8

	DA/NA
	13.0
	24.0
	14.7
	20.5
	13.1


10. "Some people consider that parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better, others do not agree with it. And what do you think?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	I think, parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better
	23.2
	23.5
	22.9
	16.3
	20.2
	19.9
	23.7
	30.9

	I think, parliamentary elections cannot change the situation in the 
country for the better
	55.1
	52.9
	51.0
	61.9
	61.6
	59.4
	51.9
	48.7

	DA/NA
	21.7
	23.6
	26.1
	21.8
	18.2
	20.7
	24.4
	20.4


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I think, parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better
	40.6
	27.8
	23.5
	22.0
	17.2

	I think, parliamentary elections cannot change the situation in the country for 
the better
	39.6
	42.6
	53.1
	56.6
	65.9

	DA/NA
	19.8
	29.6
	23.4
	21.4
	16.9


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I think, parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better
	20.6
	20.8
	18.4
	31.6
	20.5

	I think, parliamentary elections cannot change the situation in 
the country for the better
	61.8
	55.9
	58.2
	47.0
	56.2

	DA/NA
	17.6
	23.3
	23.4
	21.4
	23.3


Table 10.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I think, parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better
	20.5
	31.7
	7.8
	38.8
	19.9
	23.9
	23.6

	I think, parliamentary elections cannot change the situation in the country for 
the better
	61.1
	54.2
	69.1
	50.6
	48.8
	51.7
	47.2

	DA/NA
	18.4
	14.1
	23.1
	10.5
	31.3
	24.4
	29.2


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I think, parliamentary elections can change the situation in the country for the better
	20.5
	13.7
	23.9
	27.8
	28.2

	I think, parliamentary elections cannot change the situation in the country for the better
	61.1
	52.3
	57.5
	53.6
	51.8

	DA/NA
	18.4
	34.0
	18.6
	18.4
	20.0


11. "Are cardinal changes in home and foreign policy of Belarus possible within the next five years?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Possible 
	37.1
	38.0
	42.8
	38.9
	37.0
	36.9
	37.7
	33.6

	Unlikely
	43.4
	44.0
	38.2
	43.0
	48.7
	45.4
	43.0
	40.7

	Impossible
	11.3
	12.0
	15.0
	11.4
	10.6
	12.4
	12.1
	8.5

	DA/NA
	8.2
	6.0
	4.0
	6.7
	3.7
	5.3
	7.2
	17.2


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Possible 
	30.2
	34.3
	37.4
	40.0
	35.6

	Unlikely
	29.2
	48.1
	42.6
	42.0
	49.5

	Impossible
	12.5
	4.6
	13.3
	11.7
	9.1

	DA/NA
	28.1
	13.0
	6.7
	6.3
	5.8


Table 11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Possible 
	36.5
	38.8
	42.9
	32.9
	39.2

	Unlikely
	49.7
	43.6
	37.8
	41.2
	32.4

	Impossible
	8.6
	12.1
	16.3
	10.0
	16.2

	DA/NA
	5.2
	5.5
	3.0
	15.9
	12.2


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

	Possible 
	27.6
	25.4
	37.3
	38.8
	58.8
	32.4
	44.3

	Unlikely
	47.1
	36.4
	51.6
	51.8
	32.7
	47.2
	38.6

	Impossible
	15.4
	16.2
	10.2
	7.6
	4.0
	13.6
	9.2

	DA/NA
	9.9
	22.0
	0.9
	1.8
	4.5
	6.8
	7.9


Table 11.5. Depending on the type settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Possible 
	27.6
	34.6
	35.6
	43.1
	42.8

	Unlikely
	47.1
	47.5
	47.7
	37.8
	38.5

	Impossible
	15.4
	11.0
	12.7
	12.6
	6.4

	DA/NA
	9.9
	6.9
	4.0
	6.5
	12.3


12. "Would you like such changes to happen?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Yes
	57.7
	63.5
	64.9
	66.0
	67.0
	64.3
	56.9
	37.7

	No
	12.4
	13.5
	10.4
	5.4
	10.2
	10.6
	11.6
	20.0

	It makes no difference to me
	16.5
	15.4
	15.6
	13.6
	10.6
	11.3
	16.9
	26.3

	DA/NA
	13.4
	7.6
	9.1
	15.0
	12.2
	13.8
	14.6
	16.0


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	22.9
	43.0
	60.6
	61.3
	62.6

	No
	18.8
	13.1
	12.2
	11.9
	11.3

	It makes no difference to me
	43.3
	25.2
	14.9
	12.4
	13.5

	DA/NA
	15.0
	18.7
	12.3
	14.4
	12.6


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	69.1
	60.5
	71.7
	39.2
	58.9

