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Oleg Manaev is 60!
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 first quarter of 2012.

"Economic feeling" of Belarusians continues to stabilize: although the number of those whose financial standing has improved for the last three months is still much less than the number of those whose financial standing has become worse, the ratio of these indices is much better than it used to be in December, to say nothing about September. The number of those who think that Belarusian economy is in crisis has decreased appreciably. This stabilization leads to a visible rise in “socio-economic optimism”: the number of those who expect worsening of the socio-economic situation in Belarus within the next few years has decreased by 20% for six months. At the same time the optimism has a rather cautious character: less than 35% of respondents believe A. Lukashenko’s promise that "the pay level of working people that had existed before the crisis would be restored within a year or a year and a half".

Slow but obvious stabilization of the Belarusians’ "economic feeling" was followed by stabilization of their attitude to the president. Thus, the number of those who consider him the main person responsible for the present crisis in the country has decreased by 12%. Today the greatest number of respondents pin their hopes for a way out of the crisis exactly on him. The "scale-up trend" has told upon the rating of the president in the most obvious manner: in September 2011 it sank to 20.5% from 53% in December 2010, then it grew to 24.9% in December 2011 and today it constitutes 34.5%. At that the change is being observed along all the indices. That is why assessment of the "general state of things in the country" becomes more and more positive: if in September 68.5% believed it was developing "in the wrong direction", then today 52.5% of respondents adhere to this opinion ("in the right direction" – 17% and 35.3% respectively).

As it has been already mentioned more than once, in spite of crises and "adventures of the rating", protest potential in Belarusian society remains virtually immutable for many years, and lately it has been decreasing rather than growing. Thus the number of those who consider themselves in opposition to the present authorities has decreased by 5% for half a year. 24.6% are ready to participate in politics more actively ("definitely/to some extent yes"), and 73.1% – “more likely/definitely no”. If we compare the protest potential with the one of twenty years ago, the trend turns out to be obviously "decreasing": according to the data of the survey held in April 1992, 29.4% of respondents participated in meetings and 8.1% – in strikes; today – 16.2% and 1.7% respectively. Elections still remain the most real means of expressing one’s opinion and influencing authorities; approximately 10% treat the idea of boycotting the forthcoming autumn parliamentary election positively. An alternative as represented by opposition still remains "beyond the horizon" for the absolute majority of voters: 17% trust opposition political parties, 61.3% do not trust them and ratings of the most well-known opposition leaders do not exceed 6-7%.

On the other hand, stabilization of the "economic feeling" and the president’s rating that is being observed against the modest protest potential does not mean that everything is "resuming its normal course" after the crisis. Our opinion polls have already shown that Belarusians worry more and more about the unfair and even unlawful regard for the people on the part of authorities. Today more people feel unprotected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of authorities than protected from them (51.1% vs. 45.5%). When answering an open-end question "Who, in your opinion, most of all breaches human rights in Belarus?" most respondents (35%) said "authorities" and "law-enforcement agencies" (11.3%). Negative experience in communicating with authorities inevitably "pushes out" into the sphere of politics even those who are far away from them. Thus answering the question about the attitude to the release of people convicted for participation in the manifestation after the election of 2010, most respondents (44.5%) said "these people are not guilty of anything, they should be released". The number of Belarusians who agree that the death penalty should be abolished in the country has grown to 49.7% from 36.8% in December 2009 (the number of those who are against its abolition has decreased from 54.6% to 40.8%).

Stabilization of the "economic feeling" also told upon the foreign-policy orientations of Belarusians. If the ratio of people ready to choose integration with Russia or joining the European Union at a hypothetical referendum made up 41.5% vs. 42% in September, then today it is 47% vs. 37.3%. Even people not interested in politics know thanks to whose help economic stabilization has ensued. However, the number of respondents who assessed positively extending of the EU and the USA sanctions against "Belarusian state officials who are held responsible for breaching democracy and human rights", has grown during the year from 17.5% to 24%. If we add to it the number of those who are indifferent to them (37%), it is doubtful whether the attempts of authorities "to raise the people against sanctions" will succeed.

As usual, 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 the main socio-demographic characteristics.

The "Open Forum" rubric presents an interview with Alexander Feduta, a well-known writer of political essays and public figure, who shares his ideas about the problems and prospects of development of Belarusian civil society.

As an exception our "Bookshelf" rubric presents to the readers an unusual text – a controversy between the well-known Russian experts Georgy Satarov and Lev Gudkov on pages of "Novaya Gazeta". We have done it because it deals with an extremely important problem that has been disturbing Belarusians for a long time and which became particularly pressing after the presidential election of 2010: about the role of sociology in reflecting and forming public opinion.

As usual your feedback and comments are welcome!

IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 
In March of 2012 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.509 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error doesn’t exceed 0.03).
The questionnaires, as usual, covered a wide range of problems related to the most pressing and most topical aspects of life in Belarus.

Below you will find commentaries to the most important findings of these and previous sociological procedures. "No answer" and "Find it difficult to answer" alternatives are not available in most points of the questionnaire. As usual, the tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount may be different from 100% since the interviewees could choose more than one alternative.

MARCH – 2012
The crisis is not an obstacle to hopes

Analyzing in December dynamics of social indices we noted that the September timid hint of growth in the positive attitude had taken shape of a clear-cut tendency in December. In March the clear tendency continued its triumphant tread. All three indices still remain in the negative zone (Tables 1-3); however, not much is left till the zero level corresponding to the formal parity of positive and negative assessments. 
	Table 1

	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
	03'12

	It has improved
	24.9
	17.2
	1.6
	5.1
	7.1
	15.3

	It has not changed
	57.7
	54.8
	23.2
	20.0
	31.3
	43.4

	It has become worse
	16.0
	26.9
	73.4
	73.7
	59.8
	40.6

	FSI*
	8.9
	–3.7
	–71.8
	–68.6
	–52.7
	–25.3

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


	Table 2

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


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

	It is going to improve
	30.6
	29.2
	11.9
	12.9
	17.1
	22.5

	To is not going to change
	40.7
	42.0
	20.3
	24.1
	24.8
	34.4

	It is going to become worse
	17.2
	23.0
	55.5
	52.7
	45.0
	32.7

	EI*
	13.4
	6.2
	–43.6
	–39.8
	–27.9
	–10.2

	* Expectations index


	Table 3

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


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

	In the right direction
	54.2
	45.3
	26.1
	17.0
	25.6
	35.3

	In the wrong direction
	32.5
	40.0
	61.8
	68.5
	55.7
	52.5

	DA/NA
	13.3
	14.7
	12.1
	14.5
	18.7
	12.2

	PCI*
	21.7
	5.3
	–35.7
	–51.5
	–30.1
	–17.2

	* Policy correctness index


According to the absolute value the financial standing index had sunk lower than the rest (–71.8 percentage points in June, 2011), and naturally it grew more appreciably than its colleagues. Official statistics confirm the objective character of such a growth. Real wages negative dynamics again gave place to the positive ones: in February real wages grew by 1.4% in comparison with January. However, in January and February they decreased by 1.5% relative to the similar period of the previous year, but public opinion is not able to compare fullness of its purses along such a short period of time. Taking into account the dollarization level of Belarusian economy, ruble strengthening should be regarded as an important factor of social indices’ growth. Mass round-up of dollars ceased and foreign-currency deposits of individual persons started growing again. In February they added 4.7% having brought thus their overall volume up to $ 4.68 billion. A mere nothing remains until the historic high ($ 4.96 billion) and it is going to be exceeded within the next few days.

Together with the positive economic statistics hopes for a promising future are returning to Belarusians (Table 2). If in June, 2011 the share of pessimists exceeded a half, then in March it turned out to be a bit less than a third. The share of those who think that socio-economic situation in the country is not going to change within the next few years has considerably increased for the last three months (+9.6 points). It is a special reserve for optimists, as well as for pessimists. Which camp they are going to defect to will be in many respects determined by the ability of the authorities to meet the undertaken social commitments.

The policy correctness index (PCI) traditionally differs from the FSI and EI by a greater lag effect, that is why it reached its historic low not in June, but three months later – in September (Table 3). It owes its present growth mainly to the decrease in the share of respondents who avoided answering. However, 12.2% of those who found it difficult to answer is the minimum for the question so complicated for public opinion. Hence a further growth in the PCI is possible only by means of a direct “requalification” of the country’s official development course opponents into its supporters. As the experience of observation of many years confirms, the share of the official course stable opponents makes up about 30%; that is why the reserve for the PCI growth is far from being exhausted.
	Table 4

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


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

	Yes
	81.5
	87.6
	81.5
	77.2

	No
	8.4
	8.0
	8.0
	15.1

	DA/NA
	10.1
	4.4
	10.5
	7.7


A reduction in the positive answers to the question: “Do you think that Belarusian economy is in crisis?” also continued (Table 4). However, the number of such answers still remains quite large, i.e. the overwhelming majority of Belarusians consider that the crisis has not been overcome in spite of the steady growth in the social indices. Perhaps, the given discrepancy should be regarded as another illustration of the Belarusian society’s ability to negative adaptation: yes, economy is in crisis, however, financial standing is improving and hopes for its further improvement are getting stronger!

Another portion of Russian subsidies received as payment for A. Lukashenko’s consent to support integration initiatives of the “big brother” made it possible to stabilize economy which led to a growth in social indices. However, a one-time increase in subsidies has a one-time effect. The Belarusian economic model does not have its own source of growth, but the authorities have to constantly increase the population’s income growth. Such is the secrete rule of the social contract, as Belarusian authoritarian power does not have any other sources of legitimacy. It is quite possible that closer to the end of the year the subsidized resource of economic growth will be exhausted and the present trend in social indices will change its sign.

A "tilting doll": dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s popularity rating

During the last year’s unprecedented fall of A. Lukashenko’s rating some political scientists began talking about forming of a new anti-Lukashenko majority. Formally, the arithmetical anti-Lukashenko majority emerged when the rating fell much lower than 50% and the number of those who did not trust the president made up over a half of all respondents. However, experts, to all appearances, put into the invented notion a much deeper sense – the president had lost support of the majority of the population for good, the majority had once and for all turned away from him and from this time onward would look for other idols.

However, the IISEPS opinion poll held in December, 2011 already showed that the tendency of the president’s rating fall had turned back. During the last quarter indices of A. Lukashenko’s public support scurried having grown approximately by 10 percentage points. At that popularity indices of opposition leaders and opposition in general remained virtually immutable (Tables 5-6).

Return of the president’s popularity is confirmed by the dynamics of answers to other indirect questions (Tables 7-8).

	Table 5

	Dynamics of A. Lukashenko and some opposition politicians’ electoral ratings, %


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

	A. Lukashenko
	53.0
	42.9
	29.3
	20.5
	24.9
	34.5

	V. Neklyaev
	6.9
	4.7
	7.4
	6.2
	6.0
	6.8

	A. Sannikov
	3.2
	7.7
	5.4
	8.8
	7.1
	6.1


	Table 6

	Dynamics of A. Lukashenko and opposition political parties’ trust rating, %


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

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	55.0
	47.9
	33.6
	24.5
	31.2
	42.2

	No
	34.1
	42.0
	53.8
	62.0
	54.5
	48.5

	Do you trust opposition political parties?

	Yes
	16.3
	–
	20.1
	12.3
	13.4
	17.0

	No
	62.8
	–
	53.3
	59.9
	61.6
	61.3


	Table 7

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Some people think that after A. Lukashenko’s resigning as president life in Belarus will improve. Others, on the contrary, think it will become worse. And what do you think?", %


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

	Life will improve
	25.3
	35.2
	31.7
	26.0

	Life will remain the same
	28.6
	26.9
	29.9
	36.5

	Life will become worse
	28.7
	23.8
	21.5
	26.7

	DA/NA
	17.4
	14.1
	16.9
	10.8


	Table 8

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


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

	President is responsible
	61.2
	53.7
	48.6

	Government is responsible
	41.3
	44.6
	46.6

	Parliament is responsible
	11.9
	19.5
	17.4

	Europe is responsible
	12.0
	11.9
	16.0

	USA is responsible
	16.3
	13.8
	12.8

	People are responsible
	10.0
	10.9
	9.9

	Opposition is responsible
	5.0
	8.8
	6.4

	Russia is responsible
	7.3
	12.6
	6.2

	DA
	13.4
	16.1
	10.1


The president is still considered responsible to the greatest extent, but the extent is already appreciably smaller (by the same 10 percentage points) than in September of the previous year.

The data of Table 9 explain one of the reasons. If, according to the data of Table 7, the president is the one who is most blamed for the crisis, then the hope for a way out of the crisis is also mostly (though relatively) pinned on him. 

President’s popularity and support turn out to resemble a children’s toy – the tilting doll: it falls, “bends” (using A. Lukashenko’s favorite expression) in the situation of an acute crisis, but it tends to return to the previous position when the “bottom” of the crisis proves to be passed.

Without getting into argument about the objective condition of national economy and its prospects, let us only note that the “bottom” of the crisis has been passed, at least in the perception of public conscience. Our readers can find more detailed materials on the subject in the article “The crisis is not an obstacle to hopes”(see pp. 3-4). Let us only repeat some of its data here (see Tables 1-4).

As it can be seen, the balance of indicators of the financial standing assessments and of prospects of the socio-economic situation development remains negative; however, it has improved many-fold in comparison with the previous year. 

	Table 9

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who do you center your hopes for a way out of the crisis on?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	On the president
	35.9

	On Russia
	25.2

	On businessmen
	24.7

	On the government 
	19.9

	On the West
	19.7

	On directors of state-owned enterprises
	12.3

	On opposition
	8.6

	On trade unions
	3.0


	Table 10

	Dynamics of attitude between popularity of the president and assessments of the socio-economic 
situation*, %


	Variant of answer
	Trust the president
	Ready to vote for A. Lukashenko 

at the presidential election

	
	09'11
	03'12
	09'11
	03'12

	
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	
	

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

	It has improved
	64.0
	29.3
	65.7
	22.2
	61.8
	52.8

	It has not changed
	46.7
	37.7
	44.1
	45.3
	36.5
	35.7

	It has become worse
	15.5
	71.1
	31.0
	62.1
	13.6
	26.2

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

	It is going to improve
	46.9
	41.8
	75.2
	15.6
	34.5
	61.5

	It is not going to change
	43.8
	43.8
	43.4
	47.6
	35.5
	32.8

	It is going to become worse
	11.3
	77.2
	18.4
	73.7
	10.7
	14.5

	Do you think that Belarusian economy is in crisis?

	Yes
	19.9
	67.0
	32.6
	57.6
	16.0
	27.6

	No
	70.0
	20.0
	83.3
	12.3
	62.5
	63.6

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

	In the right direction
	74.6
	16.8
	84.8
	8.1
	66.5
	70.0

	In the wrong direction
	10.4
	77.8
	13.6
	80.3
	7.9
	12.2

	* The table is read across


The data of Table 10 show how improvement in perception of the economic situation influenced the change in A. Lukashenko’s popularity. For reference we have taken the data of September, 2011 when the fall in his popularity was maximal.

As it can be seen, an increase in popularity of the president did happen partly due to improvement in perception of the socio-economic situation. Thus the shares of those who trust him among respondents whose financial standing has improved or has not changed for the last three months remained in March, 2012 exactly the same as they had been in September, 2011. However, their “filling” has changed: the number of respondents who noted that their well-being had remained the same or had improved, has considerably grown for six months.

The data of Table 10 show, though, that it is not the only reason. A growth in president’s popularity is also being observed in the groups of pessimists, e.g. among those who noted that their standing had become worse for the previous three months, and the share of those who trusted the president had increased twofold for half a year. They felt bad at that time, they feel bad now too, but their attitude to the president has appreciably improved: they either do not feel as bad as they used to last September, or other factors affected their attitude.

Perhaps the fact that people do not see any alternative inner forces which could help them overcome the difficulties has become the additional factor. As for the outside forces, during the last months A. Lukashenko has managed to a considerable degree to associate with himself support on the part of Russia. 

As the data of Table 11 prove, even among those who blame the president for the crisis, only 15.4% of respondents stake their hopes on him. By the way, among those who do not lay the blame for the crisis on the president, 79.2% hope that he will help the country out of the crisis. Nevertheless it is important to mention that even those who blame the authorities (the president, the government, the parliament) for the crisis do not see a savior in any other articulated force. The fact that almost in all the groups blaming foreign countries for the crisis, hopes for A. Lukashenko are virtually universal also draws attention to itself. It should be mentioned that in all the “blame groups” except one hopes anchored on Russia are greater than the ones pinned on the West.
	Table 11

	Attitude of answers to the questions about the people responsible for the crisis and the ones whom the citizens pin their hopes for the way out of the crisis on*, %


	Variant of answer
	"Who do you center your hopes for a way out of the crisis on?"

	
	On the president
	On Russia
	On businessmen
	On the government
	On the West
	On directors of public enterprises
	On opposition
	On trade unions

	President
	15.4
	32.1
	39.2
	12.6
	32.5
	11.9
	16.7
	3.8

	Government
	30.0
	32.0
	36.7
	15.8
	26.5
	16.4
	12.4
	3.7

	Parliament
	21.8
	37.4
	47.7
	10.3
	33.1
	16.8
	13.4
	6.1

	Europe
	76.1
	16.9
	13.2
	43.0
	8.3
	22.7
	0.8
	2.9

	USA
	79.3
	16.1
	10.4
	44.0
	8.3
	16.6
	0
	5.2

	People
	38.3
	27.3
	24.7
	21.5
	14.8
	22.7
	10.7
	7.3

	Opposition
	82.5
	27.8
	15.5
	24.7
	8.2
	17.5
	1.0
	5.1

	Russia
	72.8
	10.8
	19.4
	34.4
	21.5
	17.2
	5.4
	2.2

	* The table is read across


The data of Table 12 show how the level of support of the president has changed inside the socio-demographic groups for six months.

In essence the relative structure of sympathy towards the head of state has remained the same: women, the older generation, people with a low level of education, villagers and those who seldom use the Internet proved to be the leaders of sympathy to the president in March, 2012 just as they had supported him in September of the previous year when the group of his adherents had shrunk to the historic low. On the other hand, support of A. Lukashenko has grown virtually in all socio-demographic groups without exception. At that leaps of the trust level among the groups traditionally not inclined to support the president are impressive enough – among young people, people with higher education, Minsk residents the support has grown 1.5 times, and among frequent users of the Internet – two times.

The data of Table 13 let us see the differences in the inner structure of those who trust and do not trust the president. In the aggregate the groups make up 90.7%; exclusion of those who avoided answering seems justified as the group is rather small.

As it follows from Table 10, the groups of those who trust and do not trust the president are almost equal in numbers: 42.2% – trust and 48.5% – do not trust. However, this is perhaps the only thing they have in common. The impression is that these are two different societies that live side by side. As far as the majority of positions is concerned, their assessments differ in dozens of percentage points, at times several-fold; on many questions the positions are contrary.

The asymmetry also consists in the following: those who trust the president have a well-known leader; however, those who do not trust him do not have such a representative. Only a little bit more than a quarter of respondents who do not trust the president, trust the opposition; and only 8% of them consider it the change engine. On the other hand, half of those who do not trust the president hope for some “third force” – “progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition”. It is difficult to say, to what extent it is a rational reckoning, and to what extent it is just a dream in the hopeless situation about a different better life and a peculiar Prince Charming.

The unity is apparent only in appraisals of history: the importance of victory in the Great Patriotic war and of independence acquired in 1991 is assessed almost equally by both parts of the Belarusian society. There is a chasm between them as far as everything else is concerned.

In our opinion, the data of Table 13 substantially refute the theories that A. Lukashenko’s rating in opinion polls is to a considerable degree conditioned by the fear factor: people are allegedly afraid to express their distrust in the authoritarian ruler. What stands out is an extremely high degree of the answers’ ideological conformity, as well as dependence of the attitude to the president on the attitude to dozens of other political plots. 

It is difficult to assume that a person can declare for integration with Russia, blame the USA for the crisis, say that his life has improved and hope for its further improvement, and at the same time be insincere saying that he does not trust A. Lukashenko. The person really trusts him exactly because he holds such an opinion about the world, and A. Lukashenko plays the role of a peculiar focus of such an opinion. Precisely due to the fact that there are enough people with such views in the Belarusian society, the “tilting doll” effect is observed in the changes of the president’s rating: an appalling economic shock, a grudge held against the leader for a while deprive him of a part of support; however, as soon as the situation improves a little (or seems to improve), the stable complex of certain ideas about the world and society returns its bearers to its mouthpiece in the person of A. Lukashenko.
	Table 12

	Dynamics of attitude between support of the president and socio-demographic characteristics*, %


	Variant of answer
	Trust the president
	Ready to vote for A. Lukashenko 

at the presidential election

	
	09'11
	03'12
	09'11
	03'12

	
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	
	

	Gender:

	Male
	17.6
	69.7
	33.7
	57.4
	13.1
	25.4

	Female
	30.2
	55.5
	49.2
	41
	26.6
	42.1

	Age:

	18-29
	18.9
	68.3
	26.4
	60.7
	14.7
	22.2

	30-59
	18.1
	69.0
	35.6
	56.0
	12.9
	27.9

	60+
	45.3
	38.9
	74.0
	18.2
	44.3
	62.5

	Education:

	Primary
	71.1
	15.5
	91.7
	2.1
	76.0
	76.3

	Incomplete secondary 
	39.8
	45.4
	61.7
	27.1
	38.2
	50.5

	Secondary
	22.0
	65.2
	41.1
	49.1
	18.6
	30.5

	Vocational
	19.5
	68.9
	37.8
	52.9
	15.2
	29.7

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	16.0
	67.1
	28.4
	62.6
	7.5
	29.8

	Status:

	Private sector employees
	11.1
	77.6
	25.4
	65.9
	7.0
	16.9

	Public sector employees
	19.4
	65.6
	36.2
	53.9
	15.3
	29.5

	Students
	28.2
	60.0
	29.5
	59.1
	16.5
	26.7

	Pensioners
	45.4
	39.3
	71.4
	20.6
	42.4
	60.9

	Housewives
	17.2
	79.3
	35.9
	53.8
	13.8
	25.6

	The unemployed
	27.3
	63.6
	18.0
	70.0
	27.7
	20.4

	Type of settlement:

	Capital – Minsk
	19.5
	70.9
	28.1
	66.4
	21.9
	25.3

	Regional center
	19.0
	57.0
	44.8
	39.3
	8.1
	37.5

	City (over 50000 residents)
	28.1
	63.1
	44.5
	47.7
	19.9
	35.3

	Town (less than 50000 residents)
	22.5
	70.8
	44.9
	47.8
	21.5
	35.6

	Rural settlement
	30.6
	52.5
	47.4
	42.6
	28.1
	37.5

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	12.3
	75.3
	24.2
	63.1
	8.6
	19.4

	Yes, several times a week
	16.1
	67.3
	28.1
	60.6
	12.5
	22.6

	Yes, several times a month
	22.7
	69.3
	33.1
	62.1
	13.3
	28.6

	Yes, several times a year
	33.3
	26.7
	54.5
	42.4
	13.3
	54.5

	No
	32.4
	54.6
	55.1
	36.4
	29.0
	44.2

	I do not know what it is
	72.2
	16.7
	90.2
	7.3
	70.9
	75.6

	* The table is read across


	Table 13

	Attitude of trust/distrust in the president with socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences, %


	Variant of answer
	Trust the president
	Distrust the president

	Gender:

	Male
	36.3
	53.8

	Female
	63.7
	46.2

	Age:

	18-29
	14.8
	29.6

	30-59
	45.1
	61.8

	60+
	40.2
	8.6

	Education:

	Primary
	13.8
	0.3

	Incomplete secondary 
	10.4
	4.0

	Secondary
	35.6
	37.1

	Vocational
	26.4
	32.1

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	13.8
	26.5

	Status:

	Private sector employees
	13.2
	29.8

	Public sector employees
	34.1
	44.1

	Students
	4.1
	7.1

	Pensioners
	45.1
	11.4

	Housewives
	2.2
	2.9

	The unemployed
	1.4
	4.8

	Type of settlement:

	Capital–Minsk
	12.9
	26.5

	Regional center
	19.0
	14.5

	City (over 50 thousand residents)
	21.5
	20.1

	Town (less than 50 thousand residents)
	17.5
	16.1

	Rural settlement
	29.1
	22.7

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	15.1
	34.2

	Yes, several times a week
	11.0
	20.7

	Yes, several times a month
	7.5
	12.3

	Yes, several times a year
	2.8
	1.9

	No
	50.9
	29.3

	I do not know what it is
	11.6
	0.8

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

	It has improved
	23.7
	7.0

	It has not changed
	45.4
	40.6

	It has become worse
	29.9
	52.0

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

	It is going to improve
	40.1
	7.2

	It is not going to change
	35.4
	33.7

	It is going to become worse
	14.3
	49.7

	Do you think Belarusian economy is in crisis?