	No
	4.6
	14.0
	6.1
	19.5
	5.5

	It makes no difference to me
	12.4
	12.7
	15.2
	26.5
	17.8

	DA/NA
	13.9
	12.8
	7.0
	14.8
	17.8


Table 12.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	60.3
	61.0
	76.5
	48.2
	62.5
	42.6
	47.6

	No
	12.7
	6.1
	6.5
	13.5
	15.0
	17.6
	16.2

	It makes no difference to me
	10.6
	26.8
	12.4
	25.3
	9.0
	14.8
	18.8

	DA/NA
	16.4
	6.1
	4.6
	13.2
	13.5
	25.0
	17.4


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	60.3
	66.4
	60.3
	55.1
	49.5

	No
	12.7
	5.3
	8.2
	16.3
	17.7

	It makes no difference to me
	10.6
	14.1
	18.0
	17.5
	20.5

	DA/NA
	16.4
	14.2
	13.5
	11.1
	12.3


13. "What is your attitude to the people who publicly protest against the actions of the authorities?"

Table 13.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	I definitely support them
	16.8
	28.0
	19.6
	27.0
	22.3
	16.7
	12.4
	8.6

	I rather support them
	26.9
	30.0
	29.4
	21.6
	30.7
	32.3
	30.8
	17.7

	I rather do not support them
	21.1
	16.0
	22.2
	19.6
	17.4
	17.7
	25.6
	24.0

	I definitely do not support them
	19.0
	12.0
	9.2
	11.5
	14.0
	14.9
	20.3
	33.7

	DA/NA
	16.2
	14.0
	19.6
	20.3
	15.6
	18.4
	10.9
	16.0


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I definitely support them
	6.3
	8.3
	19.1
	15.5
	21.0

	I rather support them
	6.3
	15.7
	28.2
	33.3
	25.6

	I rather do not support them
	27.1
	29.6
	22.7
	17.1
	19.1

	I definitely do not support them
	59.3
	24.1
	13.7
	15.8
	16.4

	DA/NA
	1.0
	22.3
	16.3
	18.3
	17.9


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I definitely support them
	29.5
	12.8
	25.5
	9.7
	20.3

	I rather support them
	31.7
	30.4
	21.4
	17.6
	28.4

	I rather do not support them
	12.3
	21.5
	22.4
	27.3
	23.0

	I definitely do not support them
	10.5
	18.2
	11.2
	31.9
	10.8

	DA/NA
	16.0
	17.1
	19.5
	13.5
	17.5


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

	I definitely support them
	36.4
	22.5
	3.2
	16.9
	15.4
	8.0
	10.0

	I rather support them
	25.7
	36.6
	12.0
	23.8
	34.9
	29.7
	25.8

	I rather do not support them
	20.2
	15.0
	24.4
	23.8
	14.9
	26.3
	24.5

	I definitely do not support them
	13.7
	15.4
	24.9
	25.0
	13.9
	13.7
	27.9

	DA/NA
	4.0
	10.5
	35.5
	10.5
	20.9
	23.3
	11.8


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I definitely support them
	34.6
	6.5
	17.0
	14.1
	12.1

	I rather support them
	25.7
	32.4
	28.5
	23.6
	24.9

	I rather do not support them
	20.2
	24.0
	18.0
	20.9
	22.3

	I definitely do not support them
	13.7
	16.4
	21.6
	17.9
	23.7

	DA/NA
	5.8
	20.7
	14.9
	23.5
	17.0


14. "In Minsk Dmitry Konovalov and Vladislav Kovalev suspected of carrying out an act of terror in the underground on April 11 were tried in court. The prosecutor demanded death penalty for them. Do you believe that they are the ones who have committed the crime?"

Table 14.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Yes, I do
	37.0
	31.4
	27.9
	27.0
	27.3
	36.0
	41.4
	50.7

	No, I don’t
	43.4
	52.9
	52.6
	48.0
	51.9
	43.8
	41.4
	30.5

	DA/NA
	19.6
	15.7
	19.5
	25.0
	20.8
	20.2
	17.2
	18.8


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	67.4
	47.7
	36.4
	32.4
	31.1

	No, I don’t
	20.0
	31.8
	45.2
	46.6
	46.6

	DA/NA
	12.6
	20.5
	18.4
	21.0
	22.3


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, I do
	27.7
	37.4
	20.2
	52.3
	19.2

	No, I don’t
	55.1
	40.5
	64.6
	30.5
	54.8

	DA/NA
	17.2
	22.2
	15.1
	17.3
	26.1


Table 14.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I do
	39.9
	42.7
	22.1
	53.2
	29.5
	33.7
	38.2