	Yes
	59.7
	91.7

	No
	29.7
	3.8

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

	In the right direction
	71.0
	5.9

	In the wrong direction
	17.0
	87.1

	Who is responsible for the present crisis in Belarus? 

	President is responsible
	12.2
	81.9

	Government is responsible
	27.0
	6.3

	Parliament is responsible
	20.6
	5.9

	Europe is responsible
	8.2
	11.8

	USA is responsible
	12.4
	1.6

	People are responsible
	9.3
	3.4

	Would you like the USSR to be restored?

	Yes
	34.3
	16.0

	No
	54.7
	77.4

	If, in your opinion, the state of things in our country is developing in general in the wrong direction, who should return the country to the right course?

	Progressively thinking representatives of the present leadership (working in the bodies of state administration)
	5.0
	11.5

	Representatives of the Belarusian opposition
	0.8
	8.1

	President A. Lukashenko himself has to change his policy
	8.2
	16.0

	Progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition
	3.0
	48.4

	President Alexander Lukashenko announced in February that the pay level of working people that had existed before the crisis would be restored within a year or a year and a half. Do you believe it will happen?

	Yes, I do
	66.9
	9.6

	No, I do not
	24.8
	85.2

	What would you prefer for Belarus?

	Market economy with a slight government control
	26.1
	63.9

	Market economy with a considerable government control
	34.9
	14.6

	State-planned economy
	20.9
	8.6

	Have you or your relatives gone abroad to earn money for the last five years?

	Yes
	29.4
	43.9

	To what extent, in your opinion, does the state fulfill its obligations owed to the citizens of Belarus?

	It fulfills them in full
	13.2
	0

	It mostly fulfills them
	47.1
	8.1

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	28.1
	31.1

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	9.9
	42.5

	It does not fulfill them at all
	0.8
	17.3

	Do you trust the following public and state institutions?

	Government
	81.0
	1.9

	Law courts
	74.6
	12.2

	Militia
	69.0
	10.7

	KGB
	68.1
	10.0

	Human rights organizations
	48.8
	30.4

	State mass media
	68.4
	7.7

	Independent mass media
	26.7
	43.1

	Opposition political parties
	7.8
	27.7

	In January and February employees of some Belarusian enterprises withdrew from the official Trade Unions Federation and joined independent trade unions. What do you think about it?

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	12.9
	41.3

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	38.5
	34.1

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	27.2
	8.8

	Are you personally ready to participate in politics more actively?

	Definitely, yes
	2.4
	8.8

	To some extent, yes
	11.8
	27.8

	More likely, no
	33.1
	34.0

	Definitely, no
	51.0
	26.8

	Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Traffic Patrol Department (STPD), the internal revenue service, law courts and other government institutions?

	Definitely, yes
	26.4
	1.8

	More likely, yes
	50.8
	15.9

	More likely, no
	16.4
	46.8

	Definitely, no
	3.3
	33.0

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

	Yes
	2.2
	44.9

	No
	92.1
	40.6

	In Belarus parliamentary elections are going to be held in half a year. Will you participate in them?

	Yes
	64.5
	34.4

	No
	9.1
	26.2

	I do not know, I will decide later
	26.1
	39.5

	Are you for or against the abolition of death penalty in the republic of Belarus?

	For the abolition
	42.8
	57.8

	Against the abolition
	48.9
	32.5

	What events of the XX century can Belarusians be proud of to the greatest extent, in your opinion?

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	79.9
	79.5

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	37.6
	34.2

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	42.2
	28.0

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	10.4
	13.4

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	25.3
	1.1

	Formation of Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	11.2
	6.6

	October revolution of 1917
	6.6
	8.6

	Western countries are trying to make Belarusian authorities release the people convicted for participation in manifestations after the election of 2010. Various opinions are expressed on this subject. Which of them do you agree with?

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	17.0
	69.9

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	19.8
	15.2

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	42.7
	5.2

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

	Integration with Russia
	67.5
	30.1

	Joining the European Union
	15.6
	57.1

	Last year Belarus completely sold the gas-transport system “Beltransgaz” to Russia. What is your attitude to the transaction?

	It is positive
	19.7
	11.2

	It is negative
	44.7
	61.6

	It makes no difference to me
	23.6
	18.2

	The EU and the USA are extending sanctions against the leadership of Belarus– now over 300 of Belarusian officials, judges and others headed by A. Lukashenko, who are held responsible for breaching democracy and human rights will be forbidden these countries. Some people think it is a good idea, others – it is a bad one. And what is your opinion?

	It is good
	6.9
	40.8

	It is bad
	48.0
	19.6

	It makes no difference to me
	39.6
	34.7

	Some politicians in Belarus and in the West urge not to hold the world hockey championship in 2014 in Belarus if by that time human rights violations do not cease in the country. What is your attitude to the suggestion?

	It is positive
	5.3
	19.7

	It is negative
	50.6
	42.7

	It makes no difference to me
	40.3
	33.9

	In what country, in your opinion, are elections more honest – in Belarus or in Russia?

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	26.6
	3.3

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	46.1
	4.5

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	12.3
	50.7

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	4.7
	33.5


Those who adhere to other directly opposite in essence ideas and values have to wait for the one able to put the ideas and values into life. 

Tacit polarization

A growth in the positive mood accompanied by a growth in trust to the person personifying power did not lead to a decrease in the level of opposition attitude in March relative to December (Table 14). It is possible to talk about some increase in the level of polarization in the split Belarusian society owing to a reduction in the share of respondents who found it difficult to answer. The record since December, 2010 percent of Belarusians who do not consider themselves to be in opposition to the authorities (66 %) follows from here. This is a direct outcome of the anti-European and anti-opposition propaganda which has been actively discussed by state mass media since the beginning of the year.

The data of Table 15 let us compare a number of socio-demographic characteristics of supporters and opponents of the authorities. As it was to be expected, women prevail among supporters of the authorities. It is a general rule for authoritarian political regimes with a paternalistic constituent. Women traditionally need external care to a greater degree than men, including care on the part of the state. They are more inclined to conformism than representatives of the stronger sex. It is no coincidence that precinct electoral commissions are staffed in Belarus mainly with women. It is more comfortable for representatives of the authorities to work with them in the informal mode. The same reason explains predominance of women-the-judges at state trials. In the last but one list of officials who are forbidden the territory of the European Union, there are 11 women out of 17 judges. 

One should not forget that women’s average life expectancy in the country is 12.5 years longer than men’s, and the need for state paternalism increases with aging. The data of Table 15 definitely confirm the assertion. The number of Belarusians opposed to the authorities is 3.6 times larger in the age group of respondents up to 30 years old, than among those who are 60 and older (30.4% vs. 8.4%). However, less than a third of Belarusians attribute themselves to oppositionists even among the youngest respondents not burdened with family cares so far.

The opposition attitude level falls a little bit short of a third also among respondents with higher education. This is 6.3 times more than among those whose education was completed at the primary education stage (32.5% vs. 5.2%). Nevertheless, it does not differ in essence from the opposition atti- tude level of people with secondary education. A Belarusian with higher education has not gone far from a secondary school graduate in this sense.

When answering a direct question: “Are you personally ready to participate in politics more actively?” 5.3% of respondents announced their readiness, another 19.3% chose the option “To some extent, yes”. The majority found themselves on the opposite flank of political activity: “More likely no” – 33.8% and “Definitely no” – 39.3%.

	Table 14

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


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

	Yes
	25.8
	28.3
	22.6
	23.4

	No
	60.3
	56.0
	63.8
	66.0

	DA/NA
	13.9
	15.7
	13.6
	10.6


	Table 15

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you consider yourself to be in opposition to the present authorities?" depending on gender, age and the level of education,* %


	Variant of answer
	Yes
	No

	Gender:

	Male
	29.3
	59.7

	Female
	18.4
	71.2

	Age:

	18-29
	30.4
	61.4

	30-39
	28.7
	59.3

	40-49
	27.6
	57.0

	50-59
	23.6
	66.0

	60+
	8.4
	83.2

	Education:

	Primary
	5.2
	88.5

	Incomplete secondary
	8.4
	80.4

	Secondary
	22.3
	67.2

	Vocational
	25.9
	60.1

	Higher
	32.5
	59.8

	* The table is read across


	Table 16

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Which ways do you consider most effective for expressing your opinion and influencing the authorities, and what political actions did you participate in?", 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Talking on the radio, writing for the press, and appearing on television
	32.4

	Meetings, demonstrations
	25.6

	Strikes
	18.9

	Pickets 
	6.4

	Hunger strikes
	4.2

	Other ways
	35.6

	DA
	12.0


The data of Table 16 let us assess effectiveness of various political actions from the public opinion point of view. Mass media addresses ranked first. Forbidden fruit, as they say it, is sweet, however it is virtually unattainable for the majority. Only 4.1% mentioned that they had had an opportunity in their life to give a talk on the radio, to write for the press, and to appear on television. 16.2% of Belarusians have experience of participation in meetings and demonstrations which is 8.3 points less than the share of those who declared effectiveness of this type of political actions. As for strikes, 10 times fewer respondents participated in them than declared their effectiveness.
Answers to the question: “Are you ready to support the actions of Belarusian human rights advocates?” also testify to a low level of political activity. The absolute majority (71.4%) answered the given question with a vigorous “no”. 14.3% are ready to sign an appeal to government agencies, 10.7 % – to participate in spreading human rights information and 7% – to take part in protest actions (political meetings, pickets and other).

In the split Belarusian society not only party opposition is perceived as a “fifth column” at the instigation of the head of state, but also independent trade unions (Table 17). 21.2% adhere to such an opinion among supporters of the authorities. Manicheanism (a conception of the Universe as a field for perpetual battle of two cosmic essences – the Light and the Dark, which can never be reconciled with each other and can never have a dialogue between themselves) is an important element of culture of the Belarusian majority. For a typical Manichean the world is colored black and white and consequently all fellow countrymen are divided into friends-or-foes.
	Table 17

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In January and February employees of some Belarusian enterprises withdrew from the official Trade Unions Federation and joined independent trade unions. What do you think about it?" depending on the attitude to the authorities, %


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Attitude to the authorities

	
	
	Opponents
	Supporters

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	35.7
	26.3
	39.3

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions 
can protect the rights of the working people
	27.6
	51.8
	17.7

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are 
a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	17.0
	8.5
	21.2

	DA/NA
	19.7
	12.7
	18.8


	Table 18

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Western countries are trying to make Belarusian authorities release the people convicted for participation in manifestations after the election of 2010. Various opinions are expressed on this subject. Which of them do you agree with?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	44.5

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	21.4

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	17.8

	DA/NA
	16.3


Belarusian public opinion is also split as far as the people convicted of participation in manifestation on December 19, 2010 are concerned. Even if adversaries of opposition and the West agree to discharging of the convicts, they are guided not by the “mercy to the fallen”, but by their own mercenary interests. Please, pay attention to the last but one line of Table 18.

In connection with the death sentence to D. Konovalov and V. Kovalev charged with committing an act of terror in Minsk underground a question about the attitude of Belarusians to the capital punishment was again included into the March opinion poll. Continuing to pass and execute death sentences Belarusian authorities refer to the referendum of 1991 in the course of which the people in a single burst declared for the right of the state to take a person’s life (according to the official data of the Central Election Committee – 80.4%). One should receive such a result with a grain of salt, as in the course of that earth shattering referendum the people refused to elect local executive authority in the same unanimous manner, as well as did not support the suggestion to carry out financing of all the branches of government “openly and from the state budget only”. 

	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you for or against the abolition of the death penalty in the republic of Belarus?", %


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

	
	
	
	All 
respondents
	Opponents of the authorities
	Supporters of the 
authorities

	For abolition
	36.8
	42.4
	49.7
	68.8
	43.8

	Against abolition
	54.6
	48.3
	40.8
	21.3
	48.2

	DA/NA
	8.6
	9.3
	9.5
	9.7
	7.8


However, in spite of how the CEC headed by L. Ermoshina counted votes in 1991, one should not reject the very fact of wide public support of death sentences execution (Table 19). In 2010 the relative majority of Belarusians still declared for the capital punishment, and in 2009 the majority was absolute. However weird it might seem, but the trial of the Minsk terrorists’ case changed the ratio of supporters and opponents of the capital punishment in favor of the latter. It may well be so that the reason for the shift should be looked for not in the humanist enlightenment of the Belarusian society, but in the protest response to the decision of the authorities. A considerable growth in the supporters of the death penalty abolition among opposition disposed citizens testifies in favor of the above mentioned supposition (in June 2009 only 37.6% among those who did not trust A. Lukashenko supported the abolition of the death penalty, while among those who trusted him – 48.6%).
Media activity of the authorities against the background of the economic crisis strengthened polarization of the Belarusian society. Exactly the authorities are directly responsible for this as they officially do not acknowledge presence of an opposition “minority” in the society. This way they are rocking the boat, as well as by means of attempting to shift the responsibility for the economic hardships onto the “fifth column”.

Ideal citizens of a nonideal state

To have a good reputation by oneself is human. In the social psychology language it is called “disposition in favor of one’s own Ego”. The given disposition is registered not only on the everyday level, but also when respondents answer questions connected with social and political range of problems. Let us refer to the data of Table 20. As it can be seen, the absolute majority of Belarusians (68.1%) are law-abiding citizens who meet their commitments owed to the state. The share of the population “irresponsible” in the civic sense is extremely insignificant (7.6%). However, the ideal citizens have no luck: they have to live in the state not notable for any special fervor in the questions of abiding by  the  Constitution.  Let  us  cite  its Article 2: “The state is liable to the citizen for creating conditions for free and adequate development of the person. The citizen bears responsibility to the state for rigorous observance of obligations he or she is entrusted with by the Constitution”.

	Table 20

	Distribution of answers to the question: "To what extent, in your opinion, do citizens of Belarus (does the state) fulfill their obligations owed to the state (citizens of Belarus) (observe the laws, pay taxes and so on) and to what extent, in your opinion, does the state fulfill its obligations owed to the citizens of Belarus?",%


	Variant of answer
	Citizens
	State
	+/–

	They fulfill them in full
	19.0
	6.0
	13

	They mostly fulfill them
	49.1
	26.5
	22.6

	Equally – they fulfill as much as they do not
	23.1
	31.0
	–7.9

	They mostly do not fulfill them
	6.3
	26.4
	–20.1

	They do not fulfill them at all
	1.3
	8.8
	–7.5

	DA/NA
	1.2
	1.3
	–0.1


	Table 21

	Distribution of answers to the question: "To what extent, in your opinion, do citizens of Belarus fulfill their obligations owed to the state (observe the laws, pay taxes and so on)" depending on gender, age, education and attitude to the authorities*, %


	Characteristic
	They fulfill them in full
	They mostly fulfill them
	They fulfill as much as they do not
	They mostly do not fulfill them
	They do not fulfill them at all

	Gender:

	Male
	16.7
	50.2
	23.9
	6.6
	1.9

	Female
	20.9
	48.3
	22.6
	5.9
	0.8

	Age:

	18-29
	14.0
	52.5
	25.3
	5.6
	1.4

	30-39
	17.2
	48.1
	27.6
	5.6
	0.7

	40-49
	15.8
	48.4
	25.8
	7.5
	1.1

	50-59
	15.4
	52.1
	23.9
	6.9
	1.2

	60+
	30.9
	44.8
	14.7
	5.8
	2.0

	Education:

	Primary
	34.4
	46.9
	8.3
	5.2
	2.1

	Incomplete secondary
	29.9
	43.0
	18.7
	8.4
	0.0

	Secondary
	17.6
	50.6
	21.8
	7.1
	1.6

	Vocational
	16.9
	47.9
	26.0
	6.5
	1.4

	Higher
	16.1
	50.8
	27.7
	4.5
	1.0

	Attitude to the authorities:

	Opponents
	18.1
	51.6
	25.6
	3.4
	1.1

	Supporters
	19.1
	48.8
	22.4
	7.1
	1.5

	* The table is read across


In the split Belarusian society a question about observance of obligations owed to the state by the citizens did not provoke the habitual polarization of opinions (Table 21). A low level of self-criticism in the group of respondents with primary education and in the older age group (Belarusians with primary education have “remained intact” mainly in the older age group) is an exception confirming the general rule. There is nothing surprising in it. Disposition in favor of one’s Ego is a universal phenomenon not influenced by political preferences what the last two lines of Table 21 clearly demonstrate.
When Belarusians begin to appraise their native state nothing is left of the former unanimity (Table 22). Over a quarter of the authorities’ opponents are sure that the state does not at all meet the obligations owed to the citizens, while the popularity of such a view is almost 10 times lower among their supporters (26.4% vs. 2.8%)! In the split Belarusian society the state refuses to act as a mediator, i.e. to build a “median” policy that would take into account interests of the “majority” in need of paternalistic care, as well as of the economically active “minority”. The country’s political class prefers to rely mainly on the “majority” and the Belarusian economic model, one of whose top priorities is redistribution of resources from the “minority” to the “majority”, functions exactly in their interests. 

	Table 22

	Distribution of answers to the question: “To what extent, in your opinion, does the state fulfill its obligations owed to the citizens of Belarus?" depending on gender, age, education and attitude to the authorities*, %



	Characteristic
	It fulfills them in full
	It mostly 
fulfill them
	It fulfill as much 
as they does not
	It mostly does not fulfill them
	It does not fulfill them at all

	Gender:

	Male
	4.5
	22.0
	30.7
	30.6
	11.0

	Female
	7.1
	30.3
	31.2
	22.9
	7.0

	Age:

	18-29
	2.0
	22.0
	29.6
	30.1
	14.4

	30-39
	2.2
	18.6
	37.5
	30.5
	10.4

	40-49
	2.5
	20.8
	35.1
	32.3
	8.6

	50-59
	5.4
	26.6
	31.7
	27.0
	7.7

	60+
	16.4
	41.8
	23.1
	14.1
	2.9

	Education:

	Primary
	28.1
	50.0
	13.5
	7.3
	0.0

	Incomplete secondary
	11.2
	39.6
	20.8
	21.7
	6.6

	Secondary
	3.3
	28.1
	33.4
	23.8
	9.8

	Vocational
	3.6
	20.8
	35.2
	28.7
	10.2

	Higher
	5.8
	20.0
	29.7
	35.2
	8.7

	Attitude to the authorities:

	Opponents
	0.3
	8.2
	17.6
	47.4
	26.4

	Supporters
	8.4
	35.7
	34.7
	16.9
	2.8

	* The table is read across


Society is aware of this policy; that is why negative as well as positive grades given to the state should be recognized as reasonable. Belarusian state is a “friend” for peripheral social groups with a low level of personality resources, the groups that form the nucleus of the authorities’ supporters. And the state generally meets the commitments owed to its “friends”.

If one compares answers of Belarusians to the questions of Table 20 with the answers of Russians to the similar questions, then the general level of appraisal of the state’s “obligatoriness” will prove to be in favor of Belarusians. In January, 2012 according to the data of “Levada-center”, 17% of respondents in Russia agreed with the choice “the state fulfills its obligations in full/mostly”, while in Belarus almost two times more – 32.5%. In spite of this ratio, the majority of Russians supported the party of power at the parliamentary election, and its leader V. Putin – at the presidential election. Analysts inclined to see behind each decrease in the income of Belarusians a possibility for development of a scenario disastrous for the authorities should remember about it.

The majority still does not hear anything

To European measure Belarusians can be safely attributed to an electoral nation. They love to vote. Such is the tradition dating back to the Soviet past. A Soviet person was trained to participating in two types of mass political actions: to voting and to passing in festive columns of demonstrators past the tribunes from which representatives of bureaucratic establishment of the proper administrative and territorial level greeted him. In independent Belarus the second tradition was considerably devaluated,  that is why voting remained the only officially allowed mass political action.

According to the IISEPS first opinion poll (April 1992), 66% of the country’s population took part in the election of the USSR people’s deputies (for the so called "Gorbachev’s congress") in 1989. In 1990 appearance at the first alternative election of deputies to the Supreme Soviet of the BSSR made up 69.3%. Belarusians also voted together at the first Republican referendum in May 1995. According to the official data, appearance made up 64.8%. A year and a half later at the second republican referendum it grew up to 84.1%. It was L. Ermoshina’s debut in the office of head of the Central Election Committee.

From this time on official data stopped matching the results registered in the course of national opinion polls. The latter testify to the effect that appearance exceeding 60% is a norm for parliamentary elections. Most likely the forthcoming election in autumn of the current year will not become an exception in this sense. 

Half a year before the election every second Belarusian declared his/her readiness to vote (Table 23), but there are still resources for an increase in appearance, and the resources are considerable. Electoral activity of the authorities’ opponents is traditionally lower than activity of their supporters: the majority of the authorities’ opponents do not see any point in participating in elections whose outcome is 100% predictable.
	Table 23

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In half a year parliamentary elections are going to be held 
in Belarus. Will you participate in them?",%


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Attitude to the authorities

	
	
	Opponents
	Supporters

	Yes
	48.2
	35.2
	53.5

	No
	18.0
	23.0
	16.5

	I do not know, I will decide later
	33.7
	41.8
	29.8


The predictability does not provide for any places for deputies representing interests of A. Lukashenko’s opponents. Practice is a criterion of truth, and personal composition of the last two parliaments convincingly confirms the truth. High official appearance and absence of oppositionists in the parliament indicate the unity of the Belarusian nation. And if the nation is united, whose interests do the so-called opposition parties represent? It's a stone's throw from this rhetorical question to accusations of aiding external foes of the "young Belarusian democracy". The "fifth column" label is from the same semantic row.

Meanwhile, the data of Table 24 prove that A. Lukashenko’s political opponents have their supporters in society. Taking into account the line "For a different candidate" they could safely put in a claim for 30% of deputy mandates and taking into consideration the crisis year of 2011, perhaps even for a larger number.
	Table 24

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which candidate would you prefer to vote for?", %


	Variant of answer
	06'08
	03'12

	For a supporter of A Lukashenko
	39.6
	30.0

	For an opponent of A. Lukashenko
	17.7
	23.1

	For a different candidate
	31.4
	29.4

	DA/NA
	11.3
	17.5


	Table 25

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your attitude to the boycott of the forthcoming parliamentary election which a part of opposition urges to?",%


	Variant of answer
	All respondents
	Attitude to the authorities

	
	12'11
	03'12
	Opponents
	Supporters

	It is positive
	11.6
	10.6
	31.4
	4.1

	It is negative
	21.2
	20.2
	21.6
	19.6

	It makes no difference to me
	30.9
	26.5
	10.5
	34.3

	I have not heard anything about it
	35.8
	41.6
	36.1
	41.8


For three months that passed since the December opinion poll the topic of boycotting the forthcoming parliamentary election has not acquired additional supporters in society (Table 25). It is evidence of opposition’s limited media resources, as well as of absence of interest in its activity in Belarusian society. Let us pay attention to the almost equal level of answers in the column "I have heard nothing about it". It means practical parity in the level of attention to information generated by opposition among supporters and opponents of the authorities. However, regardless of what decision concerning the format of their participation/nonparticipation in the forthcoming voting they would take in the party headquarters, it would hardly appreciably tell upon the ratio of supporters and opponents of the boycott in society. It is clear that the matter concerns only opponents of the authorities, as their supporters a priori do not respond to the appeals of opposition.

Concluding the pre-election topic, let us accentuate once again that Belarusian society keeps being in a dormant state. The crisis of 2011 did not manage to shake it out of slumber. In the middle of summer the impression was that the process of agitation was about to begin, but the October stabilization of Belarusian ruble’s rate proved to be akin to a drastic social soporific draught. The fact should be remembered by those who are planning to actively participate in the forthcoming election campaign. Politics are an art of what is possible, that is why elaboration of any political project should be preceded by an analysis of the limits of what is possible.

Victory as a uniting symbol of split society

In the opinion of philosopher A. de Jasay, “A state usually begins with someone’s defeat”. The Republic of Belarus owes its appearance on political maps to “the greatest catastrophe of the XX century”, i.e. to the defeat of the USSR in the “cold war”. The same defeat allowed A. Lukashenko to turn from a director of a decayed sovkhoz “Gorodets” into a head of state within several years. It might seem that monuments to initiators of the “Belovezhsky collusion” that registered the outcome of the catastrophe de jure should have been erected in Belarus already within their lifetime; however, everything happened quite the opposite way. In order to delete the real date of birth of the national state from the memory of Belarusians, in 1996 a referendum was held. Let us cite the wording of the first question: “Carry Independence day of the Republic of Belarus (Day of the Republic) over to July, 3 – the day of liberation of Belarus from the Nazi invaders in the Great Patriotic war”. According to the official data of the CEC, 88.1% of citizens who had participated in voting supported the carrying over of Independence Day.

 It is clear, that the referendum of 1996 was a debut for L. Ermoshina in the office of the CEC head; nevertheless the very fact of including the question about carrying of Independence Day over to July, 3 into ballot papers testifies to the effect that A. Lukashenko counted on the positive for himself response on the part of the majority of the population. And he did not miscalculate. Even 16 years later the Victory in the Great Patriotic war (liberation of Belarus is an integral part of the victory) remains beyond comparison, as far as its importance is concerned, among various events of the XX century (Table 26).
	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What events of the XX century can Belarusians be proud of 
to the greatest extent, in your opinion?" depending on the attitude to the authorities, % 
(more than one  answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Attitude to the authorities

	
	
	Opponents
	Supporters

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	79.8
	78.5
	80.5

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	35.9
	36.8
	35.7

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	35.8
	23.0
	39.9

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	11.7
	14.4
	10.8

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	11.5
	2.0
	16.0

	Formation of Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	9.0
	4.5
	10.8

	October revolution of 1917
	7.2
	8.2
	7.3


It is important to note that attitude to the Victory does not possess any political connotation, that is why supporters as well as opponents of the authorities are proud of it to almost equal extent. In principle there is no difference in assessments depending on gender, education and age of respondents.

If anyone does try to load the attitude to the victory politically, it is A. Lukashenko himself. For him it is first of all “our Victory”. For a person dividing all people into friends and foes the Victory, too, can be only ours. To support what has been mentioned above, let us cite and extract from the report made at the II All-Belarusian assembly: “Speaking about the Great Patriotic war I cannot but admonish our society. Many politicians say: “we do not want to take the Victory for ourselves; we are ready to share it with someone”. I am not ready to do it. I am not ready, and although I did not fight, I am not ready to give someone the Victory of my father and grandfather! This is us – the Soviet people who have done everything for others to live well today, including in the West. This is us – the Soviet people – who have preserved the world and ensured development of civilization. And these are not simply emotions. Sometimes I want to say: “As long as we saved you, gentlemen, you should be thankful for it your entire life (applause). And if you cannot do it and more likely don’t want to do it, then please don’t teach us, and don’t interfere with our life”.

As a “historical” reference let us mention that the process of transformation of the attitude to the Great Patriotic war as to the Victory in the first place began already under L. Brezhnev. After dismissal of N. Khrushchev L. Brezhnev needed to improve his 
own status, and victory in the war was made at that time the core of the Soviet propaganda. Understanding the whole complexity of the war (daily fear, horror of mass death, poverty, and forced labor) was pushed to the background, and only the triumphant side was purposefully drummed into people’s mind. Such propaganda fell onto the fertile ground as the atomized Soviet society simply did not have any other solidarity symbols (victory in the revolution and the civil war could not act as a legitimacy source for another generation of party functionaries any longer).

There is a characteristic detail – grandeur of the Victory is measured by the number of casualties. A. Lukashenko constantly reminds people about it, too. He turned the Victory into the central element of not only Belarusian, but also of world history; and this historical construction is accepted today by supporters of the authorities, as well as by their opponents. 

Once again about the disabled

As it is known, over half a million of the disabled live in Belarus at the moment. It means that every twentieth fellow countrymen of ours has these or those problems which limit his/her physical, psychological or intellectual abilities to some extent. This is quite a large number and it is, of course, impossible not to notice it. Hence the social problem of disability should be known to society. As the data of Table 27 show, three out of five adult Belarusians have first-hand knowledge of the problem.
	Table 27

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


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, there are, including:
	56.3

	   – I have disability myself
	7.0

	   – I have a child (children) with disability
	1.0

	   – there are people with disabilities among close relatives (parents, wife, husband, 
      brothers, sisters)
	18.3

	   – there are people with disabilities among distant relatives, friends, acquaintances
	30.0

	No
	41.8

	DA/NA
	1.9

	* It was possible to give more than one answer that is why the values are given relative to 100%


	Table 28

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Are there people with disabilities among the employees of your enterprise (organization)? If yes, are there a lot of them?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes, there are, but not many
	9.4

	Yes, there are, quite a lot
	1.7

	No, there are no such people
	30.3

	I do not know
	29.3

	I do not work at the moment
	27.5

	DA/NA
	1.8


Over 11% of respondents mentioned presence of disabled people among the employees of their enterprises or organizations (Table 28), which also confirms the problem’s topicality.

It might seem that such a considerable number of the disabled and the topicality of their problems should have aroused in public opinion if not a desire to ensure all possible assistance and support then at least awakened common sympathy for these people. However, we regret to ascertain that such a feeling is not peculiar to many Belarusians. The data of Table 29, in particular, show that only every third respondent treats positively co-education of children with and without disabilities. When the matter concerns co-education of the disabled with the children of a certain respondent, then the negative attitude becomes considerably stronger: already almost half (45%) would not want it (Table 30).
	Table 29

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think co-education of disabled children and children without disabilities is useful or harmful for each group of children?", %


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

	For children without disabilities
	34.1
	19.6
	32.5
	13.8

	For disabled children
	36.2
	17.2
	33.9
	12.7


	Table 30

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you personally prefer your child (all other conditions being equal) to study in a class with co-education (where disabled children study together with ordinary children) or in a class without co-education?


	Variant of answer
	%

	I would prefer a class without co-education
	45.0

	I would prefer a class with co-education
	31.5

	DA/NA
	23.5


	Table 31

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Imagine that a disabled person gets a job at your enterprise (organization), and you have to work directly with him/her. What would you personally worry about in this situation?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Additional efforts would be required to ensure special working conditions for this person
	34.8

	Psychological discomfort in communication
	30.1

	I think the person will not be able to exercise his/her functions
	19.3

	Other
	3.5

	DA
	15.6


The data of Table 31 show that every third Belarusian worries about the need for creating special working conditions for the disabled as it might demand additional efforts. There is a little bit fewer of those who are worried by the problems of psychological discomfort in communication with their colleagues-the-disabled. And almost every fifth respondent is sure that a disabled person will not be able to exercise his/her functions implying, of course, that there is no use hiring him/her.
Quite a lot of our fellow citizens (41.5%) think that the disabled should not work and earn their living at all and that the state should secure social payments and benefits (Table 32). Also almost every third respondent (31.5%) would prefer if specialized enterprises were created for employment of the disabled. Both these typical delusions completely ignore the disabled as individuals, to put it mildly. Unfortunately, three out of four Belarusians think so!
	Table 32

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


	Variant of answer
	%

	To increase benefits and social payments for disabled people so that they did not have to earn their living
	41.5

	To create specialized enterprises for employment of people with disabilities
	31.5

	To create conditions so that people with disabilities could work equally with everyone
	23.4

	DA/NA
	3.6


It is clear that in order to develop the right attitude to the disabled long and laborious work with the population is required. The authorities should work together with the public, and mass media should ensure publicity to the process and spread widely its best achievements. Unfortunately, as we have written before, mass media stand aloof from this painful problem in the opinion of the population.
	Table 33

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


	Variant of answer
	%

	Yes
	30.1

	No
	65.3

	DA/NA
	4.6


As for the authorities, their “work” with the disabled is conspicuously characterized by such facts as imposition of administrative sanctions on a one-armed invalid for “clapping his hands” (http://naviny.by/rubrics/society/2011/08/10/ic_news_116_374144/) or bashing up a disabled person who was resting near the National library building by undercover men (http://naviny.by/rubrics/society/2011/07/06/ic_media_photo_116_4866/), etc. And the fact that Belarus still has not joined the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities speaks for itself. By the way, perhaps due to the fact almost two thirds of Belarusians have not heard about the Convention (Table 33).
Wind from the East

As Mao Zedong used to say, “The wind from the East weighs upon the wind from the West”. With the help of this phrase it is possible, at least partly, to describe the results of the IISEPS latest opinion poll concerning the geopolitical choice of Belarusians (Table 34).
	Table 34

	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
	06'11
	12'11
	03'12

	Integration with the Russia
	47.6
	49.3
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	46.0
	42.3
	38.1
	31.4
	41.4
	47.0

	Joining the EU
	36.1
	33.7
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	30.1
	42.1
	38.0
	47.8
	39.1
	37.3


It is easy to see that in March 2012 the level of sympathy in favor of integration with Russia (in the wording of the question of Table 34) proved to be the highest for the last 5 years, having come close to the 50 percent mark. A growth in the attitude was registered already at the end of the previous year. The obvious reasons which can explain it are as follows: generous Russian economic support, positive information “wrapping” of the steps directed at integration, such as formation of the Common Free Market Zone (CFMZ) of three countries, and certain economic benefits that Belarus got from the CFMZ. Some of these factors could act with a lag – the peak of Russian economic presents’ handout fell upon February of the current year. As, judging by the data of the opinion poll, acuteness of the economic crisis in Belarus has appreciably decreased (at least, the acuteness of its perception has decreased), the relief could have been attributed to the Russian assistance by the public opinion, too.

In addition, the bitter political and diplomatic quarrel between official Minsk and the EU and though restrained and so far rhetorical support of Belarus on the part of Russia in the conflict could also tip the public sympathy scales towards Moscow. As we can see, a growth in the share of “Belo-Russians” was accompanied by a slight decrease in the pro-European attitude.

The poll results show that a relative majority of respondents assess negatively the sanctions which the EU has already imposed on Minsk and which are being planned for the future (Tables 35-36). The mentioned majority is relative, and perhaps due to the fact the conflict did not give rise to a sharp fall in pro-European sympathy.
At that the essence of the West principle demand which is advanced as the main motive of the sanctions is in fact shared by a significant majority of respondents (Table 37).
	Table 35

	Distribution of answers to the question: "The EU and the USA are extending sanctions against the leadership of Belarus – now over 300 of Belarusian officials, judges and others headed by A. Lukashenko, who are held responsible for breaching democracy and human rights will be forbidden these countries. Some people think it is a good idea, others – it is a bad one. And what is your opinion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is good
	24.0

	It is bad
	32.4

	It makes no difference to me
	37.5

	DA/NA
	6.1


	Table 36

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Some politicians in Belarus and in the West urge not to hold the world hockey championship in 2014 in Belarus if by that time human rights violations do not cease in the country. What is your attitude to the suggestion?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is positive
	13.3

	It is negative
	46.0

	It makes no difference to me
	37.0

	DA/NA
	3.7


	Table 37

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Western countries are trying to make Belarusian authorities release the people convicted for participation in manifestations after the election of 2010. Various opinions are expressed on this subject. Which of them do you agree with?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	44.5

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	21.4

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	17.8

	DA/NA
	16.3


The majority is for the discharge of political prisoners (the majority of this majority is for the discharge of these people as not guilty, and not because the West demands it); the sanctions, however, do not arouse such unanimity.

On the other hand, a growth in pro-Russian sympathy does not mean universal enthusiasm concerning any forms of integration and expansion of Russian influence. During the last months the Russian party, including V. Putin, spoke more than once about the desirability of Belarus switching over to the Russian ruble. However, with all due respect to the eastern neighbor even multiplied by the complicated economic situation in Belarus, the idea found support among very few respondents (Table 38).
	Table 38

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to the idea of Belarus switching over to the Russian ruble?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is positive
	29.5

	It is negative
	41.7

	It makes no difference to me
	19.1

	DA/NA
	9.7


A comparison of the data of Tables 34 and 38 shows that at transferring from an abstract question about integration to a concrete and delicate one the share of supporters of the Russian variant decreases more than by a third.

Still less joy was stirred up by the final selling of “Beltransgaz” to Russia. Even the eloquence of the head of Belarusian state did not help here, although he assured people there had been no other way out and talked exactly in the spirit of some liberal economists about the “rusty pipe”. The population treated the loss of the Belarusian state’s control over one of the country’s main economic assets rather badly (Table 39).
There are more than three times fewer supporters of selling the “rusty pipe” to the ally and brother than of those who generally prefer integration with the RF. It testifies to the peculiarity of ideas about the integration form.

It may well be so that a completely new factor became one of the reasons for a pro-Russian shift in Belarusian public consciousness. It is, so to say, the Bolotnaya echo, Russian mass political protests which began after the last year’s December elections for the State Duma. When answering the question about the actions, 28.7% of respondents assessed them positively, 23% – negatively, the rest either did not answer or said it made no difference to them.

There is approximately the same ratio in comparative assessments of honesty of the Belarusian and Russian elections (Table 40).
	Table 39

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Last year Belarus completely sold the gas-transport system “Beltransgaz” to Russia. What is your attitude to the transaction?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	It is positive
	15.1

	It is negative
	53.5

	It makes no difference to me
	20.4

	DA/NA
	11.0


	Table 40

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In what country, in your opinion, are elections more honest – in Belarus or in Russia?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	13.6

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	23.2

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	32.7

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	19.3

	DA/NA
	11.2


	Table 41

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In Belarus after the election of 2010 authorities used force to disperse protest actions, and Russian authorities in 2011 did not use force against participants of such actions. How do you assess the actions of the authorities in the RB and in the RF?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Belarusian authorities did the right thing, and Russian authorities did not
	11.9

	Russian authorities did the right thing, and Belarusian authorities did not
	39.5

	Authorities in both countries did the right thing, but the situations in the RB and the RF were 
different
	32.6

	DA/NA
	16.0


Attention should be paid to the fact that answers with the same assessments of electoral processes – positive or negative – enjoy the greatest popularity. At that, however, assessments of the authorities’ actions with regard to demonstrators who protested after the voting are characterized by a marked asymmetry (Table 41).
Here the assessments’ balance is in favor of Russian authorities. It should be noted that the number of those who think that Belarusian authorities acted in the wrong way on December 19, 2010 is quite large and corresponds well with the share of those who believe that participants of the manifestation are in prison sine culpa (see Table 37). It should also be mentioned that adherents of universality of the principle “to drag and not to let out”
 make up a comparatively small share of respondents. However, those who think that Belarusian authorities acted in the right way in December 2010 total 44.5% – approximately as much as their opponents. 

Finally answering the question about projection of Russian protests on Belarus, quite a large number of respondents considered them possible (Table 42).
	Table 42

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the same large-scale protest actions as in Russia after the last year’s elections are possible in Belarus after the current year’s parliamentary elections?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Quite possible
	18.8

	Possible, but unlikely
	44.0

	It will not happen
	33.0

	DA/NA
	4.2


	Table 43

	Attitude to protests in Russia and socio-demographic and political characteristics, %


	Characteristics
	"Several protest actions against rigging the votes took place in Russia after the elections for the State Duma in 2011. What is your attitude to these protest actions?"

	
	Positive
	Negative

	Age:

	18-29
	30.1
	16.9

	30-59
	32.5
	21.4

	60+
	18.2
	33.1

	Education:

	Primary
	10.4
	37.5

	Incomplete secondary
	15.7
	37.0

	Secondary
	27.8
	20.0

	Vocational
	32.5
	21.7

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	34.8
	21.0

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	38.0
	16.9

	Yes, several times a week
	16.9
	16.1

	Yes, several times a month
	31.3
	22.8

	Yes, several times a year
	16.1
	21.2

	No
	22.1
	27.9

	I do not know what it is
	22.8
	35.4

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

	In the right direction
	8.6
	39.4

	In the wrong direction
	39.4
	12.1

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	58.9
	9.1

	No
	16.1
	29.5

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

	A. Lukashenko
	11.5
	40.2 

	V. Neklyaev
	68.9
	7.8

	A. Sannikov
	63.7
	3.3

	* The table is read across


The data of Tables 43 and 44 let us assess to what extent a growth in the pro-Russian sympathy has happened owing to those who treat Russian protests that occurred after the previous year’s election for the State Duma positively.
The attitude is rather anticipated – young people, the educated, frequent users of the Internet are more inclined to assess manifestations in Bolotnaya, Sakharov Ave and Pushkinskaya positively (Table 43). Political preferences prove to be another strong differentiating factor: there are several-fold more supporters of Russian protests among the dissatisfied with Belarusian authorities and their opponents than among adherents of home authorities.

However, if we analyze thanks to what groups the attitude to Belarusian and Russian integration has changed for 9 months, it will become clear that the correlation here is much more complicated (Table 44).
Although young people and the educated are inclined to integration with Russia to the least extent, a rise in pro-Russian sympathy touched them, too: for 9 months the share of “Belo-Russians” has grown by approximately a third among young people and people with higher education. It is not ruled out that for a part of them it became a consequence of their response to Russian protests. However, it follows from the correlation of a geopolitical choice with political preferences proper that the share is not large. In the groups with the greatest sympathy for demonstrators of Bolotnaya and Sakharov the share of integration with Russia adherents has remained virtually immutable – sympathy for Russian opposition did not give rise to a desire to unite with a country where such nice people lived. 

The last lines of Table 44 illustrate it in an integrated form – supporters of Russian protests in general treat integration with Russia much more reservedly than opponents of Bolotnaya. Europe is closer for those for whom Bolotnaya is closer, just as for participants of Russian demonstrations. 

In conclusion let us present connection of answers to the question about a possible repetition of Russian protests after the autumn parliamentary elections in Belarus (Table 45). This, however, is by definition already a question of home not foreign policy.
	Table 44

	Dynamics of the geopolitical choice in terms of socio-demographic groups and political preferences, %


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

	
	06'11
	03'12

	
	For integration with Russia
	For joining 
the EU
	For integration 
with Russia
	For joining 
the EU

	Age:

	18-29
	18.9
	67.0
	32.1
	54.4

	30-59
	35.5
	45.2
	45.2
	39.6

	60+
	51.4
	20.4
	66.5
	14.2

	Education:

	Primary
	61.5
	6.3
	68.8
	5.2

	Incomplete secondary
	51.4
	22.9
	62.6
	22.4

	Secondary
	34.6
	45.5
	46.7
	37.9

	Vocational
	32.0
	49.5
	43.5
	41.4

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	27.8
	55.0
	40.3
	45.2

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

	It has improved
	54.2
	33.3
	53.5
	27.0

	It has not changed
	44.1
	32.4
	50.2
	35.4

	It has become worse
	32.4
	48.7
	41.2
	43.8

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

	It is going to improve
	40.8
	33.5
	62.2
	20.1

	It is not going to change
	44.9
	32.1
	49.1
	36.4

	It is going to become worse
	30.5
	53.1
	33.1
	52.7

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

	In the right direction
	50.9
	22.4
	67.9
	15.4

	In the wrong direction
	29.3
	55.0
	32.0
	54.9

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	21.9
	68.6
	20.1
	71.1

	No
	43.6
	32.7
	58.7
	24.2

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

	A. Lukashenko
	51.5
	19.8
	67.8
	14.8

	V. Neklyaev
	20.0
	72.5
	17.5
	76.7

	A. Sannikov
	26.8
	64.3
	19.8
	67.0

	Several protest actions against rigging the votes took place in Russia after the elections for the State Duma in 2011. What is your attitude to these protest actions?

	Positive 
	–
	–
	35.8
	54.5 

	Negative
	–
	–
	64.6 
	23.1 

	* The table is read across


	Table 45

	Projection of Russian protests on Belarus, socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences, %


	Characteristics
	"Do you think the same large-scale protest actions as in Russia after the last year’s elections are possible in Belarus after the current year’s 
parliamentary elections?"

	
	Quite possible
	Possible, but unlikely
	It will not happen

	Age:

	18-29
	23.0
	43.8
	30.1

	30-59
	19.2
	48.5
	28.3

	60+
	13.5
	33.7
	47.0

	Education:

	Primary
	12.5
	25.0
	62.5

	Incomplete secondary
	8.4
	35.5
	50.5

	Secondary
	18.9
	44.5
	31.4

	Vocational
	23.3
	48.1
	25.1

	Higher (including incomplete higher)
	18.1
	46.1
	31.9

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

	It has improved
	15.6
	38.5
	43.7

	It has not changed
	16.5
	44.6
	33.5

	It has become worse
	23.0
	45.7
	27.7

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

	It is going to improve
	14.5
	32.7
	45.4

	It is not going to change
	19.1
	45.9
	32.6

	It is going to become worse
	22.9
	49.3
	24.9

	Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Traffic Patrol Department (STPD), the internal revenue service, law courts and other government institutions?