	No, I don’t
	43.0
	45.4
	65.9
	38.6
	39.5
	36.0
	33.3

	DA/NA
	17.1
	11.9
	12.0
	8.2
	31.0
	30.3
	28.5


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	39.9
	27.0
	35.1
	43.1
	38.7

	No, I don’t
	43.0
	41.4
	50.8
	38.9
	42.1

	DA/NA
	17.1
	31.6
	14.1
	18.0
	19.2


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

Table 15.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Integration with Russia
	41.4
	28.0
	26.3
	29.3
	34.8
	40.1
	48.5
	55.4

	Joining the European Union
	39.1
	60.0
	55.9
	54.4
	44.7
	41.8
	33.5
	20.6

	DA/NA
	19.5
	12.0
	17.8
	16.3
	20.5
	18.1
	18.0
	24.0


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Integration with Russia
	54.2
	55.6
	37.7
	43.5
	36.2

	Joining the European Union
	13.5
	21.3
	42.0
	39.4
	47.9

	DA/NA
	32.3
	23.1
	20.3
	17.1
	15.9


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Integration with Russia
	30.8
	40.7
	32.7
	55.1
	37.0

	Joining the European Union
	50.2
	40.6
	57.1
	20.8
	46.6

	DA/NA
	19.1
	18.7
	10.2
	24.1
	16.4


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

	Integration with Russia
	37.2
	29.5
	54.8
	54.7
	25.4
	38.1
	52.4

	Joining the European Union
	46.1
	45.8
	33.6
	30.6
	44.8
	42.6
	27.5

	DA/NA
	16.7
	24.7
	11.6
	14.7
	29.8
	19.3
	20.1


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Integration with Russia
	37.2
	42.2
	42.6
	40.1
	43.8

	Joining the European Union
	46.1
	39.5
	34.1
	39.7
	37.4

	DA/NA
	16.7
	18.3
	23.3
	20.2
	18.8


16. "Recently A. Lukashenko announced that "the West is striving for undermining the situation in Belarus in order to include the republic into the sphere of its influence" and that is why it is necessary "to prepare the population so that they could at that very moment when it becomes urgent take a gun, a machinegun or a grenade launcher at the place where they are called up for military service and perform their functions". Some people support the idea of territorial defense development, others do not. And what is your opinion?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	I support the development of territorial defense, cost what it may 
	27.7
	21.6
	24.8
	18.4
	20.8
	25.5
	30.8
	38.0

	I do not support the development of territorial defense – it is a waste of money
	54.7
	54.9
	60.1
	57.8
	61.9
	62.4
	54.5
	39.4

	DA/NA
	17.6
	23.5
	15.1
	23.8
	17.3
	12.1
	14.7
	22.6


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I support the development of territorial defense, cost what it may 
	53.1
	32.7
	27.1
	25.6
	22.3

	I do not support the development of territorial defense – it is a waste of money
	26.0
	39.3
	56.2
	56.9
	62.8

	DA/NA
	20.9
	28.0
	16.7
	17.5
	14.9


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I support the development of territorial defense, cost what it may 
	18.2
	27.3
	27.3
	37.2
	26.0

	I do not support the development of territorial defense – it is a waste of money
	68.6
	55.5
	54.5
	42.0
	49.3

	DA/NA
	13.2
	17.2
	18.2
	20.8
	24.7


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

	I support the development of territorial defense, cost what it may 
	15.0
	27.8
	36.6
	55.6
	11.0
	24.4
	32.0

	I do not support the development of territorial defense – it is a waste of money
	73.8
	61.7
	55.1
	29.0
	54.0
	65.9
	34.2

	DA/NA
	11.2
	10.5
	8.3
	15.4
	35.0
	9.7
	33.8


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I support the development of territorial defense, cost what it may 
	15.0
	22.4
	33.1
	26.0
	37.8

	I do not support the development of territorial defense – it is a waste of money
	73.8
	55.5
	50.2
	52.7
	44.5

	DA/NA
	11.2
	22.1
	16.7
	21.3
	17.7


17. "Is it acceptable or not for Russian capital to participate in privatization of Belarusian enterprises, in your opinion?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	It is acceptable
	44.3
	44.0
	40.1
	44.2
	48.7
	40.6
	47.4
	43.8

	It is inadmissible
	39.5
	40.0
	48.0
	40.1
	35.5
	38.2
	42.1
	37.5

	DA/NA
	16.1
	14.2
	11.8
	15.6
	15.9
	21.2
	10.5
	18.7


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is acceptable
	42.1
	44.9
	44.6
	46.8
	40.8

	It is inadmissible
	37.9
	39.3
	39.2
	37.2
	44.0

	DA/NA
	20.0
	15.8
	16.2
	16.0
	15.2


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is acceptable
	50.2
	37.8
	45.6
	46.0
	42.2