	Definitely, yes
	13.0
	30.2
	52.1

	More likely, yes
	14.8
	44.1
	35.8

	More likely, no
	21.2
	46.4
	28.7

	Definitely, no
	26.6
	52.2
	19.4

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

	In the right direction
	15.6
	32.6
	46.2

	In the wrong direction
	22.8
	51.1
	24.1

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the present authorities?

	Yes
	25.0
	59.9
	14.2

	No
	17.8
	37.1
	40.4

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes
	17.0
	35.4
	41.7

	No
	21.1
	50.8
	25.4

	Do you trust non-state mass media?

	Yes
	24.2
	48.0
	25.5

	No
	16.5
	39.5
	39.7

	Do you trust opposition political parties?

	Yes
	29.0
	56.1
	14.1

	No
	16.2
	39.5
	40.4

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

	A. Lukashenko
	17.5
	32.7
	44.8

	V. Neklyaev
	27.5
	58.8
	13.7

	A. Sannikov
	22.8
	62.0
	14.1

	Are you going to participate in the parliamentary elections? 

	Yes
	19.4
	43.0
	33.4

	No
	16.2
	41.2
	39.7

	Do not know; I will decide later
	19.3
	47.2
	28.9

	What is your attitude to the boycott of the forthcoming parliamentary elections which a part of opposition urges to?

	Positive
	29.4
	52.5
	17.5

	Negative
	21.6
	46.2
	29.8

	Indifferent 
	22.2
	40.4
	32.7

	I have not heard about it
	13.1
	42.5
	39.0

	* The table is read across


Dependences are quite anticipated: young people, the educated and frequenters of the Internet are more inclined to expect Belarusian Bolotnaya. Also respondents, who state worsening of their financial standing, do not see in prospect improvement of the economic situation, those who do not feel protected from the arbitrary rule of authorities, expect protests more. Attitude to opposition is a strong differentiating factor – over a quarter of respondents among its supporters definitely expect protests. Finally, perhaps the largest share of those who consider protests quite possible is among adherents of boycotting the parliamentary elections. What makes the situation similar to the Russian one in December 2011? There participants of the protest actions actually did not have their representatives at the Duma elections and demanding honest elections was a form of expressing rejection of the whole political system.
Twenty years later

In April 1992 IISEPS held its first national opinion poll. Twenty years is a standard space of time during which a generation change occurs. However, one should not approach the question without thinking. In the opinion of the culture expert I. Yakovenko: “Generational change is set not so much by a natural process of replacing fathers with children, as by convulsions of our country’s history. New generations emerge in crucial, crisis times when the process of state leveling slackens, the maxim “left step, right step is considered an escape” temporarily forfeits its currency and a potentiality for diverse behavior comes into existence, an opportunity for to some extent unconventional self-realization”.
To understand the facts of twenty years ago, let alone comparing respondents’ answers received at the epochs’ turning point with the answers of our contemporaries who managed to adapt to the conditions of Belarusian stability, we will need a theoretical scheme. According to the sociologist Y. Levada, Russian society (we suppose, Belarusian one too) can find itself in two states – dormant and excited. Let us refer to Table 46 representing dynamics of answering a “neutral” at first sight question. Twenty years ago only 1.7% of Belarusians did not read newspapers! Today the share of non-readers makes up a quarter of the country’s adult population. At present Belarusians are more inclined to buy newspapers, hence the ratio of subscribers to buyers of periodicals is less than one (0.85). In 1992 the number of the former exceeded the number of the latter 10 times (!) in spite of the fact that 58.4% of respondents had reduced the amount of newspapers and magazines they had subscribed to in comparison with 1991, while only 5.4% had increased it.
	Table 46

	Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you usually receive newspapers?", %


	Variant of answer
	04'92
	03'12

	I subscribe to them
	86.0
	31.2

	I buy them in “Soyuzpechat” news stalls
	7.8
	33.2

	I buy them from stalls in the streets, underground crossings, at meetings and so on
	0.7
	4.6

	I borrow them from the library or from my acquaintances
	3.8
	7.7

	I do not read newspapers
	1.7
	24.8


In the list of reasons that made Belarusians cut down on their spending on periodicals the “too high price” ranked first (52.8%), and the loss of interest: “all newspapers write the same things” (12.4%) and “the press is less important for me now than it used to be” (5.9%) ranked second and third with a great lag.
However, in general a demand for information became higher when society found itself in the excited state. Popularity of foreign “voices” follows from here: in 1992 23% listened to “Voice of America”, 22.5% – to Radio “Liberty”, 16.9% – to “BBC” and 9.8% – to “Deutsche Welle”. It is clear that audiences of western broadcasting stations intersected, and the cited percent cannot be added up. Today the size of the “aggregate” audience of foreign stations broadcasting from abroad and carrying alternative political information does not exceed 5%. To some extent it can be explained by the popularity of the Internet: over a half of Belarusians older than 18 used the “world web” in December with a various degree of regularity. However, one should not flatter oneself: political information is not a priority for Belarusian users (in November 2010 the site of Charter 97 was visited by less than 1% of the Internet users).
	Table 47

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Which language do you mostly use in your everyday 
communication?", %


	Language of communication
	04'92
	11'94
	03'99

	Belarusian
	27.1
	16.4
	3.3

	Russian
	63.0
	68.0
	41.9

	Russian and Belarusian
	–*
	6.7
	26.5

	Mixed
	–*
	6.0
	27.1

	Other
	9.4
	1.8
	0.5

	* This options were not offered


Answers to the question of Table 47 also testify to the excited state of  Belarusian society in April 1992. Strictly speaking, it would be incorrect to compare the first column with the others due to the discrepancy of answers alternatives offered to respondents. Although the fact of the Belarusian language prestige value at the beginning of the 90s is unquestionable, it took only five years for Belarusians’ wish to communicate in their native tongue to decrease dramatically. If desired, such a considerable change can be imputed to a purposeful Russification which began in the country after A. Lukashenko’s winning the first presidential elections in 1994. Why did the share of respondents speaking Russian in everyday life also decrease considerably (–26.1 points)? A possible explanation of the revealed phenomenon lies in the fact that at the beginning of the 90s national mobilization (excitement) which spread over virtually all the republics after the collapse of the USSR was substantial in Belarus. National mobilization exactly made people self-determine their language preferences. That is why the share of bilingual citizens, as well as the ones speaking “trasyanka” (a mixture of the Russian and Belarusian languages), was so small.
In spite of the popular today conceptions about the inability of Belarusians to protest, in 1992 about 30% of the adult population participated in political meetings and demonstrations, and approximately the same number of people (33.9%) believed in their effective influence on authorities. 8.1% took part in strikes, but 31.7% agreed that they could be effective. At present the level of protest activity is considerably lower. At that it is not ruled out that a part of citizens who mentioned their participation in protest actions meant their protest experience of the beginning of the 90s (Table 48).
	Table 48

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Did you personally have a chance to:", % 
(more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	04'92
	03'12

	Participate in meetings, demonstrations
	29.4
	16.2

	Sign a declaration, an appeal, a collective letter and so on
	17.9
	17.3

	Participate in strikes
	8.1
	1.7

	Speak over the radio, write for the press or appear on television
	6.0
	4.1

	Participate in collecting signatures under an appeal, declaration, petition and so on
	5.2
	7.9

	Participate in pickets
	1.1
	2.3


	Table 49

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you consider restoration of the USSR necessary?", %



	Variant of answer
	04'92
	03'12

	
	
	All 
respondents
	Supporters of the authorities
	Opponents of the authorities

	Yes
	45.5
	24.6
	12.2
	29.8

	No
	24.1
	65.4
	85.8
	57.8

	DA/NA
	30.4
	10.0
	2.0
	12.4


Four months after signing the agreement in the Bialowieza forest, 45.5% of Belarusians announced their desire to return to the USSR (Table 49). Twenty years later every fourth respondent announces the same desire, and among supporters of authorities even more – almost every third respondent (29.8%). Attention should be paid to the last line of the table. The number of those who did not define their attitude to the “greatest catastrophe of the XX century” decreased three times which is quite natural; these are mainly supporters of authorities among whom the proportion of people with a low level of education is large. As a reference let us note that according to the first opinion poll of IISEPS, 55.2% of Belarusians voted for preservation of the USSR at the referendum on March 17, 1991, 11% – against, and 32.9% did not participate in voting.
Declaring for restoration of the USSR Belarusians simultaneously did not support the idea of returning the communist party its former role of the “leading and guiding force of society”: 13.6% – for, 57.8% – against. Thus a peculiar reincarnation of the civil war slogan “For Soviets without communists” took place at the beginning of the 90s. 

Under the conditions of the post-perestroika chaos Belarusians anchored their hopes for overcoming the crisis on foreign capital, the government and businessmen alike (Table 50). At that time the president was not yet referred to as the main factor of hope. As for democratic institutions (the parliament, parties, law courts, mass media) playing a considerable role in the life of western societies, Belarusians did not cherish illusions regarding their real anti-crisis abilities. During twenty years not much has changed in this respect, only the government (19.9%) has been pressed by the president (35.9%), and foreign capital which at the beginning of the 90s could come only from the West has been pressed by Russia (25.2%). Opposition (8.6%) and trade unions (3%), i.e. civil society bodies, traditionally remain at the end of the list.
	Table 50

	Distribution of answers to the question: "Who do you center your hopes for a way out of the crisis on?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	On attraction of foreign capital
	33.1

	On the government
	33.0

	On Belarusian businessmen
	31.4

	On heads of state enterprises, collective farms and so on
	15.7

	On the Supreme Soviet
	14.1

	On the army, security bodies
	7.8

	On political parties and movements
	5.4

	On the judicial system
	4.7

	On somebody else
	3.2

	On mass media
	2.7


The Soviet economy collapse inspired Belarusians with faith in the advantage of market over planned economy and the first opinion poll registered a confident win of “marketers” over “planners”: 57.2% vs. 38.7%. The Belarusian economic model with its administrative governing methods did not undermine the faith in the advantages of market. Today the share of supporters of market economy with a slight government control makes up 46.1% in Belarus, while the share of planned economy supporters decreased to 13.5%. Representatives of a peculiar economic “swamp” settled themselves between these extremes (supporters of market economy with a considerable government control) – 24.1%.

Answers to the question of Table 51 are evidence of the mass faith in an opportunity to acquire one’s share of the “public ownership”. As the further events proved, those who had sold their share turned out to stand to relative gain. The majority of new owners who exchanged their privatization vouchers for the shares of Belarusian enterprises are not always able to buy a one-way ticket for a ride by the urban public transport for the accrued dividends.
	Table 51

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How would you like to dispose of your share of privatization 
in the republic?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Bequeath to my children 
	40.9

	Purchase a place to live, build a house
	39.6

	Invest into my own business (buy a farm, a store, a workshop, equipment, etc.)
	29.5

	Buy land
	21.4

	Become a co-owner of the enterprise where I work
	15.5

	Buy securities (shares and so on)
	9.2

	Sell it for cash
	5.6

	Other
	1.2


	Table 52

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If you were offered an opportunity to work abroad, would you:", %


	Variant of answer
	04'92
	03'12

	Accept such an offer
	63.3
	39.3

	Refuse 
	13.4
	49.4

	DA/NA
	23.3
	11.3


Another illusion is registered in answers to the question of Table 52. The forbidden fruit of western life seemed sweet from behind the “iron curtain”, and in April 1992 63.3% of Belarusians announced their desire to enjoy it. However, time arranged everything back to order. “Nobody is waiting for us there” – this truth has been mastered by the majority; on the other hand, the relatively high percent of those who today would like “to work abroad”, should be perceived as declaration of intentions rather than real readiness to accept “such an offer”, and all the more so because western employers are not inclined to initiate hiring Belarusian guest workers. Nobody will lift a finger to help those in trouble – this popular wisdom is also true of searching for work abroad. It is another matter that for the last years Belarusians have got a real opportunity to find work in the East. In 1991 there was no question of that.
The question of private ownership of land splits Belarusian society, all the more so when the matter concerns selling land to foreigners. As it follows from Table 53, the number of opponents of selling the land has not changed much for two decades, while the camp of land cosmopolitans has grown 2.5 times. The imbalance became possible owing to a decrease in the number of respondents who avoided answering. There is nothing surprising that the question about the attitude to selling land to foreigners is politically loaded. That is why the number of positive answers is two times smaller among supporters of authorities, i.e. among those whose material well-being directly depends on the state’s generosity, than among opponents of authorities. Such attitude of authorities’ supporters to the question of land privatization should be recognized as rational: if the state parts with its main assets how will it manage to feed its subjects?

	Table 53

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think it is acceptable for foreign citizens to own land in Belarus?", %


	Variant of answer
	04'92
	03'12

	
	
	All 
respondents
	Supporters of the authorities
	Opponents of the authorities

	Yes
	14.5
	36.3
	59.4
	28.3

	No
	62.7
	58.0
	36.4
	65.9

	DA/NA
	22.8
	5.7
	4.2
	5.8


	Table 54

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What would you choose?", %


	Variant of answer
	04'92
	03'12

	A wide choice, abundance of expensive high quality goods not affordable to everyone
	70.8
	71.6

	A small range of goods, constant shortage of goods with affordable, fixed prices
	26.1
	27.4

	Ratio of the first line to the second line
	2.7
	2.6


However, absence of dynamics in answering the question of Table 54 was surprising. For a society formed under the conditions of universal goods shortage a firm choice in favor of affluence, even on market terms, seems natural. For twenty years of living on scanty to European measures income and after its considerable decrease in 2011 Belarusians’ need for returning into the world of cheap hard-to-get things has not grown, though. Last year we had an opportunity to convince ourselves more than once it was really so watching the painful response of the population to a recurrent disappearance of some goods from retail trade.
In the XX century society transferred from the dormant state to the excited one twice: the first time was in 1917, and the second time – at the boundary of the 80s and the 90s. Both times its excitement ended with a collapse of the statehood. However, it is important not to confuse the cause with the effect in this case. Did excitement of society lead to the collapse of the statehood, or did the collapse of the statehood excite society? We are more inclined to the second option. In autumn of 2011 historical lows of all three social indices registered by IISEPS were recorded. However, it did not lead to a growth in protest moods. It is not difficult to understand the given paradox within the bounds of what has been said above. The financial crisis did not lead to a split of the political class. The state monolith withstood, and hence no reason for mass excitement was formed. 

A sociological portrait of supporters of the civil campaign "Our House" and its leader
Several questions about the attitude to the civil campaign “Our House” (OH) and to its leader O. Karach were asked in the opinion poll held in March, 2012. The results obtained in the course of the poll, as well as the results of nine previous polls, are presented in Tables 55-60.
	Table 55

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



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

	Positively
	5.4
	5.4
	5.3
	8.5
	10.6
	8.6
	6.1
	6.8
	9.4
	6.5

	Negatively
	1.6
	2.4
	1.4
	2.8
	4.2
	2.5
	1.6
	2.4
	1.7
	3.3

	Indifferently 
	10.6
	17.8
	10.8
	9.8
	6.7
	6.7
	4.4
	5.9
	7.5
	8.2

	I do not know anything about it
	82.4
	73.9
	82.1
	77.5
	77.7
	68.1
	61.0
	45.4
	53.6
	66.7

	DA/NA
	5.4
	0.5
	0.4
	1.4
	0.8
	14.1
	26.9
	39.5
	27.8
	15.3


	Table 56

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



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

	Positively
	4.1
	4.8
	4.6
	6.9
	10.2
	6.9
	5.2
	5.8
	8.2
	6.8

	Negatively
	1.4
	1.9
	1.7
	2.4
	3.4
	1.7
	2.0
	2.1
	2.5
	2.4

	Differently
	8.7
	15.8
	9.3
	7.3
	5.8
	5.4
	3.0
	3.8
	5.2
	6.7

	I do not know anything about her
	85.8
	77.3
	83.9
	71.2
	77.7
	73.7
	64.4
	77.4
	79.5
	76.8

	DA/NA
	4.1
	0.2
	0.5
	12.2
	2.9
	12.2
	25.4
	10.9
	4.6
	7.3


	Table 57

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



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

	Yes
	7.1
	8.9
	6.7
	5.8
	6.1
	8.2
	6.4

	No
	10.4
	14.7
	13.6
	7.6
	4.9
	15.8
	16.9

	DA/NA
	82.5
	76.4
	79.7
	86.6
	89.0
	76.0
	76.7


	Table 58

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



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

	Yes
	7.6
	9.4
	9.4
	12.5
	15.0
	11.1
	8.9
	11.3
	8.4
	10.9

	No
	91.7
	90.3
	89.9
	65
	83.0
	79.2
	80.5
	54.2
	74.0
	81.9

	DA/NA
	0.7
	0.3
	0.7
	22.5
	2.0
	9.7
	10.6
	34.5
	17.6
	7.2


	Table 59

	Interconnection between the attitude to OH and receiving information materials of the campaign, %


	Did you receive information materials of OH?
	Positive attitude to OH

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

	Yes
	64.6
	58.5
	76.3
	65.4
	83.8
	79.4
	81.3
	82.5
	52.8
	75.5

	No
	35.4
	41.5
	23.8
	34.6
	16.2
	20.6
	18.7
	17.5
	47.2
	24.5


	Table 60

	Interconnection between the attitude to O. Karach and receiving information materials of the campaign, %


	Did you receive information materials of OH?
	Positive attitude to O. Karach

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

	Yes
	58.1
	68.5
	76.8
	70.8
	76.0
	75.2
	75.9
	82.8
	42.3
	61.2

	No
	41.9
	31.5
	23.2
	29.2
	23.4
	24.8
	24.1
	17.2
	53.7
	38.8


As the data of Tables 55-56 show, in March 2012 dynamics of the second half of 2011 changed – a rise in the popularity of the organization gave place to a slump again. Positive attitude to the organization decreased approximately to the level of last September, positive attitude to O. Karach – to the level of the previous year. To all appearances, the record high results achieved last year in December were a fluctuation, a “vertical climb” which did not mark a new trend.
At the same time a growth, slight as it was, in the share of respondents who mentioned that the activity of OH did not correspond to the interests of such people as them, continued (Table 57). Thus there turned out to be almost two times more respondents who reported the absence of psychological closeness with the organization, than of those who stated the presence of such closeness.

Worsening of the indices of the attitude to the organization and its leader was accompanied, however, by a slight growth in the consumption of its production (Table 58). The fact confirms a rather unique, temporary nature of the December “vertical climb” in the growth of OH popularity – at that time the growth was accompanied by a reduction in information coverage for the first time during all the polls; at present the reverse change in popularity is accompanied by an increase in the coverage. The nature of connection between receiving the campaign’s information materials and positive attitude to it has once again returned to its former structure (Table 59).

The number of OH supporters who did not receive materials of the organization declined almost two times during the quarter; those who receive the materials make up the lion's share of supporters as before.

Similar changes occurred in the structure of connection between receiving information materials of OH and the attitude to the leader of the organization (Table 60).

A growth in the information coverage with OH materials accompanied by a decrease in its popularity is, in our opinion, evidence of the fact that the reason for a reduction in the positive attitude to the organization and diminution of the psychological closeness index is not in its activity.

The March opinion poll showed a considerable improvement of respondents’ socio-economic sense of self and a respective growth in positive attitude to the authorities (see Tables 1-2, p. 3 and Tables 5-6, p. 5). Restoration of a free access to foreign currency, stabilization of the currency rate and a decrease in inflation, disappearance of goods shortage, a slight increase in real wages – all these factors testify to the effect that the “bottom” of the economic crisis (at least, the bottom of its present stage) has been passed. The data cited below demonstrate vividly that people’s sense of self has appreciably changed, and the change has occurred within a short period of time. A sharp improvement of the attitude to the authorities caused, to all appearances, a greater restraint against any alternative, including OH.

 The changes were reflected in the changes of the socio-demographic structure of OH supporters’ group, presented in Table 61.
	Table 61

	Dynamics of socio-demographic characteristics of OH supporters, %


	Socio-demographic characteristics
	Positive attitude to OH

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

	Age:

	18-29
	19.5
	12.2
	26.3
	23.1
	26.4
	28.5
	29.7
	35.0
	23.9
	30.6

	30-59
	63.4
	67.1
	58.8
	56.9
	56.6
	53.1
	62.6
	56.3
	59.9
	53.1

	60+
	17.1
	20.7
	15.0
	20.0
	17.0
	18.5
	7.7
	8.7
	16.2
	16.3

	Gender:

	Male
	48.8
	50.0
	57.5
	47.3
	46.9
	57.7
	53.8
	58.3
	61.5
	53.1

	Female
	51.2
	50.0
	42.5
	52.7
	53.1
	42.3
	46.2
	41.7
	38.5
	46.9

	Education:

	Primary
	3.7
	4.9
	6.3
	0.8
	5.7
	0.8
	0
	0
	2.1
	2.0

	Incomplete secondary 
	9.8
	4.9
	11.3
	8.5
	9.4
	3.8
	3.3
	2.9
	4.2
	2.0

	Secondary
	43.9
	37.8
	46.3
	39.5
	36.5
	35.4
	34.1
	36.9
	30.8
	25.3

	Vocational
	20.7
	25.6
	21.3
	29.5
	27.0
	27.7
	26.4
	29.1
	31.5
	35.4

	Higher
	22.0
	26.8
	15.0
	21.7
	21.4
	32.3
	36.3
	31.1
	31.5
	35.4

	Status:

	Private sector employees
	32.5
	31.7
	32.5
	19.0
	30.6
	43.8
	47.3
	26.7
	38.7
	38.4

	Public sector employees
	41.0
	45.1
	45.0
	38.1
	45.0
	27.7
	28.0
	38.3
	34.5
	31.3

	Students
	3.6
	3.7
	2.5
	6.9
	5.7
	4.6
	8.7
	8.8
	2.8
	6.1

	Pensioners
	16.9
	17.1
	11.3
	20.6
	15.1
	19.1
	8.7
	9.8
	20.4
	17.2

	Housewives
	3.6
	1.2
	5.0
	1.5
	1.9
	2.3
	2.2
	2.0
	1.4
	3.0

	Unemployed
	2.4
	1.2
	3.8
	4.6
	1.9
	2.3
	5.4
	2.9
	2.1
	4.0

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	19.3
	28.4
	17.5
	26.9
	36.3
	47.3
	56.5
	63.7
	50.3
	40.4

	Yes, several times a week
	16.9
	11.1
	22.5
	17.7
	23.8
	26.7
	19.6
	17.6
	9.1
	19.2

	Yes, several times a month
	16.9
	18.5
	8.8
	12.3
	8.8
	4.6
	3.3
	3.9
	9.1
	11.1

	Yes, several times a year
	3.6
	0
	3.8
	2.3
	0.6
	0.8
	1.1
	1.0
	2.1
	2.0

	No
	38.6
	37.0
	42.5
	36.2
	26.3
	20.6
	16.3
	13.7
	25.2
	22.2

	I do not know what it is
	4.8
	4.9
	5.0
	4.6
	4.4
	0
	3.3
	0
	4.2
	2.0


The data of Table 61 confirm the fluctuating nature of the last quarter’s indices within some positions: a sharp decrease in the share of young people among supporters of OH at that time gave place to a return to almost the former level which exceeds the share among the population in general by almost  10  percentage  points.  The share of women also grew considerably in comparison with December, 2011, but at the same time it returned in essence to the level of the last year’s June. The same happened to the quantity of people with higher education among supporters of OH.

However, some parameters that had changed their values from September to December 2011 were preserved in March 2012, too: an increased share of pensioners and people who are 60 and older, a decreased share of respondents who frequently use the Internet.

This time changes in the socio-demographic structure did not predetermine changes in political attitude; no changes occurred within many characteristics. However, as it will be shown below, some changes have actually happened, though not in the attitude and preferences of OH supporters, but of the other part of society.

The data of Table 62 show that socio-psychological closeness, the feeling that the campaign OH expresses interests of such people as the respondent proves to be a rather strong factor forming positive attitude to OH.
	Table 62

	Connection of the attitude to OH with psychological closeness to the campaign*, в %



	Attitude to the civil campaign "Our House"
	"Does the activity of the civil campaign "Our House" correspond 
to the interests of such people as you are?"

	
	Yes
	No

	09'10

	Positive
	71.3
	3.9

	Negative
	2.3
	72.1

	Indifferent
	6.7
	45.3

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0.5
	4.6

	12'10

	Positive
	75.0
	13.1

	Negative
	6.3
	85.9

	Indifferent
	5.0
	46.5

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0.6
	8.3

	03'11

	Positive
	76.7
	13.2

	Negative
	2.6
	89.7

	Indifferent
	1.0
	57.8

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0.1
	6.7

	06'11

	Positive
	90.2
	0

	Negative
	0
	88.0

	Indifferent
	1.5
	34.3

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0.3
	5.2

	09'11

	Positive
	81.6
	1.9

	Negative
	8.3
	80.6

	Indifferent
	5.6
	41.1

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0
	0.4

	12'11

	Positive
	81.0
	7.0

	Negative
	0
	88.0

	Indifferent
	1.8
	54.0

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0.6
	11.8

	03'12

	Positive
	85.7
	3.1

	Negative
	0
	75.5

	Indifferent
	4.0
	52.4

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0.6
	12.1

	* The table is read across


Among those who treat OH positively the number of those who think that the campaign expresses their interests is exceptionally high and has a slight tendency to rising. We have every reason to suppose that it is the main attitude motivation. The conclusion is also confirmed by the unanimous opinion of those who treat the campaign negatively that it expresses their interests. It follows from Table 62 that this characteristic exactly – psychological closeness or rather its absence – determines the nature of indifferent attitude to OH to a considerable extent. Among the indifferent but familiar with OH, only the very few (up to 5%) speak about closeness of the organization to them, while every second respondent speaks about the absence of closeness and that the organization does not express interests of such people as they are.
At that those who do not know about the organization (or know about it by hearsay) do not have either strong positive or strong negative a priori attitude to OH; among them the number of those who mark that OH expresses their interests, as well as of those who state that the campaign does not express their interests, is quite small. However, a growth in the number of the latter during the last two quarters draws attention to itself. 

The data of Table 63 contain percents reverse to the data of Table 62.
	Table 63

	Connection of psychological closeness to OH with the attitude to the campaign, в %



	Attitude to the civil campaign "Our House"
	"Does the activity of the civil campaign "Our House" correspond to the interests of such people as you are?"

	
	Yes
	No

	09'10

	Positive
	84.4
	3.1

	Negative
	0.9
	19.5

	Indifferent
	9.2
	42.8

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	5.5
	34.6

	12'10

	Positive
	88.2
	9.5

	Negative
	2.9
	24.8

	Indifferent
	3.7
	21.2

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	5.1
	44.6

	03'11

	Positive
	97.1
	8.2

	Negative
	1.0
	16.9

	Indifferent
	1.0
	28.5

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	1.0
	46.4

	06'11

	Positive
	94.3
	0 

	Negative
	0 
	19.3

	Indifferent
	1.1
	20.2

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	4.5
	60.5

	09'11

	Positive
	91.3
	2.7

	Negative
	3.3
	39.7

	Indifferent
	5.4
	50.7

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	0 
	6.8

	12'11

	Positive
	92.0
	4.2

	Negative
	0 
	9.2

	Indifferent
	1.6
	25.5

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	6.4
	61.1

	03'12

	Positive
	86.6
	1.2

	Negative
	0
	14.5

	Indifferent
	5.2
	25.5

	I do not know anything about it/DA/NA
	8.2
	58.8


Psychological closeness and its absence prove to be connected asymmetrically with the attitude to OH. Among those who declared that OH expressed interests of such people as they were, the lion’s share of respondents (82-97%) displayed positive attitude to the organization. No stable tendency is being observed in this share’s change, although for the last quarter it has decreased approximately to the level of the period between September and December 2010.

At the same time, the group of respondents who declared that the activity of OH did not correspond to the interests of such people as them, did not at all consist of those who treated the organization negatively as one could think by analogy. As a rule, the majority of the “psychologically unallied” is constituted by those who state they do not know anything about the organization, or those who avoid answering the question about their attitude to it.
The result seems absurd at first sight: if a person does not know anything about the organization, how can he/she evaluate to what extent it represents his/her interests? However, the logic of social perception comes around here. People’s knowledge about the organization can be rather superficial, and their attitude to it – a priori: if the organization expressed interests of such people as I am, I would know about it, but it seems they support something that I do not need. Perhaps the “knowledge” of a part of respondents about OH is reduced exactly to the syllogism.
However, it should be noted in any case, that psychological non-closeness turns out to be a weaker motivating factor, than closeness: if closeness conditions positive attitude to the organization virtually unambiguously, then the feeling of non-closeness does not at all provoke negative attitude to it.
The data of Table 64 illustrate dynamics of answers to the question about psychological closeness to OH inside socio-demographic groups.
	Table 64

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



	Socio-demographic characteristics
	"Does the activity of the civil campaign "Our House" correspond 
to the interests of such people as you are?"

	
	Yes
	No

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

	Age:

	18-29
	7.5
	8.1
	7.4
	10.3
	9.4
	8.4
	10.7
	11.8
	7.1
	4.3
	15.1
	17.6

	30-59
	7.8
	7.1
	6.9
	5.9
	8.7
	6.3
	12.4
	13.5
	7.4
	6.4
	15.9
	16.0

	60+
	5.3
	4.6
	1.7
	2.3
	6.0
	4.9
	6.1
	15.8
	8.3
	2.0
	16.2
	18.4

	Gender:

	Male
	7.8
	8.9
	6.6
	7.5
	11.5
	8.0
	12.4
	13.4
	8.1
	6.0
	16.9
	17.5

	Female
	6.6
	4.8
	5.1
	4.9
	5.4
	5.1
	8.8
	13.7
	7.2
	4.0
	14.9
	16.5

	Education:

	Primary
	0
	3.7
	0
	0
	3.2
	0
	7.8
	11.1
	9.5
	0
	22.1
	27.1

	Incomplete secondary 
	4.8
	1.8
	1.9
	1.8
	3.7
	1.9
	7.4
	9.8
	4.7
	5.5
	15.0
	14.0

	Secondary
	7.1
	6.8
	6.2
	6.0
	7.9
	4.7
	10.8
	11.5
	7.4
	3.3
	12.6
	14.2

	Vocational
	7.1
	6.0
	5.0
	7.3
	8.8
	8.1
	11.4
	14.1
	6.6
	5.9
	16.9
	15.4

	Higher
	11.0
	10.5
	9.7
	8.1
	11.3
	10.3
	11.0
	19.2
	9.4
	7.8
	18.1
	21.9

	Status:

	Private sector employees
	9.7
	13.2
	11.9
	11.8
	15.4
	10.6
	13.5
	10.4
	7.7
	7.2
	15.1
	13.9

	Public sector employees
	7.2
	4.5
	4.0
	4.0
	6.2
	5.0
	11.7
	14.0
	7.6
	5.7
	15.9
	17.9

	Students
	6.3
	6.7
	8.7
	8.1
	4.0
	6.7
	10.4
	7.8
	4.3
	3.5
	14.1
	20.2

	Pensioners
	4.8
	4.6
	1.6
	2.6
	7.0
	4.5
	6.1
	16.9
	8.2
	2.1
	17.3
	17.6

	Housewives
	5.4
	7.1
	6.1
	6.9
	5.3
	7.3
	5.4
	11.9
	6.1
	3.4
	7.9
	12.2

	Unemployed
	8.8
	5.1
	14.0
	6.7
	5.7
	10.2
	12.3
	20.5
	7.0
	4.4
	17.1
	18.4

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, daily
	13.8
	14.8
	13.9
	11.7
	14.9
	9.6
	14.2
	15.1
	4.7
	7.6
	13.6
	13.4

	Yes, several times a week
	9.2
	9.3
	6.0
	7.6
	5.7
	6.8
	11.9
	12.3
	6.0
	4.5
	22.3
	17.7

	Yes, several times a month
	6.1
	2.9
	2.9
	5.7
	8.6
	7.5
	12.6
	7.9
	6.9
	3.4
	14.1
	24.5

	Yes, several times a year
	3.6
	2.5
	4.8
	0
	9.7
	3.0
	12.7
	10.0
	14.3
	3.3
	19.4
	33.3

	No
	4.7
	2.5
	2.4
	2.0
	5.3
	4.2
	7.8
	15.1
	9.4
	2.6
	14.5
	14.1

	I do not know what it is
	11.6
	0
	3.6
	0
	5.7
	2.4
	14.0
	6.5
	10.9
	3.7
	18.6
	32.9

	* The table is read across


The data of Table 64 let us see in what socio-demographic groups the feeling of psychological closeness with OH has decreased during the quarter: these are men, middle-aged respondents, respondents with a low level of education and frequent users of the Internet. These groups do not intersect, that is why it can be surmised that the changes occurred by virtue of different socio-psychological mechanisms. 

As it follows from Table 55 (p. 29), the December 2011 index of positive attitude to OH was maximal during the whole observation period except for the month of the presidential election, i.e. December 2010. The data of Table 65 show how political attitude of the groups with different attitude to OH has changed during the quarter. 

In particular, the data of Table 65 demonstrate a certain paradox: political attitude of OH supporters has not virtually changed, as their assessments and opinions have become a little bit more oppositional within some positions (assessment of the crisis condition of the economy, trust to A. Lukashenko and readiness to vote for him), a bit less oppositional within some other positions (rating oneself as the opposition proper), and within some positions they have not undergone any considerable changes. However, opinions of other respondents have obviously changed during the same time, especially opinions of OH opponents and of the illinformed about the organization; the latter make up the greatest share of respondents – about 80%.

A breach in the opinions has distinctly increased; at that it happened not owing to the fact that supporters of OH had become more oppositional, but because oppositional attitude had become less characteristic of society in general. To all appearances, the shift in public opinion acted as a magnet pulling a part of supporters away from OH. 

However, the tendency will not necessarily continue further. First of all, the case is not simply in the fact that society’s attitude is in general less oppositional than the one of OH supporters, but precisely in the dynamic moment, in a rather sharp change in the public mood. Secondly, judging by the experience of 2010 it can be conjectured that as an election approaches (this year the parliamentary election is going to be held in September) political mobilization of society which is accompanied by a growth in interest and sympathy to an alternative will take place.

It is not ruled out, that the authorities’ popularity will also increase as it has happened more than once on the eve of an election or other large-scale political campaigns. However, the increase that occurs thanks to political mobilization and polarization does not exclude and even presupposes a parallel growth in the popularity of an alternative, while an increase in the popularity of the authorities is accompanied by a decrease in the popularity of an alternative when the living standards grow.

The data of Table 66 describe connection of the attitude to OH with the answers to a number of questions which did not appear in the previous polls.
	Table 66

	The attitude to OH and political attitude (March, 2012), %



	Political attitude 
	"How do you assess the activity of the civil campaign "Our House"?"

	
	Positively
	Negatively
	Indifferently
	Know nothing about it

	Who do you center your hopes for a way out of the crisis on?

	On the president
	20.2
	48.0
	48.8
	35.4

	On businessmen
	36.4
	28.0
	31.5
	22.9

	On the opposition
	26.5
	4.1
	8.1
	7.4

	President Alexander Lukashenko announced in February that the pay level of working people that had existed before the crisis would be restored within a year or a year and a half. Do you believe it will happen?

	Yes, I do
	16.2
	58.0
	41.1
	34.6

	No, I do not
	79.8
	38.0
	47.6
	57.2

	What would you prefer for Belarus?

	Market economy with a slight government control
	55.6
	36.7
	41.1
	46.3

	Market economy with a considerable government control
	12.1
	42.9
	30.6
	23.5

	State-planned economy
	11.1
	14.3
	16.1
	13.3

	To what extent, in your opinion, does the state fulfill its obligations owed to the citizens of Belarus?

	It fulfills them in full
	2.0
	8.2
	4.0
	6.4

	It mostly fulfills them
	15.3
	34.7
	26.4
	27.1

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	27.6
	32.7
	36.0
	30.7

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	29.6
	20.4
	28.0
	26.1

	It does not fulfill them at all
	24.5
	4.1
	4.8
	8.2

	In January and February employees of some Belarusian enterprises withdrew from the official Trade Unions Federation and joined independent trade unions. What do you think about it?

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	16.2
	38.0
	35.5
	37.2

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	68.7
	34.0
	35.5
	23.2

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	9.1
	18.0
	16.9
	17.6

	Are you personally ready to participate in politics more actively?

	Definitely, yes
	23.2
	4.0
	5.7
	4.0

	To some extent, yes
	49.5
	28.0
	25.2
	15.9

	More likely, no
	15.2
	48.0
	41.5
	33.9

	Definitely, no
	10.1
	20.0
	26.8
	43.8

	Which ways do you consider most effective for expressing your opinion and influencing the authorities?

	Talking on the radio, writing for the press, and appearing on television
	31.3
	44.0
	37.1
	31.6

	Meetings, demonstrations
	45.5
	22.0
	20.8
	24.8

	Strikes
	35.4
	20.0
	19.4
	17.5

	Hunger strikes
	3.0
	2.0
	5.6
	4.3

	Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Traffic Patrol Department (STPD), the internal revenue service, law courts and other government institutions?

	Definitely, yes
	5.0
	28.0
	11.2
	12.9

	More likely, yes
	14.0
	38.0
	35.2
	33.8

	More likely, no
	35.0
	24.0
	36.8
	32.3

	Definitely, no
	44.0
	10.0
	13.6
	17.2

	In a year and a half parliamentary elections are going to take place in Belarus. Will you participate in them?

	Yes
	42.9
	56.0
	51.6
	47.9

	No 
	15.3
	12.0
	28.2
	17.5

	I do not know, I will decide later
	41.8
	30.0
	20.2
	34.5

	Are you for or against the abolition of death penalty in the republic of Belarus?

	For the abolition
	59.6
	46.0
	48.8
	49.2

	Against the  abolition
	28.3
	40.0
	45.6
	41.3

	What do Belarusian human rights activists actually want, in your opinion? 

	To earn money 
	19.2
	51.0
	48.4
	39.2

	To help the victims of human rights violations
	63.6
	22.4
	16.9
	28.2

	To help the opposition in their struggle against the authorities
	23.5
	28.0
	19.2
	15.5

	The EU and the USA are extending sanctions against the leadership of Belarus– now over 300 of Belarusian officials, judges and others headed by A. Lukashenko, who are held responsible for breaching democracy and human rights will be forbidden these countries. Some people think it is a good idea, others – it is a bad one. And what is your opinion?

	It is good
	47.5
	20.4
	39.5
	20.7

	It is bad
	27.3
	51.0
	33.1
	32.1

	It makes no difference to me
	23.2
	28.6
	24.2
	40.3


The data of Table 66 show a rather high level of oppositional moods among supporters of OH; among them two times fewer respondents pin their hopes on the president, than in the group of those who know nothing about the organization, and four (!) times more – on the opposition. There are also 4 times more respondents among supporters of OH who think that the Belarusian state does not at all fulfill its obligations owed to its citizens. At that the largest share of those who prefer market economy with minimal interference on the part of the state is also among them, which testifies to a marked liberal attitude.

It is peculiar to OH supporters to ascribe to human rights activists altruistic not mercenary motives, as well as a considerably stronger support than in other groups of visa sanctions against Belarusian officials on the part of the EU and the USA. Much higher readiness of OH supporters to participate in politics proper also draws attention to itself; and vice versa, attention should be paid to the political apathy characteristic of others.

In our opinion, here along with the above mentioned phenomenon of the psychological distance lies one of the explanations for a relatively low popularity of OH as well as of other public and political public organizations independent from the state.

A considerable part of respondents does not express positive attitude to OH not because this organization exactly does not suit them, but because they are not much interested in the political and public spheres as such.

In connection with the mentioned peculiarities of OH supporters it is not surprising that there are only a few people among them who believe A. Lukashenko’s promise to return the average wage to the pre-crisis level relatively soon. However, if the promise is not fulfilled, the numbers of OH supporters may grow: real improvement of life, not the blind faith in the president, is motivation for improvement of the attitude to him, together with the hopes which have the color of rationality, unreasonable as they might be. If they are not to come true, the attitude to A. Lukashenko may change.

The data of Table 67 let us compare characteristics of the group of supporters of OH leader and electorates of the politicians enjoying the highest ratings in the country. It should be mentioned here that readiness to vote for a politician as for a presidential contender and simply positive attitude to him are two different things, and we consider not the comparative electoral “weights” of the leader of OH and the most popular politicians of the country, but the comparative structure of public support possessing different nature.
	Table 67

	Comparison of socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences of supporters of OH leader O. Karach and electorates of A. Lukashenko, V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov%



	Socio-demographic characteristics
	Positive attitude to O. Karach
	Readiness to vote for:

	
	
	A. Lukashenko
	V. Neklyaev
	A. Sannikov

	Age:

	18-29
	51.0
	33.4
	56.3
	54.3

	30-59
	49.0
	66.6
	43.7
	45.7

	60+

	Gender:
	29.4
	15.2
	27.2
	26.1

	Male
	53.9
	43.2
	59.2
	60.9

	Female
	16.7
	41.7
	13.6
	13.0

	Education:

	Primary
	2.0
	14.2
	1.9
	0

	Incomplete secondary 
	2.0
	10.4
	2.9
	3.3

	Secondary
	29.4
	32.4
	35.9
	40.2

	Vocational
	36.3
	25.3
	37.9
	31.5

	Higher
	30.4
	17.7
	21.4
	25.0

	Status:

	Private sector employees
	34.0
	10.7
	28.2
	22.0

	Public sector employees
	34.0
	33.8
	48.5
	42.9

	Students
	4.9
	4.6
	4.9
	12.1

	Pensioners
	18.6
	47.1
	16.5
	16.5

	Housewives
	2.9
	1.9
	0
	4.4

	Unemployed
	5.9
	1.9
	1.9
	2.2

	Do you use the Internet?

	Daily or several times a week
	54.9
	25.6
	52.4
	59.8

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

	It has improved
	8.8
	23.5
	6.7
	5.4

	It has not changed
	29.4
	45
	29.8
	44.6

	It has become worse
	61.8
	31
	63.5
	50.0

	Do you think Belarusian economy is in crisis?

	Yes
	91.3
	61.6
	95.1
	92.3

	No
	3.9
	27.8
	1.0
	1.1

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

	In the right direction
	11.7
	72.0
	4.9
	3.3

	In the wrong direction
	78.6
	18.6
	94.2
	93.5

	What would you prefer for Belarus?

	Market economy with a slight government control
	54.9
	23.4
	73.8
	78.5

	Market economy with a considerable government control
	20.6
	36.1
	13.6
	14.0

	State-planned economy
	6.9
	20.2
	4.9
	2.2

	Are you personally ready to participate in politics more actively?

	Definitely, yes
	22.3
	2.7
	14.7
	15.2

	To some extent, yes
	40.8
	11.7
	49.0
	41.3

	More likely, no
	21.4
	31.2
	25.5
	28.3

	Definitely, no
	13.6
	52.9
	6.9
	12.0

	What is your attitude to the boycott of the forthcoming parliamentary election which a part of the opposition urges to?

	It is positive
	33.3
	0.8
	37.3
	35.2

	It is negative
	13.7
	15.2
	10.8
	24.2

	It makes no difference to me
	24.5
	43.2
	19.6
	9.9

	I have not heard anything about it
	26.5
	40.7
	32.4
	30.8

	Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Traffic Patrol Department (STPD), the internal revenue service, law courts and other government institutions?

	Definitely, yes
	9.8
	27.5
	3.9
	0

	More likely, yes
	15.7
	52.5
	6.8
	14.1

	More likely, no
	33.3
	14.2
	46.6
	40.2

	Definitely, no
	40.2
	3.5
	38.8
	43.5

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

	Yes
	53.4
	2.5
	65.0
	64.8

	No
	32.0
	94.8
	17.5
	26.4

	Are you for or against the abolition of death penalty in the republic of Belarus?

	For the abolition
	58.3
	42.3
	67.3
	61.5

	Against the  abolition
	29.1
	49.4
	21.2
	25.3

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

	Integration with the RF
	21.6
	67.8
	17.5
	19.8

	Joining the EU
	65.7
	14.8
	76.7
	67.0

	The EU and the USA are extending sanctions against the leadership of Belarus– now over 300 of Belarusian officials, judges and others headed by A. Lukashenko, who are held responsible for breaching democracy and human rights will be forbidden these countries. Some people think it is a good idea, others – it is a bad one. And what is your opinion?

	It is good
	46.1
	38.4
	58.7
	41.8

	It is bad
	31.4
	16.9
	20.2
	23.1

	It makes no difference to me
	20.6
	37.8
	10.6
	33.0


As a whole, differences in the groups of the politicians’ supporters have been more than once described in our previous analytical materials. According to their characteristics O. Karach’s adherents find themselves between A. Lukashenko and two former presidential contenders. At that parameters of the OH leader’s “support team” are closer to the parameters of V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov’s electorates. However, attention should be paid to a number of peculiarities. As it follows from Table 66, supporters of OH are most devoted to the classical liberal economic model, but the shares of its adherents are visibly smaller among supporters of O. Karach than among supporters of V. Neklyaev and A. Sannikov. 

On the other hand, the number of people who would like to engage in politics more actively is maximal among those who treat the leader of OH positively in comparison with the other three politicians.

The ratio of interest in politics among the electorates of A. Lukashenko and the three other politicians is quite impressive. The share of loyal political culture bearers among supporters of the incumbent president is much larger than among supporters of his opponents: those who would like to participate in politics more make up about 13% among the “lukascists”, and about 60% – among his opponents’ adherents.