	It is inadmissible
	38.6
	39.3
	44.9
	31.6
	41.4

	DA/NA
	11.2
	22.9
	9.5
	22.4
	16.4


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

	It is acceptable
	50.2
	44.5
	36.2
	55.9
	56.7
	35.2
	31.1

	It is inadmissible
	38.6
	42.7
	45.0
	32.4
	28.9
	40.3
	46.9

	DA/NA
	11.2
	12.8
	18.8
	11.7
	14.4
	24.5
	22.0


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is acceptable
	50.2
	37.8
	45.6
	46.0
	42.2

	It is inadmissible
	38.6
	39.3
	44.9
	31.6
	41.4

	DA/NA
	11.2
	22.9
	9.5
	22.4
	16.4


18. "Recently in Moscow presidents of Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan signed a declaration on Eurasian economic integration. In the opinion of the Belarusian authorities, the new amalgamation is called "to become the key regional player which will help to build up relationship with the leading world economic structures", and in the opinion of the opposition, "participation of Belarus in Eurasian integration will adversely influence the country’s prospects of integrating into the world’s economic and political space". And what is your attitude to it?"

Table 18.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	It is positive
	33.2
	23.5
	19.0
	27.0
	34.0
	33.0
	38.9
	39.0

	It is indifferent
	38.2
	52.9
	48.4
	41.2
	37.7
	37.9
	31.3
	36.1

	It is negative
	13.6
	13.7
	15.6
	16.2
	12.8
	13.8
	14.7
	11.2

	DA/NA
	15.0
	9.9
	17.0
	15.6
	15.5
	15.3
	15.1
	13.7


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is positive
	35.4
	38.3
	31.8
	31.8
	35.3

	It is indifferent
	41.7
	31.8
	42.0
	37.2
	34.3

	It is negative
	13.5
	13.1
	14.2
	13.0
	13.6

	DA/NA
	9.4
	16.8
	12.0
	18.0
	16.8


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is positive
	28.6
	35.1
	25.5
	36.9
	28.8

	It is indifferent
	46.5
	33.4
	44.9
	37.9
	37.0

	It is negative
	12.9
	13.6
	19.4
	12.5
	15.1

	DA/NA
	12.0
	17.9
	10.2
	12.7
	19.1


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 positive
	38.6
	24.7
	33.2
	49.1
	25.9
	40.9
	23.7

	It is indifferent
	43.3
	42.7
	46.5
	33.3
	22.4
	34.7
	39.9

	It is negative
	11.6
	29.1
	11.5
	5.8
	17.9
	10.8
	7.0

	DA/NA
	6.5
	3.5
	8.7
	11.7
	33.8
	13.6
	29.3


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is positive
	38.6
	32.3
	36.9
	27.8
	30.3

	It is indifferent
	43.3
	38.4
	41.8
	38.0
	31.6

	It is negative
	11.6
	10.6
	12.1
	16.0
	17.0

	DA/NA
	6.5
	18.7
	9.2
	18.2
	21.1


19. "Ruler of Libya Muammar Gaddafi was overthrown and killed last year as a result of months-long battles. What do you think about the events that happened there?"

Table 19.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	35.5
	43.1
	35.5
	41.2
	38.3
	35.0
	34.0
	31.5

	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya
	35.0
	27.5
	32.9
	34.5
	34.8
	37.1
	40.8
	31.2

	DA/NA
	29.5
	29.4
	31.6
	24.3
	26.9
	27.9
	25.2
	37.3


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	28.1
	29.9
	38.3
	32.4
	39.3

	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya
	22.9
	30.8
	34.4
	39.3
	35.1

	DA/NA
	49.0
	39.3
	27.3
	28.3
	25.6


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant f answer
	Status

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

	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	44.3
	32.2
	38.4
	32.3
	38.4

	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya
	32.3
	40.2
	30.3
	31.0
	28.8

	DA/NA
	23.4
	27.6
	31.3
	36.6
	32.9


Table 19.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	38.6
	43.9
	16.2
	38.2
	46.5
	38.9
	27.5

	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya
	43.7
	21.1
	52.8
	44.1
	22.0
	27.4
	31.4

	DA/NA
	17.7
	35.0
	31.0
	17.7
	31.5
	33.7
	41.1


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It was a popular uprising against the dictator
	38.6
	20.9
	38.0
	37.3
	40.1

	It was a war of the West and its henchmen against Libya
	43.7
	39.9
	42.3
	27.0
	24.7

	DA/NA
	17.7
	39.2
	19.7
	35.7
	35.2


20. "Every person has his or her life plans. If the general number of plans equals 100%, then to what extent have your plans been realized?"

Table 20.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	1-25%
	17.4
	42.0
	32.7
	26.5
	19.6
	11.7
	11.3
	10.6

	26-50%
	42.5
	34.0
	37.3
	46.9
	47.9
	54.6
	42.5
	30.4

	51-75%
	30.2
	20.0
	24.2
	22.4
	22.6
	27.3
	35.7
	41.5

	76-100%
	9.3
	4.0
	5.2
	4.1
	9.8
	5.7
	9.8
	16.3

	NA
	0.6
	0
	0.7
	0
	0
	0.7
	0.8
	1.1


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	1-25%
	12.4
	11.2
	24.2
	14.6
	12.9

	26-50%
	26.8
	37.4
	41.3
	45.4
	47.1

	51-75%
	50.5
	30.8
	26.2
	31.7
	28.7

	76-100%
	10.3
	19.7
	7.4
	8.1
	10.6

	NA
	0
	0.9
	0.9
	0.2
	0.7


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	1-25%
	15.1
	16.1
	39.4
	11.9
	37.0

	26-50%
	54.3
	45.6
	34.3
	29.9
	38.4

	51-75%
	20.7
	31.5
	21.2
	40.4
	20.5

	76-100%
	9.6
	6.5
	5.1
	16.2
	4.1

	NA
	0.3
	0.3
	0
	1.6
	0


Table 20.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	1-25%
	25.3
	23.5
	6.0
	19.4
	7.4
	26.0
	12.7

	26-50%
	52.6
	42.5
	38.9
	39.4
	39.8
	41.8
	38.4

	51-75%
	17.1
	26.5
	38.0
	26.5
	43.8
	28.2
	35.8

	76-100%
	4.4
	7.5
	16.7
	13.5
	8.0
	3.4
	13.1

	NA
	0.6
	0
	0.4
	1.2
	1.0
	0.6
	0


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	1-25%
	25.3
	13.3
	23.0
	18.3
	9.5

	26-50%
	52.6
	47.1
	34.4
	40.7
	39.3

	51-75%
	17.1
	30.0
	29.5
	35.0
	37.5

	76-100%
	4.4
	8.0
	12.8
	5.7
	13.6

	NA
	0.6
	1.6
	0.3
	0.3
	0.1


OPEN FORUM
"AUTHORITIES EITHER CANNOT OR DO NOT WANT TO DO WHAT CITIZENS EXPECT FROM THEM, AND OPPOSITION EITHER CANNOT OR DOES NOT WANT TO BECOME THE AUTHORITY"
Andrey Dmitriev, vice-chairman of the civil campaign “Tell the truth!” is answering the questions of the “IISEPS News” bulletin

IISEPS: How do you assess the current condition of Belarusian political opposition? 
A. Dmitriev: The “minority” and the “losers”.

Traditional opposition can be characterized today by the following qualities:

– a low level of trust and support among electors;

– absence of a short- and  long-term political goal conducive to integrating efforts of all the parties of the political field’s opposition sector; disbelief in a possibility of real achievement of an objective which results in regarding a political coalition or an amalgamation only as a concession to the demands of external donors;

– inability to accumulate discontent of citizens and to transform it into protest, inability to create their own political calendar;

– a stereotyped perception by electors as the “minority” and “losers”, as well as “those who want to destroy the state”.

Perhaps, the main feature of opposition is its existence in the “past mode” together with building communication with electors in such a way which only intensifies distrust on their part, as well as the stereotypes engendered either by the past work of opposition or by propaganda. As citizens see it, opposition is a constantly losing minority with no possibilities to influence the situation.

Absence of trust and direct support on the part of voters does not allow opposition to create their own political calendar (to gather political meetings, organize strikes, and accumulate people) and makes them follow the political calendar of authorities, constantly remaining within authorities’ planning one way or another and supporting the status quo. 

Without going into internal problems of sundry opposition organizations in Belarus, it is possible to say that the majority of them see as their main target group not electors, citizens of Belarus, but external partners or a media-effect on the limited amount of websites.  This leads to degeneration of politics as such and to an unconscious intersection of the main task of traditional opposition with the main task of authorities – preservation of the status quo.

Authorities and opposition with their 20% repeat each other in a remarkable manner in their desire to preserve the status quo. Authorities either cannot (or do not want) to do what citizens expect from them, and opposition either cannot (or does not want) to become authority. The result of it is the main principle which can be defined as “running on the spot”. They seem to run fast and to do a lot, but it does not bring them nearer to their aim.

IISEPS: What can you say about the condition of Belarusian society as a whole?