It should be mentioned that among all respondents those who would like to participate in politics more make up 24.6%, which in a sense sets the “ceiling” to the expansion of an alternative’s influence under the current level of public “temperature”.
Results of the opinion poll conducted in March, 2012 (%)

1. "If, in your opinion, the state of things in our country is developing in general in the wrong direction, who should return the country to the right course?"
Table 1.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age:

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

	Progressively thinking representatives of the present leadership (working in the bodies of state administration)
	8.2
	3.7
	10.5
	7.9
	10.4
	7.9
	9.3
	5.8

	Representatives of the Belarusian opposition
	4.2
	14.8
	5.3
	6.0
	5.2
	5.7
	2.7
	0.2

	President A. Lukashenko himself has to change his policy
	11.8
	14.8
	13.2
	11.3
	13.4
	12.5
	11.2
	9.8

	Progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition
	26.1
	25.9
	33.6
	33.1
	35.4
	30.7
	25.8
	9.2

	DA/NA
	49.7
	40.8
	37.4
	41.7
	35.6
	43.2
	51.0
	75.0


Table 1.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher 

(incomplete higher)

	Progressively thinking representatives of the present leadership (working in the bodies of state administration)
	2.1
	8.4
	6.9
	9.9
	10.0

	Representatives of the Belarusian opposition
	0
	0.9
	6.5
	4.5
	1.9

	President A. Lukashenko himself has to change his policy
	8.3
	16.8
	12.0
	11.5
	11.3

	Progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition
	0
	9.3
	25.4
	29.2
	37.0

	DA/NA
	89.6
	64.6
	49.2
	44.9
	39.8


Table 1.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Progressively thinking representatives of the present leadership (working in the bodies of state administration)
	8.8
	9.8
	6.8
	5.2
	10.1

	Representatives of the Belarusian opposition
	5.5
	4.3
	13.6
	0.7
	4.5

	President A. Lukashenko himself has to change his policy
	17.3
	9.0
	13.6
	10.4
	14.6

	Progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition
	33.3
	31.2
	23.9
	11.2
	34.8

	DA/NA
	35.1
	45.7
	43.1
	72.5
	36.0


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

	Progressively thinking representatives of the present leadership (working in the bodies of state administration)
	7.8
	6.2
	4.2
	11.2
	17.6
	5.1
	6.7

	Representatives of the Belarusian opposition
	3.7
	8.4
	0.9
	5.9
	1.5
	5.7
	3.6

	President A. Lukashenko himself has to change his policy
	12.6
	9.7
	13.5
	13.4
	8.8
	8.5
	15.2

	Progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition
	41.8
	40.3
	15.3
	8.8
	31.7
	17.0
	17.0

	DA/NA
	34.1
	35.4
	66.1
	60.7
	40.4
	63.7
	57.5


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Progressively thinking representatives of the present leadership (working in the bodies of state administration)
	7.8
	9.2
	9.7
	6.1
	7.9

	Representatives of the Belarusian opposition
	3.7
	2.2
	4.5
	8.1
	3.1

	President A. Lukashenko himself has to change his policy
	12.6
	10.7
	14.6
	7.3
	12.6

	Progressively thinking representatives of the society, connected neither with the government authorities, nor with the opposition
	41.8
	15.9
	23.9
	27.1
	22.6

	DA/NA
	34.1
	62.0
	47.3
	51.4
	53.8


2. "President Alexander Lukashenko announced in February that the pay level of working people that had existed before the crisis would be restored within a year or a year and a half. Do you believe it will happen?"
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+

	Yes, I do
	34.7
	15.1
	21.2
	30.9
	22.8
	29.3
	37.5
	56.6

	No, I do not
	57.2
	71.7
	71.5
	64.5
	70.9
	62.9
	53.3
	33.5

	DA
	8.1
	13.2
	7.3
	4.6
	6.3
	7.8
	9.2
	9.8


Table 2.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, I do
	78.1
	48.6
	30.0
	28.4
	33.8

	No, I do not
	16.7
	42.1
	59.7
	64.2
	60.5

	DA
	5.2
	9.3
	10.3
	7.4
	5.7


Table 2.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, I do
	24.8
	29.7
	23.9
	54.7
	24.7

	No, I do not
	70.3
	61.6
	67.0
	34.8
	71.9

	DA
	4.9
	8.7
	9.1
	10.5
	3.4


Table 2.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes, I do
	34.5
	25.1
	38.0
	46.5
	22.4
	36.4
	42.0

	No, I do not
	59.7
	68.3
	55.4
	47.6
	66.8
	47.7
	50.4

	DA
	5.8
	6.6
	6.6
	5.9
	10.8
	15.9
	7.6


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I do
	34.5
	32.2
	32.8
	42.1
	33.3

	No, I do not
	59.7
	55.6
	60.1
	47.0
	60.8

	DA
	5.8
	12.2
	7.1
	10.9
	5.9


3. "To what extent, in your opinion, do citizens of Belarus fulfill their obligations owed to the state (observe the laws, pay taxes and so on)?"

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+

	They fulfill them in full
	19.0
	21.2
	11.2
	14.5
	17.2
	15.8
	15.4
	30.9

	They mostly fulfill them
	49.1
	44.2
	53.9
	53.9
	48.1
	48.4
	52.1
	44.8

	Equally – they fulfill as much as they do not
	23.1
	23.1
	26.3
	25.0
	27.6
	25.8
	23.9
	14.7

	They mostly do not fulfill them
	6.3
	5.8
	6.6
	4.6
	5.6
	7.5
	6.9
	5.8

	They do not fulfill them at all
	1.3
	5.7
	0.7
	0.7
	0.7
	1.1
	1.2
	2.0

	DA
	1.2
	0
	1.3
	1.3
	0.8
	1.4
	0.5
	1.8


Table 3.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	They fulfill them in full
	34.4
	29.9
	17.6
	16.9
	16.1

	They mostly fulfill them
	46.9
	43.0
	50.6
	47.9
	50.8

	Equally – they fulfill as much as they do not
	8.3
	18.7
	21.8
	26.0
	27.7

	They mostly do not fulfill them
	5.2
	8.4
	7.1
	6.5
	4.4

	They do not fulfill them at all
	2.1
	0
	1.6
	1.4
	1.0

	DA
	3.1
	0
	1.3
	1.7
	0


Table 3.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	They fulfill them in full
	17.9
	13.5
	18.2
	28.3
	20.0

	They mostly fulfill them
	50.9
	50.7
	47.7
	45.2
	50.0

	Equally – they fulfill as much as they do not
	22.7
	27.5
	25.0
	16.9
	21.1

	They mostly do not fulfill them
	6.7
	6.5
	4.5
	6.5
	4.4

	They do not fulfill them at all
	1.2
	1.0
	2.3
	1.7
	2.2

	DA
	0.6
	0.8
	2.3
	1.4
	2.3


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

	They fulfill them in full
	20.9
	32.9
	9.3
	16.6
	21.1
	8.0
	20.0

	They mostly fulfill them
	48.6
	54.5
	50.0
	47.9
	42.2
	52.3
	48.4

	Equally – they fulfill as much as they do not
	22.9
	10.5
	29.0
	24.0
	30.4
	22.2
	23.1

	They mostly do not fulfill them
	7.5
	0.9
	10.7
	8.3
	3.3
	9.1
	4.4

	They do not fulfill them at all
	0
	0.4
	0.9
	1.2
	1.0
	5.1
	2.2

	DA
	0.1
	0.8
	0.1
	2.0
	2.0
	3.3
	1.9


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	They fulfill them in full
	20.9
	13.7
	19.4
	15.9
	23.0

	They mostly fulfill them
	48.6
	58.1
	51.8
	46.7
	42.6

	Equally – they fulfill as much as they do not
	22.9
	21.5
	23.0
	25.6
	22.7

	They mostly do not fulfill them
	7.5
	4.4
	4.9
	6.9
	7.4

	They do not fulfill them at all
	0
	0.7
	0.3
	2.4
	2.8

	DA
	0.1
	1.6
	0.6
	2.5
	1.5


4. "To what extent, in your opinion, does the state fulfill its obligations owed to the citizens of Belarus?"

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+

	It mostly fulfills them
	6.0
	1.9
	1.3
	3.3
	2.2
	2.5
	5.4
	16.4

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	26.5
	24.5
	24.3
	18.4
	18.6
	20.8
	26.6
	41.8

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	31.0
	20.8
	31.6
	30.9
	37.5
	35.1
	31.7
	23.1

	It does not fulfill them at all
	26.5
	32.8
	28.9
	30.3
	30.5
	32.3
	27.0
	14.1

	It mostly fulfills them
	8.8
	17.2
	11.2
	16.4
	10.4
	8.6
	7.7
	2.9

	DA
	1.2
	2.8
	2.7
	0.7
	0.8
	0.7
	1.6
	1.7


Table 4.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It mostly fulfills them
	28.1
	11.3
	3.3
	3.6
	5.8

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	50.0
	39.6
	28.1
	20.8
	20.0

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	13.5
	20.8
	33.4
	35.2
	29.7

	It does not fulfill them at all
	7.3
	21.7
	23.8
	28.7
	35.2

	It mostly fulfills them
	0
	6.6
	9.8
	10.2
	8.7

	DA
	1.1
	0
	1.6
	1.5
	0.6


Table 4.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It mostly fulfills them
	3.3
	3.0
	2.2
	14.4
	2.2

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	17.9
	22.5
	21.3
	39.9
	29.2

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	28.9
	36.1
	32.6
	25.7
	25.8

	It does not fulfill them at all
	35.3
	29.4
	24.7
	15.3
	24.7

	It mostly fulfills them
	13.7
	8.0
	16.9
	3.2
	14.6

	DA
	0.9
	1.0
	2.3
	1.5
	3.5


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

	It mostly fulfills them
	2.1
	7.9
	2.8
	3.6
	10.7
	6.3
	9.8

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	23.6
	26.0
	26.0
	30.2
	19.5
	33.7
	29.8

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	24.7
	23.3
	41.4
	31.4
	27.8
	34.9
	36.4

	It does not fulfill them at all
	36.0
	30.0
	25.1
	23.7
	29.3
	17.1
	17.8

	It mostly fulfills them
	13.6
	11.5
	3.8
	10.1
	11.7
	5.1
	4.0

	DA
	0
	1.3
	0.9
	1.0
	1.0
	2.9
	2.2


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It mostly fulfills them
	2.1
	3.3
	6.8
	8.5
	8.7

	Equally – it fulfills as much as it does not
	23.6
	21.4
	24.1
	30.0
	32.1

	It mostly does not fulfill them
	24.7
	49.1
	30.3
	27.5
	26.2

	It does not fulfill them at all
	36.0
	21.0
	28.0
	23.1
	23.6

	It mostly fulfills them
	13.6
	2.2
	9.4
	8.5
	9.2

	DA
	0
	3.0
	1.4
	2.4
	0.2


5. "In January and February employees of some Belarusian enterprises withdrew from the official Trade Unions Federation and joined independent trade unions. What do you think about it?"
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+

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	27.6
	32.1
	29.8
	30.9
	30.6
	34.1
	30.1
	15.0

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	35.7
	35.8
	35.8
	34.9
	37.7
	37.6
	35.5
	33.2

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	17.0
	7.5
	13.2
	12.5
	11.9
	16.1
	21.1
	23.9

	DA/NA
	19.7
	24.6
	21.2
	19.4
	19.8
	12.2
	13.3
	27.9


Table 5.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	3.2
	14.0
	26.3
	30.9
	37.1

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	32.6
	34.6
	37.1
	37.0
	32.9

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	24.2
	21.5
	16.8
	16.5
	14.5

	DA/NA
	40.0
	29.9
	19.8
	15.6
	15.5


Table 5.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	39.7
	27.9
	33.0
	16.1
	28.1

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	33.0
	36.6
	39.8
	34.5
	41.6

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	11.2
	18.0
	5.7
	23.6
	13.5

	DA/NA
	16.1
	17.5
	21.5
	25.8
	16.8


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

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	43.0
	22.1
	16.4
	28.1
	24.9
	27.4
	26.2

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	35.5
	49.6
	26.2
	42.1
	17.6
	36.0
	42.2

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	5.1
	19.5
	47.7
	17.5
	14.1
	10.3
	8.4

	DA/NA
	16.4
	8.8
	9.7
	12.3
	43.4
	26.3
	23.2


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is a right decision; only independent trade unions can protect the rights of the working people
	43.0
	22.5
	23.4
	23.1
	25.6

	It accomplishes nothing; independent trade unions cannot protect the rights of the working people
	35.5
	33.9
	33.4
	38.5
	37.2

	It is a wrong decision; independent trade unions are a “fifth column”, hostile agents of the foreign states
	5.1
	24.0
	20.1
	17.0
	18.7

	DA/NA
	16.4
	19.6
	23.1
	21.4
	18.5


6. "Are you personally ready to participate in politics more actively?"

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+

	Definitely, yes
	5.3
	9.4
	5.9
	8.6
	4.1
	6.1
	5.4
	3.7

	To some extent, yes
	19.3
	17.0
	23.7
	21.1
	25.4
	21.1
	21.6
	8.6

	More likely, no
	33.8
	35.8
	38.8
	38.8
	31.3
	40.7
	37.1
	42.8

	Definitely, no
	39.3
	28.3
	29.6
	35.8
	30.0
	32.1
	32.5
	39.2

	DA/NA
	2.3
	9.5
	2.0
	2.7
	9.2
	0
	3.4
	5.7


Table 6.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Definitely, yes
	0
	1.9
	5.6
	4.7
	8.4

	To some extent, yes
	7.3
	5.7
	19.4
	21.2
	24.6

	More likely, no
	13.5
	27.6
	35.7
	35.0
	36.9

	Definitely, no
	79.2
	61.9
	36.1
	37.2
	28.5

	DA/NA
	0
	2.9
	3.2
	1.9
	1.6


Table 6.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Definitely, yes
	6.3
	4.8
	10.1
	3.7
	7.9

	To some extent, yes
	23.3
	23.2
	19.1
	10.0
	20.2

	More likely, no
	37.2
	36.7
	34.8
	24.6
	40.4

	Definitely, no
	29.0
	34.4
	29.2
	59.7
	28.1

	DA/NA
	4.2
	0.9
	6.8
	2.0
	3.4


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

	Definitely, yes
	7.5
	2.7
	3.3
	7.0
	5.9
	1.1
	8.8

	To some extent, yes
	19.1
	28.3
	14.0
	18.1
	11.7
	18.9
	23.5

	More likely, no
	35.8
	40.3
	18.2
	29.8
	40.5
	40.0
	31.4

	Definitely, no
	35.8
	27.0
	61.2
	43.3
	38.5
	37.7
	35.0

	DA/NA
	1.8
	1.7
	3.3
	1.8
	3.4
	2.3
	1.3


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Definitely, yes
	7.5
	3.3
	1.9
	7.7
	6.2

	To some extent, yes
	10.1
	17.4
	20.8
	21.1
	18.5

	More likely, no
	35.8
	32.6
	35.4
	35.8
	30.5

	Definitely, no
	45.8
	43.3
	40.3
	34.1
	41.8

	DA/NA
	0.8
	3.4
	1.6
	1.3
	3.0 


7. "What is your attitude to the boycott of the forthcoming parliamentary election which a part of opposition urges to?"

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+

	It is positive
	10.6
	15.1
	11.9
	13.8
	13.8
	14.0
	9.7
	3.7

	It is negative
	26.5
	24.5
	23.2
	17.1
	21.6
	24.4
	31.3
	34.3

	It makes no difference to me
	20.2
	22.6
	23.2
	23.7
	27.6
	22.2
	18.9
	10.7

	I have not heard anything about it
	41.6
	37.7
	41.1
	45.4
	36.9
	37.6
	39.4
	49.3

	NA
	1.1
	0.1
	0.6
	0
	0.1
	1.8
	0.7
	2.0


Table 7.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is positive
	2.1
	4.6
	11.8
	11.3
	12.9

	It is negative
	29.5
	30.6
	22.5
	26.6
	31.2

	It makes no difference to me
	3.2
	16.7
	22.1
	21.4
	21.5

	I have not heard anything about it
	62.1
	46.3
	42.6
	39.7
	34.4

	NA
	3.1
	1.8
	1.0
	1.0
	0


Table 7.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is positive
	13.3
	12.2
	13.8
	4.2
	14.8

	It is negative
	19.6
	27.7
	24.1
	33.8
	13.6

	It makes no difference to me
	26.6
	22.0
	18.4
	10.9
	29.5

	I have not heard anything about it
	40.2
	37.2
	43.7
	49.0
	40.9

	NA
	0.3
	0.9
	0
	2.1
	1.1


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

	It is positive
	16.7
	20.3
	5.1
	12.4
	5.4
	4.6
	6.2

	It is negative
	16.7
	7.5
	27.4
	35.9
	28.4
	36.0
	41.8

	It makes no difference to me
	37.9
	14.5
	15.8
	16.5
	20.6
	8.6
	19.1

	I have not heard anything about it
	27.0
	57.3
	51.6
	34.1
	44.1
	49.7
	32.0

	NA
	1.7
	0.4
	0.1
	1.2
	1.5
	1.1
	0.9


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is positive
	16.7
	4.1
	9.4
	11.3
	11.3

	It is negative
	16.7
	31.5
	25.2
	34.0
	26.7

	It makes no difference to me
	37.9
	15.6
	23.3
	12.1
	13.1

	I have not heard anything about it
	27.0
	48.1
	41.4
	42.1
	47.7

	NA
	1.7
	0.7
	0.7
	0.5
	1.2


8. "What events of the XX century can Belarusians be proud of to the greatest extent, in your opinion?" (more than one answer is possible)
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+

	October revolution of 1917
	7.2
	9.4
	5.3
	5.9
	4.1
	7.9
	9.3
	8.9

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	11.7
	17.0
	10.5
	13.2
	11.6
	10.4
	13.9
	10.1

	Formation of the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	9.0
	7.7
	10.5
	9.9
	7.1
	8.6
	9.3
	9.8

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	79.8
	67.9
	77.5
	77.6
	77.6
	80.0
	82.7
	82.7

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	35.8
	18.9
	23.8
	35.5
	33.6
	34.6
	41.3
	42.2

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	35.9
	28.8
	44.1
	38.8
	35.1
	36.1
	34.0
	34.4

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	11.5
	5.7
	4.6
	7.2
	3.7
	7.5
	13.9
	24.5


Table 8.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	October revolution of 1917
	6.3
	11.2
	6.7
	6.1
	8.4

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	3.1
	12.1
	11.6
	13.3
	12.2

	Formation of the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	8.3
	11.2
	8.7
	9.9
	8.0

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	82.3
	76.6
	77.7
	79.2
	84.9

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	32.3
	37.4
	33.0
	36.5
	40.3

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	34.4
	27.1
	36.3
	34.1
	41.3

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	49.0
	18.7
	7.8
	7.0
	10.3


Table 8.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	October revolution of 1917
	7.9
	7.2
	4.5
	8.2
	3.4

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	11.2
	12.2
	6.8
	10.9
	18.9

	Formation of the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	7.9
	9.2
	6.8
	10.0
	10.1

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	80.3
	79.1
	69.3
	82.8
	78.7

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	29.7
	36.4
	24.7
	43.8
	28.1

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	30.6
	38.7
	44.9
	34.3
	34.8

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	3.9
	8.3
	6.8
	24.6
	5.6


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

	October revolution of 1917
	13.0
	13.2
	4.7
	4.7
	2.9
	6.9
	2.2

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	25.6
	12.8
	4.2
	12.9
	11.3
	5.7
	3.5

	Formation of the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	12.3
	10.1
	6.1
	9.9
	6.3
	9.7
	7.6

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	87.7
	66.5
	77.6
	83.5
	81.0
	81.1
	80.0

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	24.3
	40.1
	57.9
	42.9
	22.1
	48.0
	22.6

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	31.5
	38.3
	47.2
	50.0
	27.0
	25.1
	34.2

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	6.2
	12.3
	5.6
	26.5
	5.9
	10.9
	16.9


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	October revolution of 1917
	13.0
	3.7
	5.2
	5.7
	8.2

	Formation of the Belarusian People’s Republic
	25.6
	3.3
	10.4
	8.1
	10.2

	Formation of the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic
	12.3
	9.6
	10.4
	6.5
	6.9

	Victory in the Great Patriotic war
	87.7
	84.1
	82.8
	76.1
	70.8

	Postwar reconstruction and subsequent industrialization
	24.3
	50.0
	30.8
	40.1
	35.6

	Acquisition of state independence in 1991
	31.5
	37.0
	33.0
	35.6
	40.8

	Electing A. Lukashenko president of Belarus in 1994
	6.2
	8.5
	10.7
	15.0
	15.9


9. "Do you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, militia, the State Traffic Patrol Department (STPD), the internal revenue service, law courts and other government institutions?"

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+

	Definitely, yes
	12.7
	9.4
	7.9
	9.9
	6.3
	9.3
	14.0
	23.2

	More likely, yes
	32.8
	28.3
	21.7
	28.5
	26.9
	28.7
	37.6
	44.6

	More likely, no
	32.6
	30.2
	42.8
	32.8
	41.4
	35.5
	30.2
	21.2

	Definitely, no
	18.5
	30.2
	22.4
	25.8
	22.0
	22.6
	16.3
	7.2

	DA/NA
	3.4
	1.9
	5.2
	3.0
	3.4
	3.9
	1.9
	3.8


Table 9.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Definitely, yes
	37.5
	16.0
	12.7
	9.2
	9.0

	More likely, yes
	47.9
	43.4
	31.3
	32.2
	28.0

	More likely, no
	13.5
	28.3
	32.8
	33.6
	38.3

	Definitely, no
	1.0
	8.5
	19.0
	21.4
	21.9

	DA/NA
	0.1
	3.8
	4.2
	3.6
	2.8


Table 9.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Definitely, yes
	6.6
	10.4
	12.5
	21.9
	7.9

	More likely, yes
	22.1
	32.1
	21.6
	45.9
	30.3

	More likely, no
	42.3
	34.4
	36.4
	21.4
	31.5

	Definitely, no
	26.9
	19.0
	25.0
	7.5
	27.0

	DA/NA
	2.1
	4.1
	4.4
	3.3
	3.3


Table 9.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Definitely, yes
	10.6
	19.4
	5.2
	22.4
	12.2
	8.6
	12.4

	More likely, yes
	26.0
	22.0
	39.9
	38.8
	23.4
	49.7
	36.7

	More likely, no
	37.7
	25.1
	34.7
	20.6
	46.8
	27.4
	31.4

	Definitely, no
	24.3
	30.4
	16.4
	17.1
	12.7
	8.6
	14.2

	DA/NA
	1.4
	3.1
	3.8
	1.1
	4.9
	5.7
	5.3


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Definitely, yes
	10.6
	7.4
	12.3
	15.9
	16.1

	More likely, yes
	26.0
	45.4
	29.5
	27.2
	35.3

	More likely, no
	37.7
	29.2
	36.7
	33.7
	27.1

	Definitely, no
	24.3
	13.3
	18.6
	17.1
	18.4

	DA/NA
	1.4
	4.7
	2.9
	6.1
	3.1


10. "If you do not you feel protected from the possible arbitrary rule on the part of the authorities, then infringement of what rights worries you most of all?"