A. Dmitriev: “A society without hope” or “The new majority of citizens”.

The main new characteristics of the society’s condition today are as follows:

– a sharp decrease in trust in authorities;

– an invariably low trust level and absence of direct support of traditional opposition;

– recognition of the crisis not as a temporary inconvenience, but as the new economic reality of Belarus inevitably connected with the activities of the present authorities;

– recognition of inevitability of reforming the state and the  necessity to increase the level of its efficiency (efficiency of governance);

– a desire not to destroy the state, but to improve its functioning without a revolutionary shock;

– search for coming out of the crisis not by means of protests (although the level of discontent is high, protest moods are not), but by means of personal actions (search for a new job, labor migration, a growth in the level of stealing, bribe taking and so on).

According to the opinion surveys, Belarusian society is divided today in the following way: 20% trust the actions of authorities, 20% trust opposition and 60% consider that there is no power in Belarus representing their interests. 

Moreover, among the 20% supporting opposition about half are able to name a party or another political force that expresses their interests. Others support opposition as an idea of confronting authorities, and not as a certain political force. Last year society also stopped trusting authorities. All institutions of authority lost the society’s confidence, which creates new conditions of authority existence in Belarus. Today the overwhelming majority in society desiring changes do not have their political representative. At the same time, society has once and for all connected authorities and opposition as a whole, considering opposition a “permanent minority“ and “losers”, as well as a part of today’s political system. It means that in future negative moods of society directed at authorities and traditional opposition as the ones guilty of the established situation and unable to find a way out of the crisis and implement reforms in accordance with the society’s desire, are only going to  intensify. 

Electors do not want disintegration and destruction of the state what, in their opinion, traditional opposition suggests. The absolute majority prefers changes in Belarus to occur through preservation of a socially oriented state, and not through its destruction and creation of a new one. 

For the first time the situation of presence of an unconscious discontented majority took shape in the society of Belarus. In other words, there is a majority which does not yet understand itself as such and does not see any methods of demonstrating it. The “new majority” has not yet become consolidated and remonstrative. 

The main emotion defining today’s society is apathy, absence of hope for positive changes. Thus over 60% of respondents at the age between 18 and 30 would like to leave Belarus and will do it if an opportunity presents itself; approximately the same percent of people at the age between 40 and 55 want their children to get either education or work outside Belarus. Belarusians do not see any possibilities for changes inside the country, any actor able to realize them, as well as any point in their participating in actions leading to a clash with authorities for the sake of the changes. The feeling of ubiquitous humiliation has also grown dramatically: over 50% of respondents said they were confronted with disparagement on a daily basis. Bosses, local authority, bureaucracy and authorities in general were mentioned as the main sources of humiliation. It is another qualitatively new characteristic of the “new majority”: in future they are going to demand not only “bread” (as starving time will never come by virtue of Belarus’ geopolitical situation, as well as the reality of international co-operation), but respect and dignity with regard to remuneration of labor, attitude of officials and in general with regard to relations between the state and the citizen. It can be said that Belarusian society has grown as far as its demands and expectations are concerned, while traditional opposition and authorities have remained in the past and keep retaining the status quo.
IISEPS: What do modern Belarusian authorities amount to?
A. Dmitirev: “From nationwide love to nationwide fear”.

A new condition of a “choice of principle” sprang up by the modern Belarusian authorities. Its main characteristics are as follows:

– authorities’ deliberate going away from nationwide love as the basis for decision-making to nationwide fear;

– committed struggle against the “new majority” as the main enemy;

– creating of a new economic model in Belarus (a new system of flow of funds circulation), breaking of the “social contract” – transformation of the country of universal wellbeing into the country of universal loyalty;

– staking on new elites and punitive agencies;

– cooperation at the external level with those who will treat new methods of governing the state with loyalty at the cost of profit-making and receiving political clout (the RF, the CIS, countries of the Nonaligned Movement).

The authorities’ main task at the present point in time is to preserve the status quo, i.e. relative economic stability, political dictatorship and ostentatious loyalty of society.

Transformation of power, its redistribution, final going away of old elites and strengthening of new ones is taking place today. On December 19 authorities in Belarus made a choice of principle in favor of the all-out control over society and a repressive system of governing the state which is not able any more to execute the social contract which was built into the system of relations between society and authorities before. Due to the absence of a possibility to stimulate popularity of authorities economically, due to a decrease in the trust level on the part of society and an increase in its dissatisfaction, as well as a necessity to create a new model of economic relations inside authorities themselves, at the external level (with the RF) and with the population – the choice of principle consists in suppressing any dissidence, demonstration of protest, alternative sources of information and civil society – of everything which might impede establishment of a new power.

A. Lukashenko certainly has never chosen between dictatorship and democracy. The choice for him was between a manageable form of opposition and a total control over society. A year of liberalization and two months of relatively independent election campaign proved that as a result of development of such a scenario he would not be able to compete with new political figures and would lose power sooner or later. Moreover, he became completely convinced of inability of the system built by him to manage liberalization, and that the system began to get loose and to stall revealing disloyalty among some officials who had their own professional opinions about Belarus development. That is why the choice of principle was made for redistribution of power in favor of coercive elites controlled by the “family” (through enacting new Laws, making the powers of coercive bodies virtually unlimited), and partly in favor of high officials who were getting direct benefit from integration with the RF.

Moreover, dismantling of the previous system of relations with society set in. In essence, A. Lukashenko is himself destroying today and will destroy in future everything he has been creating for the last 15 years, what he considers to be the main achievement of his governing in Belarus. Authorities are already aware that now they are threatened not by the West or the RF and opposition, but by the “new majority” with such requirements to the state which a priori cannot be heard and satisfied within the framework of the existing system. Preventative suppression of the “new majority” is the main task of the punitive system today, together with preservation of the loyalty of those who manage the punitive machine by means of redistributing power and revenue. According to the director of BISS A. Pikulik, “We are watching transformation of inclusive authoritarianism (buying the majority’s silence at the expense of redistribution of the external rent) into exclusive one (redistribution of super-possibilities in favor of elites helping to retain the power).”

Recently mass purges have taken place inside authorities themselves. Those who express the slightest disloyalty lose their positions at all levels and in all directions. Cementing from within and a growth in closedness are the main trends today which are going to continue and intensify in 2012 in connection with the new economic and political challenges that Belarus will inevitably face.

Privatization which began in 2011 in the most closed mode will also be the main trend of 2012 and means for creating a new economic model of the state. Most likely there will be no high-ranking privatization in the sense that has been initially implied, i.e. high-ranking functionaries will not manage the main state property. High-ranking functionaries and members of the top brass will get instead an opportunity to receive kickbacks at selling enterprises located on the geographical territory in the zone of their control and an opportunity to work in future with the privatized enterprises according to illegal schemes and to control a part of the money flow. It means that in general high-ranking functionaries will retain their economic (and, of course, political) dependence on A. Lukashenko’s “family” and will also strengthen competition with the punitive agencies which will have or already have access to redistribution of property and money flow in Belarus.

The main protest moods inside high-ranking functionaries may find themselves at the middle level where there is no space for growth and development, no prospects; however, they will be expressed only when the victory of the “new majority” becomes obvious.
Another strengthening characteristic of the regime is public lie, ostentation. A. Lukashenko personally needs evidence of being loved; that is why the top-down command structure will do everything possible to convince him of presence of such love. Due to the closedness of the system we cannot know for sure, how adequate the information that A. Lukashenko receives is. It is only possible to precisely identify that he understands problems which society brings forward, but his answers to the problems obviously do not satisfy society.

Summing up, it is possible to say that authorities have lost trust of the majority of citizens, and have lost the very chance to return the trust, as it requires from them steps that inevitably lead to transformation of authorities in the direction unacceptable for them (their top). Having stopped being the voice of the majority, A. Lukashenko personally made a choice of principle – in Belarus there should be no majority dictating rules of development to the minority as it used to be before. The “new majority” is the main enemy. The rules are dictated by authorities and all other citizens are a minority in relation to them, and authorities in their turn do not express interests of citizens.

IISEPS: What can you say about the development of the foreign-policy vector, i.e. about the relations Belarus/the West and Belarus/Russia?

A. Dmitriev: “We agree to trade, but we are not going to change anything”.

A. Lukashenko’s foreign policy will also be bent to the “choice of principle”. This is not the policy of “maneuvering and balance” any more as it used to be before December 19, 2010. A return to such policy under the new conditions does not seem possible. What A. Lukashenko can offer and is offering the EU and the USA today sounds approximately as follows: “accept us the way we are and either trade with us or leave us alone and forget about us”. A. Lukashenko is ready to tour the EU and shake hands with the leaders of the West, however on his own terms what he has already said more than once. Belarus does not find itself in the situation when any change of the rules of political life is possible. Discharge of political prisoners with no safeguards, negotiations and dialogues can be the maximum political concession under the new conditions. The economic situation is dictating political behavior. Even the impending conflict with the RF concerning prices for gas, oil and privatization in Belarus after V. Putin’s election will not change the present state of things. The western direction precisely expresses today the attitude of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs to the “Eastern Partnership”: they say “we are ready to fully participate in the work of the “Eastern Partnership”; however we do not agree with laying down any demands”. Authorities are willing to trade with the EU and the USA and to obtain their support; at that they do not want to implement any changes or liberalization. Authorities will keep procrastinating with executing contracts with the RF, trying to get the maximum from every step. However, they will have to make the steps anyway. That is the choice.
BOOKSHELF
Leonid Zaiko, Yaroslav Romanchuk. "Belarus 20/20. In the labyrinth of economic identity". – Minsk, 2011, 664 pp.