Table 10.1. В зависимости от возраста

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age

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

	Infringement of social and economic rights (the right to dwelling, education, health services, social services, etc.)
	29.1
	21.2
	32.2
	33.1
	34.6
	32.0
	29.7
	20.5

	Infringement of political rights (the right to expression of one’s opinion, to freedom of peaceful assembly and association, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected to state administration bodies, etc.)
	20.7
	34.6
	27.6
	22.5
	28.9
	23.0
	18.1
	8.1

	It does not worry me
	12.9
	17.3
	11.8
	12.6
	7.9
	14.4
	11.6
	15.9

	DA/NA
	37.3
	26.9
	28.4
	31.8
	28.6
	30.6
	40.6
	55.5


Table 10.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Infringement of social and economic rights (the right to dwelling, education, health services, social services, etc.)
	17.7
	22.6
	29.6
	30.2
	32.5

	Infringement of political rights (the right to expression of one’s opinion, to freedom of peaceful assembly and association, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected to state administration bodies, etc.)
	0
	9.4
	18.0
	23.9
	30.9

	It does not worry me
	16.7
	16.2
	13.2
	11.5
	11.9

	DA/NA
	65.6
	51.8
	39.2
	34.4
	24.7


Table 10.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Infringement of social and economic rights (the right to dwelling, education, health services, social services, etc.)
	39.1
	29.7
	27.3
	21.4
	25.6

	Infringement of political rights (the right to expression of one’s opinion, to freedom of peaceful assembly and association, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected to state administration bodies, etc.)
	26.4
	22.0
	35.2
	8.2
	31.1

	It does not worry me
	9.1
	13.7
	13.6
	15.2
	10.0

	DA/NA
	25.4
	34.6
	23.9
	55.2
	33.3


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

	Infringement of social and economic rights (the right to dwelling, education, health services, social services, etc.)
	30.0
	25.7
	15.9
	30.6
	36.6
	24.0
	39.6

	Infringement of political rights (the right to expression of one’s opinion, to freedom of peaceful assembly and association, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected to state administration bodies, etc.)
	26.6
	22.6
	22.9
	12.9
	20.5
	21.7
	13.8

	It does not worry me
	8.9
	10.2
	12.1
	31.8
	4.9
	12.0
	16.0

	DA/NA
	34.5
	41.5
	49.1
	24.7
	38.0
	42.3
	30.6


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Infringement of social and economic rights (the right to dwelling, education, health services, social services, etc.)
	30.0
	30.7
	28.0
	25.5
	30.3

	Infringement of political rights (the right to expression of one’s opinion, to freedom of peaceful assembly and association, to freely receive and spread information, to elect and to be elected to state administration bodies, etc.)
	26.6
	17.4
	20.8
	22.3
	17.2

	It does not worry me
	8.9
	17.4
	20.8
	22.3
	17.6

	DA/NA
	34.5
	34.5
	34.4
	37.9
	34.9


11. "Western countries are trying to make Belarusian authorities release the people convicted for participation in manifestations after the election of 2010. Various opinions are expressed on this subject. Which of them do you agree with?"

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+

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	21.4
	15.4
	12.7
	15.1
	15.7
	13.3
	20.1
	40.9

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	17.8
	21.2
	15.3
	21.7
	16.8
	17.2
	18.9
	17.0

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	44.5
	50.0
	59.3
	44.1
	53.4
	51.5
	42.9
	26.2

	DA/NA
	16.3
	13.4
	12.7
	19.1
	14.1
	18.0
	18.1
	15.9


Table 11.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	57.3
	38.0
	17.9
	15.1
	20.0

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	11.5
	15.7
	21.0
	19.6
	12.3

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	13.5
	27.8
	43.2
	49.8
	54.8

	DA/NA
	17.7
	18.5
	17.9
	15.5
	12.9


Table11.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	13.0
	18.2
	14.8
	37.0
	11.2

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	15.1
	18.5
	19.3
	18.4
	20.2

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	56.2
	47.2
	51.1
	27.8
	51.7

	DA/NA
	15.7
	16.1
	14.8
	16.8
	16.8


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

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	13.0
	16.3
	15.4
	42.4
	12.7
	17.7
	38.1

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	16.0
	29.5
	15.9
	19.4
	19.1
	12.0
	11.9

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	61.1
	49.3
	54.2
	24.1
	43.1
	38.3
	31.0

	DA/NA
	9.9
	4.9
	14.5
	14.1
	25.1
	32.0
	19.0


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	These people are guilty and let them serve their terms of imprisonment; we should not yield to the pressure of other countries
	13.0
	23.0
	24.4
	21.9
	24.1

	These people are guilty, however they should be released in order to improve our relations with the West
	16.0
	13.4
	20.8
	21.1
	17.9

	These people are not guilty of anything, they should be released regardless of the wishes of the West
	61.1
	37.5
	43.8
	39.3
	40.8

	DA/NA
	9.9
	26.1
	11.0
	17.7
	17.2


12. "Is the post of Ombudsman for Human Rights necessary in Belarus?"

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, it is
	56.3
	58.5
	64.5
	61.2
	59.9
	62.9
	54.1
	43.6

	No, there is no need for such a post
	28.5
	28.3
	23.7
	21.1
	26.2
	24.3
	31.3
	37.3

	DA/NA
	15.2
	13.2
	11.8
	17.7
	13.9
	12.8
	14.6
	19.1


Table 12.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, it is
	38.1
	44.9
	53.2
	60.0
	66.1

	No, there is no need for such a post
	46.4
	34.6
	30.3
	24.8
	22.9

	DA/NA
	15.5
	20.5
	16.5
	15.2
	11.0


Table 12.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, it is
	57.6
	59.5
	68.2
	45.5
	66.3

	No, there is no need for such a post
	28.8
	27.0
	17.0
	35.6
	18.0

	DA/NA
	13.6
	13.5
	14.8
	18.9
	15.7


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, it is
	50.3
	42.3
	67.1
	63.2
	50.2
	55.4
	68.6

	No, there is no need for such a post
	35.6
	41.0
	24.9
	33.3
	19.0
	24.0
	19.0

	DA/NA
	14.1
	16.7
	8.0
	3.5
	30.8
	20.6
	12.4


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, it is
	50.3
	69.5
	49.7
	56.9
	56.7

	No, there is no need for such a post
	35.6
	16.0
	37.0
	22.8
	28.7

	DA/NA
	14.1
	14.5
	13.3
	20.3
	14.6


13. "Are you for or against abolition of capital punishment in the republic of Belarus?"

Table 13.1. Depending on age

	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age, years old

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

	For abolition
	49.7
	57.7
	49.0
	56.6
	50.2
	49.3
	52.5
	43.8

	Against abolition
	40.8
	32.7
	41.7
	32.9
	37.5
	40.0
	41.3
	47.8

	DA/NA
	9.5
	9.6
	9.3
	10.5
	12.3
	10.7
	6.2
	8.4


Table 13.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	For abolition
	45.8
	40.2
	47.5
	50.9
	56.5

	Against abolition
	49.0
	48.6
	42.9
	37.6
	36.1

	DA/NA
	5.2
	11.2
	9.6
	11.5
	7.4


Table 13.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	For abolition
	53.0
	49.4
	59.1
	44.5
	53.3

	Against abolition
	38.2
	40.6
	29.5
	47.5
	33.3

	DA/NA
	8.8
	10.0
	11.4
	8.0
	13.4


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

	For abolition
	52.2
	56.2
	53.1
	50.3
	53.7
	33.1
	46.5

	Against abolition
	31.7
	33.2
	42.7
	46.8
	36.3
	52.6
	48.2

	DA/NA
	16.1
	10.6
	4.2
	2.9
	10.0
	14.3
	5.3


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For abolition
	52.2
	39.6
	54.2
	50.6
	51.0

	Against abolition
	31.7
	51.5
	38.0
	40.5
	42.6

	DA/NA
	16.1
	8.9
	7.8
	8.9
	6.4


14. "In some countries capital punishment is not abolished, however, a moratorium (a ban) is declared on it for a certain period of time (e.g. for 10 years), or until the occurrence of certain conditions (e.g. ubiquitous implementation of jury trials) . Are you for total abolition of capital punishment in the Republic of Belarus, for a moratorium on it, or for it to remain?"

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+

	For total abolition
	31.4
	36.5
	31.1
	37.5
	32.1
	25.4
	34.4
	30.0

	For declaration of a moratorium
	31.9
	38.5
	27.8
	30.3
	35.8
	36.9
	33.2
	25.9

	Capital punishment should remain
	31.3
	23.1
	33.2
	25.0
	25.7
	30.8
	30.1
	39.5

	DA/NA
	5.4
	1.9
	7.9
	7.2
	6.4
	6.9
	2.3
	4.6


Table 14.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	For total abolition
	46.3
	22.4
	29.9
	31.8
	31.9

	For declaration of a moratorium
	6.3
	27.1
	32.8
	34.5
	36.1

	Capital punishment should remain
	44.2
	42.1
	32.5
	28.4
	25.8

	DA/NA
	3.2
	8.4
	4.8
	5.3
	6.2


Table 14.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	For total abolition
	32.1
	29.5
	42.0
	29.8
	38.6

	For declaration of a moratorium
	37.9
	32.8
	33.0
	27.0
	23.9

	Capital punishment should remain
	25.5
	31.8
	19.3
	38.5
	28.4

	DA/NA
	4.5
	5.9
	5.7
	4.7
	9.1


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

	For total abolition
	39.2
	45.4
	16.4
	34.7
	27.8
	21.7
	30.2

	For declaration of a moratorium
	35.5
	27.8
	41.1
	21.2
	34.6
	33.1
	27.1

	Capital punishment should remain
	22.5
	24.2
	35.5
	43.5
	29.3
	33.7
	36.4

	DA/NA
	2.8
	2.3
	7.0
	0.6
	8.3
	11.5
	6.3


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For total abolition
	39.2
	16.4
	29.5
	39.0
	32.5

	For declaration of a moratorium
	35.5
	39.4
	35.1
	21.1
	28.6

	Capital punishment should remain
	22.5
	36.8
	31.2
	32.5
	33.2

	DA/NA
	2.8
	7.4
	4.2
	7.4
	5.7


15. "The EU and the USA are extending sanctions against the leadership of Belarus– now over 300 of Belarusian officials, judges and others headed by A. Lukashenko, who are held responsible for breaching democracy and human rights will be forbidden these countries. Some people think it is a good idea, others – it is a bad one. And what is your opinion?"

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+

	It is good
	24.0
	20.8
	27.0
	30.5
	29.9
	26.4
	24.3
	13.5

	It is bad
	32.4
	26.4
	25.0
	29.8
	27.6
	31.4
	38.2
	38.0

	It makes no difference to me
	37.5
	47.2
	40.1
	35.1
	38.4
	36.1
	32.0
	40.3

	DA/NA
	6.1
	5.6
	7.9
	4.6
	4.1
	6.1
	5.5
	8.2


Table 15.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is good
	8.4
	16.7
	21.6
	23.0
	37.3

	It is bad
	29.5
	39.8
	30.6
	30.4
	36.7

	It makes no difference to me
	48.4
	38.0
	41.5
	40.5
	22.5

	DA/NA
	13.7
	5.5
	6.3
	6.1
	3.5


Table 15.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is good
	33.0
	24.1
	20.2
	13.4
	41.6

	It is bad
	22.1
	36.8
	25.8
	38.1
	22.5

	It makes no difference to me
	39.7
	33.8
	47.2
	40.5
	31.5

	DA/NA
	5.2
	5.3
	6.8
	8.0
	4.4


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

	It is good
	36.0
	15.8
	30.0
	14.2
	29.8
	10.9
	23.5

	It is bad
	19.5
	41.7
	21.6
	56.2
	18.5
	42.0
	37.6

	It makes no difference to me
	43.5
	38.6
	42.3
	23.1
	36.6
	37.4
	35.8

	DA/NA
	1.0
	3.9
	6.1
	6.5
	15.1
	9.7
	3.1


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is good
	36.0
	17.8
	26.0
	19.0
	21.2

	It is bad
	19.5
	30.7
	33.4
	40.9
	37.1

	It makes no difference to me
	43.5
	43.7
	36.7
	32.0
	33.0

	DA/NA
	1.0
	7.8
	3.9
	8.1
	8.7


16. "In what country, in your opinion, are elections more honest – in Belarus or in Russia?"

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+

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	13.6
	9.6
	7.9
	9.2
	8.6
	13.3
	15.8
	21.3

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	23.2
	19.2
	15.1
	19.1
	10.9
	20.4
	25.5
	39.2

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	32.7
	34.6
	43.4
	38.8
	43.4
	35.5
	27.8
	17.9

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	19.3
	21.2
	19.1
	22.4
	24.7
	21.5
	20.8
	10.6

	DA/NA
	11.2
	15.4
	14.5
	10.5
	12.4
	9.3
	10.1
	11.0


Table 16.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	26.0
	26.9
	12.1
	12.2
	10.3

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	51.0
	34.3
	22.5
	20.3
	16.1

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	8.3
	19.4
	34.8
	33.3
	40.0

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	3.1
	11.1
	18.5
	22.7
	23.9

	DA/NA
	11.5
	8.3
	12.1
	11.5
	9.7


Table 16.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	7.6
	11.7
	17.0
	21.1
	12.2

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	15.2
	20.2
	15.9
	37.5
	15.6

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	39.4
	36.8
	36.4
	18.6
	38.9

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	28.5
	19.5
	17.0
	11.2
	23.3

	DA/NA
	9.3
	11.3
	13.7
	11.6
	10.2


Table 16.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	11.0
	6.6
	25.1
	21.6
	9.3
	16.6
	8.4

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	16.4
	24.6
	21.4
	42.7
	9.3
	14.9
	36.4

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	29.5
	37.2
	26.0
	19.3
	49.3
	36.0
	31.1

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	34.6
	20.6
	12.1
	12.3
	17.1
	12.5
	17.8

	DA/NA
	8.5
	11.0
	15.4
	4.1
	15.0
	20.0
	6.3


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Elections are more honest in Belarus
	11.0
	19.3
	20.7
	7.3
	10.0

	Elections are equally honest in both countries
	16.4
	21.5
	21.0
	26.4
	29.0

	Elections are equally dishonest in both countries
	29.5
	33.3
	31.4
	34.6
	34.6

	Elections are more honest in Russia
	34.6
	10.7
	18.8
	17.9
	15.1

	DA/NA
	8.5
	15.2
	8.1
	14.4
	11.3


17. "Several protest actions against rigging the votes took place in Russia after the elections for the State Duma in 2011. What is your attitude to these protest actions?"

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 positive
	28.7
	24.5
	31.1
	30.9
	36.2
	29.3
	32.0
	18.2

	It is negative
	23.0
	24.5
	13.2
	17.8
	13.1
	23.9
	27.4
	33.1

	It makes no difference to me
	47.7
	50.9
	55.6
	51.3
	50.4
	45.0
	40.5
	47.6

	NA
	0.6
	0.1
	0
	0
	0.3
	1.8
	0.1
	1.1


Table 17.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is positive
	10.4
	15.7
	27.8
	32.5
	34.8

	It is negative
	37.5
	37.1
	20.0
	21.7
	21.0

	It makes no difference to me
	50.0
	46.3
	51.5
	45.6
	43.5

	NA
	2.1
	0.9
	0.7
	0.2
	0.7


Table 17.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is positive
	30.4
	32.2
	34.1
	21.1
	27.0

	It is negative
	16.1
	23.4
	14.8
	31.8
	14.6

	It makes no difference to me
	53.5
	43.7
	51.1
	46.1
	56.2

	NA
	0
	0.7
	0
	1.0
	2.2


Table 17.4. Depending on residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is positive
	26.7
	38.3
	27.6
	18.7
	36.3
	18.3
	31.4

	It is negative
	14.4
	21.6
	13.6
	41.5
	9.3
	31.4
	36.3

	It makes no difference to me
	58.9
	40.1
	58.4
	38.0
	54.4
	48.0
	31.4

	NA
	0
	0
	0
	1.8
	0
	2.3
	0.9


Table 17.5.  Depending on the type of settlement 

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is positive
	26.7
	28.4
	23.6
	33.5
	31.0

	It is negative
	14.4
	22.1
	30.4
	24.2
	23.6

	It makes no difference to me
	58.9
	48.0
	45.0
	41.9
	44.9

	NA
	0
	1.5
	1.0
	0.4
	0.5


18. "In Belarus after the election of 2010 authorities used force to disperse protest actions, and Russian authorities in 2011 did not use force against participants of such actions. How do you assess the actions of the authorities in the RB and in the RF?"

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+

	Belarusian authorities did the right thing, and Russian authorities did not
	11.9
	5.8
	7.9
	8.6
	9.0
	10.4
	15.1
	17.0

	Russian authorities did the right thing, and Belarusian authorities did not
	39.5
	50.0
	51.7
	43.7
	52.4
	40.7
	37.6
	20.7

	Authorities in both countries did the right thing, but the situations in the RB and the RF were different
	32.6
	26.9
	24.5
	29.8
	22.8
	29.3
	34.9
	46.7

	DA/NA
	16.0
	17.3
	15.9
	17.9
	15.8
	19.6
	12.4
	15.6


Table 18.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Belarusian authorities did the right thing, and Russian authorities did not
	17.7
	16.0
	11.1
	12.4
	10.0

	Russian authorities did the right thing, and Belarusian authorities did not
	15.6
	21.7
	38.8
	43.9
	47.6

	Authorities in both countries did the right thing, but the situations in the RB and the RF were different
	51.0
	50.0
	31.9
	27.7
	28.9

	DA/NA
	15.7
	12.3
	18.2
	16.0
	13.5


Table 18.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Belarusian authorities did the right thing, and Russian authorities did not
	8.8
	11.2
	6.7
	17.4
	10.1

	Russian authorities did the right thing, and Belarusian authorities did not
	52.1
	41.6
	44.9
	23.1
	44.9

	Authorities in both countries did the right thing, but the situations in the RB and the RF were different
	23.0
	30.9
	30.3
	44.7
	27.1

	DA/NA
	16.1
	16.3
	18.1
	14.8
	17.9


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

	Belarusian authorities did the right thing, and Russian authorities did not
	7.5
	6.6
	32.2
	20.6
	3.4
	8.0
	7.5

	Russian authorities did the right thing, and Belarusian authorities did not
	58.6
	52.4
	26.6
	19.4
	46.8
	28.0
	31.4

	Authorities in both countries did the right thing, but the situations in the RB and the RF were different
	21.6
	23.8
	26.6
	50.6
	19.0
	46.9
	49.2

	DA/NA
	12.3
	17.2
	14.6
	9.4
	30.8
	17.1
	11.9


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarusian authorities did the right thing, and Russian authorities did not
	7.5
	15.6
	18.2
	6.9
	11.0

	Russian authorities did the right thing, and Belarusian authorities did not
	58.6
	23.3
	37.3
	40.7
	37.1

	Authorities in both countries did the right thing, but the situations in the RB and the RF were different
	21.6
	46.7
	30.2
	31.0
	33.8

	DA/NA
	12.3
	14.4
	14.3
	21.4
	18.1


19. "What is your attitude to the idea of Belarus switching over to the Russian ruble?"

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 is positive
	29.5
	21.2
	30.5
	27.8
	32.8
	29.6
	29.7
	28.2

	It is negative
	41.7
	48.1
	47.0
	45.0
	36.6
	42.9
	44.8
	38.0

	It makes no difference to me
	19.1
	23.1
	14.6
	19.9
	20.1
	16.8
	16.6
	22.8

	DA/NA
	9.7
	7.6
	7.9
	7.3
	10.5
	10.7
	8.9
	11.0


Table 19.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	It is positive
	24.7
	34.9
	31.9
	28.7
	26.5

	It is negative
	45.4
	36.8
	37.6
	43.6
	47.4

	It makes no difference to me
	20.6
	19.8
	22.0
	19.0
	12.9

	DA/NA
	9.3
	8.5
	8.5
	8.7
	13.2


Table 19.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	It is positive
	29.4
	29.5
	21.6
	28.9
	40.4

	It is negative
	41.2
	43.7
	47.7
	38.8
	37.1

	It makes no difference to me
	17.3
	17.5
	21.6
	22.9
	16.9

	DA/NA
	12.1
	9.3
	9.1
	9.4
	5.6


Table 19.4. Depending on residence 

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	It is positive
	29.1
	23.8
	25.2
	37.4
	25.0
	20.1
	44.7

	It is negative
	43.5
	57.3
	22.0
	32.2
	48.5
	43.1
	42.9

	It makes no difference to me
	11.3
	13.2
	46.7
	23.4
	18.1
	19.0
	6.6

	DA/NA
	16.1
	5.7
	6.1
	7.0
	8.4
	17.8
	5.8


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	It is positive
	29.1
	29.6
	33.3
	19.5
	33.0

	It is negative
	43.5
	28.9
	43.7
	49.2
	43.0

	It makes no difference to me
	11.3
	27.8
	17.5
	19.9
	19.7

	DA/NA
	16.1
	13.7
	5.5
	11.4
	4.3


20. "If you were given an opportunity to work abroad, what would you do?"

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+

	I would accept the offer
	39.3
	86.8
	74.2
	63.2
	52.1
	43.9
	20.5
	6.6

	I would refuse it
	49.4
	7.5
	13.9
	27.0
	35.6
	40.0
	66.8
	86.4

	DA/NA
	11.3
	5.7
	11.9
	9.8
	12.3
	16.1
	12.7
	7.0


Table 20.2. Depending on education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I would accept the offer
	3.1
	13.9
	43.3
	45.0
	43.9

	I would refuse it
	96.9
	76.9
	45.3
	40.8
	44.8

	DA/NA
	0
	10.2
	11.4
	14.2
	11.3


Table 20.3. Depending on status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I would accept the offer
	53.3
	43.0
	84.3
	7.5
	60.0

	I would refuse it
	32.4
	43.5
	11.2
	85.5
	25.6

	DA/NA
	14.3
	13.5
	4.5
	7.0
	14.4


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

	I would accept the offer
	43.2
	34.8
	43.3
	32.9
	30.5
	41.7
	46.0

	I would refuse it
	40.1
	59.0
	53.0
	58.2
	42.4
	49.7
	47.8

	DA/NA
	16.7
	6.2
	3.7
	8.9
	27.1
	8.6
	6.2


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Region centers
	Cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I would accept the offer
	43.2
	38.0
	45.3
	38.2
	32.9

	I would refuse it
	40.1
	47.6
	43.4
	52.0
	60.9

	DA/NA
	16.7
	14.4
	11.3
	9.8
	6.2


OPEN FORUM
"CIVIL SOCIETY IN BELARUS: THE STRONGEST SURVIVES"

An interview with Alexander Feduta, Ph.D., political observer, vice-chairman of the organizing committee for the creation of the civil campaign “Tell the truth!”
IISEPS: How can Belarusian civil society be defined, in your opinion? What is it?
A. Feduta: Belarusian civil society, to my thinking, is the aggregate of self-mobilizing citizens and institutions emerging at the moment when the state cannot or does not want to protect their interests and represent their opinion. 

As a possibility for legal representation of interests through nongovernmental organizations registered in accordance with the applicable legislation is absent in Belarus (and the legislation is built so that it does not create incentives for the civil society development, but rather impedes it), we observe more and more often spontaneous, like northern lights, surges of civil activity. It was like that after December 19, 2010 when actions of civil solidarity with the prisoners did not boil down to the activity of the “recognized” human rights activists, but became the matter of principle for many citizens who had avoided politics before. It happened in summer 2011 when “silent protest actions” initiated by the Internet group Revolution through Social Networking Service, called many people not engaged in politics to the square. A campaign for a moratorium on the death penalty provoked by the sentence passed on the case of explosion on April 11 at the “Oktaybrskaya” station can also be considered a perfect example.
IISEPS: Some home and foreign experts consider that civil society in Belarus has not formed for 20 years (and speak rather about its “rudiments”). Others, on the contrary, think that it does exist and is quite comparable with other civil societies in the CIS countries. What do you think about it?
A. Feduta: It seems to me, if we speak about the self-organizing civil institutions, Belarusian civil society is quite comparable with Russian and Ukrainian ones according to its abilities, and in a number of cases it even exceeds them. It is another issue that Belarus political regime is considerably tougher and responds to challenges, including challenges on the part of civil society, more promptly. 