The first thing that occurs to anyone who begins to familiarize himself with the book is how many people in modern Belarus would be able to understand its contents, or at least to read it till the end. I know no more than a dozen public economists-the-intellectuals (I am not going to innumerate them in order not to offend anybody by chance), who are capable of such a heroic deed by virtue of their professional interests only. Some other readers would more likely put this multipage work aside already after the first ten pages, just as I did it. I did it not because the book was not interesting. An economist will find everything and to any taste in it. There is also an impressive analytical part where the main paradigms of system transformations of various transitive economies are being examined. There is an enormous empirical material, presented in a systematized way and from a critical point of view. There is also a constructive part giving in detail and interpreting the authors’ conceptual guidelines with regard to the concrete conditions. However, all this is … painfully familiar; all this, even if written in other words and based on different facts with different quotations and arguments, has been read already. It was read not long ago and even by the same authors.

Let them not be offended, but there is a question to be answered: what the authors squander paper for. And if the first part of the authors’ phrase from the introduction that “more likely not the officials of the government’s economic bloc will be thankful to us” gives rise to no doubt (p.7), then it is hardly possible to agree with their further statement “but college and university teachers, postgraduates and students”.

The fact that the work under consideration is a hard nut to crack for the Belarusian officials-the-economists does not require any proofs. First of all, during the whole history of the modern Belarusian economic thought there has been none among them who could in detail and with reason refute or at least criticize the authors’ thoughts. They a priori cast them away, implementing completely different guidelines and ideas. Moreover, even having adopted some ideas from more popular and chewed over to the school level brochures by L. Zaiko and Y. Romanchuk, officials modestly hold back the authorship of the proposals. The pith and marrow of the matter is that they do not need all this at all. The country, the people, the society need it, but not them. They have completely different tasks, different goals: not to improve life in the country named Belarus in general, but to improve their personal life, as well as the life of their numerous relatives, presenting all this as “concern for people's welfare”. That is why in this case I would like to advise the authors not to hope they will be heard by the Belarusian officials, beginning with the Doctor of Economics A. Tur, and finishing with the Doctor of Economics M. Myasnikovich: there is no point to “projecit margaritas ante porcos”.

Secondly, these officials cannot allow testing in practice the constructive proposals of the authors at all. What if they prove to be successful? What if it turns out that they have been wasting government funds till now? How will they be able to justify usurpation of power in the country by a narrow clan of dishonest and insatiable people? How in this case will they be able to keep their place at the state “trough”, where according to the apt expression of the only Belarusian politician “everybody grunts in the same way”?

However, if the authors did have an opportunity to simply test their ideas in practice, there need be no doubt that a lot of what they are writing about today would crumble to dust in real life. On the other hand, I think a considerable part of proposals could actually improve the situation in the country. It would be at least a step forward, and not going around in circles, or even a rollback that we have been observing for the second decade not only in economy, but in the Belarusian society in general.
As for the Belarusian universities, there are not so many curious students there attracted by the theory of economy, especially by the liberally orientated one. This is not the USA or New Zealand. The majority of our students simply need to pass their exams and end-of-term tests, and with the knowledge from L. Zaiko and Y. Romanchuk they can only count upon the indulgence of teachers personally acquainted with the mentioned authors. The rest of the university faculty, as well as associate professors and candidates of science, have not reached either L. Mises, or F. Hayek, or L. Erhard for the most part. Having stumbled over J. Keynes already, they returned to the familiar and habitual Marxism-Leninism, in case they had gone anywhere at all. The presidential adviser S. Tkachev is the highest economic luminary of modern Belarus for them. He has honestly mastered the doctrines of the Soviet party school, but understands little in modern economy. Advanced students have nothing to learn by them. It is obvious that the book under discussion will unlikely prove useful for such pedagogues.

This is my mirthless reasoning. In connection with it, as it has already been mentioned above, I have no particular desire to write a traditional review going deeply into the concept, analyzing the authors’ arguments and conclusions. All this is unnecessary, as the authors themselves and their works have long been known to the economic community and have long been recognized by it. Only in our country a scientist has to fawn on those in power so that his scientific achievements are officially approved of. It is nothing else but nonsense! That is why the new book is an available material realization of the authors’ creative blue-sky thinking under our conditions, as well as a somewhat immodest satisfaction of their author’s ambitions. Today it is simply impossible to reach it in Belarus by other means.

Alexey Sokolov, Ph. D.
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