In addition, there is another factor. Pressure on the part of the authorities has led to the situation when the strongest survives in the so-called “third sector”. That is why a paradox has occurred: many leaders of traditional (registered) bodies of the “third sector” are not democrats in the habitual meaning of the term, but just the reverse – they are frequently as authoritarian as the authorities in their practical and professional activity. If one takes into account the increasing competition in the fight for financial flows and influence over donors, it is possible to say that championing the interests of society in confrontation with the authorities, the formalized (registered) part of civil society is not always conducive to development of democratic traditions in Belarus.

IISEPS: Belarusian officials, as a rule, do not distinguish between civil society and political opposition, calling all of them “opposition”, “the fifth column”, etc. Are there any principle differences between Belarusian civil society and political opposition? Where do they converge and where do they diverge?
A. Feduta: In my opinion, it is necessary to discern between them. Political opposition and civil society bodies are rather fellow travelers up to the moment of a full-fledged launch of political democracy procedures. After that confrontation of new authorities with civil society is going to continue at a new stage with new participants, but owing to the same reason: society and the state are in line with the principle of unity and struggle of opposites formulated already by Hegel. New authorities will also have to build their policy according to the principles of limiting the opportunities of the defeated party, which means civil mobilization for struggling against the absolute power of the new authorities will be going on.

IISEPS: How do you assess the evolution of Belarusian civil society and political opposition for 20 years? Which of them is “closer to the people” and in what way?
A. Feduta: As strange as it might seem, opposition proved to be closer to the people. Whether intentionally or not, but every four years oppositionists, going through three electoral campaigns of this or that form (presidential, parliamentary or local elections), had to master the rhetoric the average mass Belarusian elector was able to understand. And “the third sector” was fighting at that time not so much for the electors’ support, but for the support of the donors. The rhetoric completely incomprehensible for masses followed from there. When political bodies try to use the rhetoric of “the third sector”, strange and often unnatural, in my opinion, examples turn out. Let’s say, when a campaign on elaboration of “People’s program” ends with discussing the problem of abortions’ legality, a question arises whether the message is actually addressed to society (for which the problem itself is not urgent so far), or to foreign partners and donors.

IISEPS: The civil campaign “Tell the truth!” positions itself as part of civil society; however, many people (among the authorities and opposition, in this country and abroad) consider it political opposition. Who is right (prove it)?
A. Feduta: I would say it is a political body built on the principle of a mass non-political campaign trying to accumulate the discontent of citizens about the absence of real representation of their interest by the authorities. Particularly this conception got the name of “The Civil Agreement”: you support us politically and we favor your self-organization so that you could protect your own interests more efficiently.  The activity methods of “the third sector” are used for solving local and large-scale political tasks.

IISEPS: In front of our very eyes a struggle between two opposition “currents” – national democratic with representatives of Charter 97 and people close to them – is being launched. They struggle for representation of “Belarusian democracy abroad” (the “foreign government”), and the struggle becomes covered with rumors and guesses. What is the pith of the phenomenon, to your thinking, its real driving force and reasons, and most important – its possible consequences for civil society? How should representatives of civil society react to it?
A. Feduta: I cannot clearly define who exactly in opposition sticks to what approaches to the problem of foreign representation. I am personally sure that a systems mistake occurred when opposition leaders creating permanent lobbyist structures abroad lost control over the activity of their managers. 

It is clear that what we observe by the example of Russian voucher privatization, when managers had become owners of projects having accumulated complete control over information and financial flows in their hands, happened at some moment. Managers, as well as technical employees at foreign missions of Belarusian opposition, began to position themselves in front of the donors as “tough” analysts on Belarusian range of problems.

A classical example is “Charter 97” when people who had signed the declaration which generated the respective brand did not at all manage to govern its growing popularity. Those who at the beginning introduced themselves as coordinators of the civil initiative finally began to fight against the signers of the declaration.

From my point of view, a real alternative to the process of usurpation of the right to speak on behalf of opposition was formulated by the signers of the recent “declaration of 34”, which actually highlighted the key points: every political force represents itself, and Belarusian people are represented by the Rada (Supreme Council) of the Belarusian People’s Republic whose moral and historical legitimacy, according to Vladimir Neklyaev, does not give rise to any doubts. Let me stress it once again: the matter does not concern jural legitimacy; a rupture of diplomatic relations with the current political regime in Belarus is impossible for the external world, in my opinion. However, the very idea of national democracy and sovereignty is personalized today exactly in the Rada whose members are not involved in daily intra-opposition political squabbles.
IISEPS: What are the problems and drawbacks of Belarusian civil society, and what should be done, in your opinion, for it to become “closer to the people”?
A. Feduta: I am afraid, enumeration of problems and drawbacks will make up a huge list of claims which I will have then to disentangle in numerous interviews and comments. That is why I would prefer not to initiate this endless process. 

I will name only one main drawback: just like Belarusian opposition leaders, representatives of “the third sector” assiduously fight for a domineering position in their “hen house”, often to the detriment of common interests. However, no one can somehow deal with it so far. Perhaps one could only make all of them sit down in the endless “prisoner's box” which, to my mind, for some time (unfortunately, not for long) sobered the leaders of political opposition up after December 19 (as they say it, there's a silver lining to the cloud).
IISEPS: What is your forecast for Belarusian civil society in a year, five, ten years?
A. Feduta: There will be civil society! Yes, there will – in a year, in five, in ten years! 

BOOKSHELF
SOCIOLOGY: CRISIS OF CONFIDENCE

Controversy between head of Levada-center sociologist Lev Gudkov and president of the INDEM Foundation Georgy Satarov about the present and the past of electoral sociology

Requiem for sociology
Georgy Satarov, president of the INDEM Foundation
My country, the country I love, has no luck on a regular basis. It either bends down before the beast-like madmen such as Ivan IV, Peter I or Stalin, or unanimously and non-alternatively votes for bandits, or almost non-alternatively supports rascals and thieves. It humiliates and sends away its best minds just as it used to do 90 years ago. It destroys whole scientific schools as it happened to genetics and cybernetics 70 years ago. Now the best are not sent away; they leave on their own because of the suffocation and stench caused by rascals and thieves in the country. Those who stay have even more problems.

150 years ago education reforms of Alexander II enabled Russia to become one of the leading scientific states of the world. In the XX centuries Bolsheviks did not get to mathematics and physics. This made it possible for the USSR to remain among the great world states. I am a mathematician by training and a sociologist by avocation, though a bit belated, but sincere. If I happen to talk to sociology students, I tell them something like that: "Just like the XX century was a century of physics, the XXI century will be a century of sociology". My country is not destined to become a country of the XXI century. Until now it found itself on the periphery of sociology, and at the moment it is rolling down to a ditch. The necessity to create modern arms saved physics and mathematics in the USSR; the rascals and thieves’ desire to protect their power ruins sociology in Russia.

Some time ago I posted an article on the website of Daily journal and Face book in which I related how the leading sociological centers were building into the propagandistic campaigns of authorities in elections. "Correct" sociological forecasts before an election urge people to join the rigged majority, and after the election they help to convince everybody of the election and the vote counting’s honesty. The accounts and reconstructions given by me were based on the scanty information I had managed to get about the methods of the "correct" forecasts building.

The article was posted on Sunday of March, 11th and on Saturday the first channel had explained to the country and the world that the elections had been honest as their results had coincided with the forecasts of sociologists. At the same time on Sunday I posted the article on Face book and immediately received a comment from Falk Bomsdorf (a translation from German, an extract): "It is a very important article, particularly because people in Germany who are interested in events in Russia, quite definitely regard the forecast of the vote returns made by Levada-center as the grounds for the fact that the elections have been ethical and almost free from rigging". This is how it works. A German’s meat is a Russian man’s poison. They can console themselves with the honest election in Russia and continue to warm themselves with Putin’s gas under the peace of mind conditions, and we have to live further under the reign of the rascals and thieves.

I don‘t dare accuse the colleagues of Levada-center and other sociological services. I do not know how I would behave if I found myself under pressure. They are victims in the first place, at that they are victims not only to the rascals of the Kremlin. They are victims to the absence of social science in the country. Because science is not only magazines and monographs or events called "research" or "conferences". Science is first of all people, proud of their profession and upholding its honor. There are no such people in Russia. If there had been such people, then the colleagues from Levada-center or from, say, the Public Opinion Foundation would not have yielded to the pressure. They did know they had no one to protect them, that people in Russia calling themselves sociologists were hiding in their frail nests.
It is clear to any expert that an opinion poll held honestly and professionally cannot foretell the rascals and thieves’ rigging. Electoral sociology studies electors, not the Russian Central Election Committee or Putin’s ambitions. Electors able to express public opinion exist in independent society involved in honest political competition with independent and possessing equal rights elections. There is no public opinion in Russia at the moment. Sociologists must tell society about it too, however, they keep silent. It is clear to any expert that electoral sociology is being used by authorities as a whore covering the shame of their rigging. However, they keep silent. Founders of VCIOM (the All-Russian Public Opinion Research Center) not yet split up by the Kremlin keep silent; founders of Soviet sociology keep silent, too. Yury Alexandrovich Levada keeps silent – he died. He is the only Russian sociologist whose silence is justified.
I don’t want to be silent, perhaps due to the fact that I am an imposter. And I don’t want to lose heart. Maybe for the time left to me I will manage to teach something a couple of boys and girls. First of all I will try to explain to them they must not betray their profession.

Sociologists can continue to keep silent. Anyway it is too late to cry. The Fall of electoral sociology has already happened. We will manage to assure honest elections with our own hands and without the help of opinion polls. It is already clear.
It is disgusting to have to prove that you haven't done anything wrong
Lev Gudkov, sociologist, head of Levada-center

Sociology today finds itself on the threshold of a confidence crisis. "Do not trust sociologists! " persuade us not only politicians-the-outsiders, but also glamorous personages. The TV cook announces with no worry: "Only sociology is worse than cookery (as science), which is not even a lie or a bald-faced lie, it is something much more impudent" (A. Zimin, "Animal Interest", Kommersant-weekend, dated March 7, 2012 #8 p.43).

The point is not, of course, in sociology itself – very few people are still interested in its analysis and interpretation of social events and processes in the country. The point is in the perplexity of society which has forfeited confirmation of its senses. Editor of the science department of "Russian reporter" writes: "When I run over a report about a (social) research or a scientific article, I look for, in the first place, the most important figure which scientists have obtained. If there is no such a figure, but there are a lot of words, I begin to be nervous and to smoke" (G. Tarasevich "Let us understand nothing"). The situation from the fable "A monkey and glasses" repeats itself ("…it either smells them or licks them…"). Shortage of authoritative conceptions about reality hides itself behind distrust in sociologists (yesterday it was the Kremlin and officials, today – a part of society geared up against Putin’s regime), as well as a gap between already accepted stereotypes and assessments of what is going on ("a colossal fraud occurred in the election") and sociologists’ conclusions which speak about a much more complicated and diverse picture of electors’ behavior than the opposition think it is. The closeness of Churov’s data and electoral opinion polls’ results which, in their opinion, should have differed considerably provokes suspicion and indignation.
Situations when the data presented by sociologists diverge from the expectations of some groups are not uncommon; however, such arguments reach a special bitterness during the election periods when political and scientific interests collide with each other, as it was for instance in the Ukraine during the orange revolution. Belonging to liberals or democrats does not automatically guarantee disengagement from mistakes or false premises, to say nothing about foolishness and dishonesty. As any partiality, political interests are able to influence the line of reasoning and lead to certain misrepresentations of conclusions and inferences. In western countries where the authority of a professional group is rather high, public reflection takes into consideration arguments and opinions of researchers more often. In our country, where there are no such groups, the public as a rule tends to reject conclusions of specialists, disqualifying them according to some grounds. In Russia the authority of sociologists is obviously quite low, as there is almost no sociology independent from authorities, if one does not count Levada-center and a few similar research groups. This is exactly the reason why people have a grudge against us, in the first place.

In case of a discord in reality definitions our public opinion usually tends to the simplest solution. When the data are not pleasing then a blow to the trust in them happens at the expense of doubts about their quality or the procedure of their receipt ("… a wrong sampling, wrong methods, wrong people have been asked", etc.). Complete repudiation happens either due to political reasons, or to social or moral qualities ascribed to researchers (venal Kremlin sociologists inflated the rating of the United Russia, of Putin; they corrupt the public, etc.).

At that there is no difference between accusing demonstrators from Bolotnaya square of their being paid by the U.S. Department of State and those who accuse Levada-center of venality. It is the same type of consciousness and reasoning. The soft spot in such a reality construction is the hidden or negative dependence on authorities, a disposition to the most primitive explanations, to simplification of reality, and Manichaean division into friends and foes follows precisely from the poorness of the interpretative tools. Discussions with reference to the discrepant data of electoral polls occur in Germany or the USA as well; however, the public does not stoop to our scandalous level and talks about bribing sociologists.

I must confess I did not want to write this article. I thought that to argue with those for whom the very fact of electoral fraud had become a trigger for overcoming their habitual fear and apathy, was inappropriate during the protest meetings caused by a growth of distrust in the incumbent regime. Later I did not want to do it already due to some other reasons: I felt disgusted to prove I had not done anything wrong. Besides, I do not think that a newspaper is a place where technical questions of obtaining sociological information as well as organization of a research should be discussed; it must be done by experts in their publications.

But… the academic milieu keeps silent, and the perplexity of the public which sincerely wants to sort out why opinion polls diverge from their conclusions not only remains, but becomes stronger. I am asked more and more often to explain what it is all about.

There is no doubt that a part of votes was taken from the parties in opposition to the United Russia or from the candidates withstanding Putin. The question is how big the fraud was. Observers from "Voice" or "Elector’s League" consider that from 7 to 13 million votes have been rigged (from 10 to 17% of those who voted) or even more. According to Levada-center they make up about 3.5-4.5 million votes (4-6% depending on the estimated number of "real" electors).
In our opinion, those who summing up different facts of observation, stuffing the ballot box, carousel voting, and election commission protocols’ forgery directly combine them with "statistical anomalies" distinctly oozing in the course of analyzing voting statistics are mistaken when they identify them with rigging of the elector’s will. Thus all electors are charged with one and the same type of electoral behavior, which is simply incorrect from the sociological point of view as it simplifies as much as possible the voters’ motivation under the conditions of an authoritarian regime. One should divide "dishonesty of elections", i.e. their lack of correspondence with democratic standards conditioned on the authoritarian nature of the political system (the use of administrative resources, flexibility in applying electoral laws, arbitrary rule of law courts, etc.) and direct forgeries and vote-rigging (stuffing with false voting bulletins, rewriting of protocols and other similar misrepresentation of the data about voting). A direct analogy is the behavior of a customer in a supermarket: one can purchase goods of this particular type for a suitable price and of suitable quality, or completely different goods for a different price and with different characteristics, or refuse to purchase the item at all either postponing purchasing or saving money. However, one is free to decide. Behavior opposite to the one mentioned will represent behavior of a patient at Soviet district hospital ("eat, what you are given"), of a conscript in the barracks, etc., where the severity of control reduces action variations to the ordered ones.

Attempts to appeal against the voting data in anomalous zones are built on a false assumption that an elector in Russia is free to rationally weigh the merits of candidates and parties; he is ready to choose the "best" or the "optimal" option in order to support those whom he considers necessary to support. The assumption is not always true even under the conditions of genuine democracy in western countries, and it is completely inadequate by virtue of utmost ideological simplification of masses’ behavior under the conditions of an authoritarian regime which succeeds to Soviet totalitarianism, to mass conformism inertia and general passivity, as well as to an aversion for politics and disinterest in it. That is why an analysis of electoral behavior should be built with due account taken of various motives for participation (or non-participation) in elections and voting for different parties; with differentiation of voting for the party of power and oppositional parties, in the first place. The very act of dropping the ballot paper into the ballot box has a completely different meaning for the opposition than for routine voting of a person who is little interested in the election results and who does not expect from them any consequences for himself or for his family. This person "fulfils his civil duty" without thinking what it means; he behaves as "he is supposed to in such a situation". For the opposition and adversaries of authorities their own actions are on the contrary in a completely different semantic and moral public and political context. It is a deliberate and to some extent conscientious individual choice taking into account conjectural consequences and solidary actions of other similar people. In Chechnya or Tatarstan (let us take an example in its pure form) there is no choice for electors, and that is why it is pointless to talk about a fraud there. In this case consciousness, as well as behavior, submits to the rules of managed democracy. They do not have elections there, but rather a ritual of demonstrating loyalty to the regime, a ceremonial of "acclaiming" the authorities. Exactly therefore the very essence of social conformism and mass behavior under an authoritarian regime is lost when all anomalies are so rudely identified with "rigging" (stuffing with sham ballots, forgeries of election protocols, voting carousels, etc.). Riggings are a rather simple explanation, convenient for political declarations; however, it is absolutely irrelevant to the tasks of scientific or analytical work and to studying mass nature of totalitarian and authoritarian regimes.

The second consideration concerning the overstating by the opposition of the aggregate share of rigging is also connected with it. It concerns mistakes in generalization of observations received mainly at urban voting stations (where volunteers-the-observers actually were, where there is the Internet used by "everybody" and a developed web society resonating the facts of forgery (Discontent with the election is expressed almost two times stronger in Moscow, than in middle-sized and small towns; in Moscow 52-53% support the demand for cancellation of the election, in middle-sized and small towns – 28-29% (March 2012)) and transfer of the conclusions on the whole mass of town and village population. In other words, the matter concerns non-representativeness of the whole picture of observations and violations recording, a disbalance in favor of cities where oppositional moods are rather strong.

Incomprehension of the aspects of the problem or incompetence turns out to be a desire to discredit the very source of irritation. It is presented most strikingly in the articles by G. Satarov – in "Daily Journal" dated March, 11th and in the given publication. (I will not take into account his tone, and will dwell only on some points in his accusations). I am quoting: “This is what we have learnt. Respondents, they say, tell sociologists about their intentions for elections not quite sincerely. That is why we have to introduce an adjustment factor. It is done in a simple way. We look at a previous election and compare the rates obtained with the help of opinion polls and the final voting results. The difference between the former and the latter is determined by the adjustment factor, which can be applied for obtaining a correct result and which can be later used in the next election… Owing to the citizens’ diffidence (according to sociologists) and Churov’s omnipotence (according to us) the factor k exceeds one and shows how many times the results of the party of power in the election surpass the timid confessions of citizens in the course of opinion polls".

It is necessary to explain the elementary things from a textbook on sociology not to this "sociologist by vocation" as he calls himself, but to the public. The point is not in "insincerity" or in the fact that "respondents lie to sociologists", it is in the mechanisms of public opinion functioning described about forty years ago by the German sociologist E. Noelle-Neumann ("The spiral of silence. A theory of public opinion". In our country the book was published in 1996. Describing conformist behavior under authoritarian regimes she sometimes uses a Russian proverb: "who keeps company with the wolf will learn to howl"). In heir polls sociologists get not the sum of individual opinions, but measure the strength of collective conceptions, "common opinions". Common opinion differs from private in that it is the opinion of the estimated "majority", and hence it possesses a compulsory strength for individuals. Abandonment of it, as Noelle-Neumann writes, provokes by "the individuals with weak self-consciousness and limited interest in politics"…an inclination for conformism and "a fear to find themselves in isolation" from their environment (the mentioned work, p. 36). When voting, such an individual, indifferent to political clashes and squabbles, is slow in making his choice, and then, often at the last moment, (the so called "last minute swing") decides to vote for those for whom the majority votes, for a supposed winner. The effect ("the spiral of silence") confirmed later in all western democratic countries (one of the leading electoral sociologists in the USA Bernard Whitman, who had worked in Bill Clinton’s team during his election (see: http://connect1.webinar.ru/play/sonya@ndi.ru/5857-polling-webinar), recently spoke about the phenomenon in the elections held now in different states during the Internet conference "The role of public opinion in the political process – a view from the USA and from Russia"), Noelle-Neumann estimated in Germany in the 1970s at 4-6% of all the votes (i.e. approximately 1/10 of the party electorate). However, under the conditions of an authoritarian regime significance of the factor is immeasurably higher, because we have to do with the not free mass media or with the suppressed competition of political parties, with "managed democracy" and all the delights characteristic of it.
Judging by our polls, maximum 25-30% of the population display any interest in politics (a serious interest – only 7%). 60% and more say they are not interested in politics, that talks on the topic give them the blues, they do not want to participate in politics, even if an opportunity offered itself; however, the absolute majority (80-85%) does not want or cannot answer for the actions of politicians and the country’s leadership either. In February 44% stated that "the presidential election on March, 4th was imitation of a struggle, and distribution of votes in the election would be done according to the decision of the authorities". Pre-determinacy of an election’s outcome is as higher in this country than in western countries, as our elections do not correspond to the western standards. In the course of the previous presidential campaign 78-80% were sure that Putin would win in spite of everything (at the previous parliamentary elections – over a half said the same about UR). Influence of such factors as apathy, being kept uninformed, indifference, to say nothing about administrative pressure on the voter, or bribery, or blackmail, tells in the fact that the great bulk of the population is geared up in the conformist manner and does not ask the question why it should participate in elections.

The second point is connected with the technique of sociological measurement. A whole number of factors influence the credibility of the primary data (and the accuracy of surveying social events):

1) the quality of our state statistics (fullness of the census, delays in publishing the new data of the latest census, discrepancies in the electoral rolls and in the numbers of electors), mistakes or lacunas in address books, discrepancies between the present and the registered composition of voters and other defects of the official statistics, on the basis of which the sampling models are built;

2) technology and organization of holding an empirical opinion poll;

3) condition of society expressed in what Americans, in particularly, call "readiness to collaboration", and in a more general form – the problem of "accessibility" of a respondent, i.e. an opportunity to interview exactly the respondent who should be polled in accordance with the sampling and the random sampling principle, and his consent to being questioned.

The level of respondents’ readiness to answer is a delicate question anyway, which sociologists would like to talk about least of all. The rate sinks everywhere in the world, but especially in eastern European countries. At the end of 1980s and beginning of the 1990s it made up (in old VCIOM) 85-90%, at present it is about 35% in this country (according to a certain polling technology when a respondent is visited only once or 45-46% and sometimes more when he/she is visited three times). It is lower in cities and higher in towns and villages. In the Ukraine, as our Kiev colleagues said at the recent conference devoted to the problem, the "response rate" made up 45-50% on average, in Kiev – 33-35%. The amateur association of sociologists "Open opinion" which held telephone polls during the last election, received 28%; the fact surprised the young teacher from the Higher School of Economy Grigory Udin so much that he called it "the most important discovery" ("the freshman syndrome") ("Technology of power: polls instead of stuffing"// Vedomosti, March 3rd, 2012).

As a result sociologists get an array which is somewhat shifted to the side of more accessible respondents, i.e. such respondents who are easier to be found at home, who are easier to talk to, whose opinion is closer to the average (more often these are women, elderly people, and their opinion is less variant and more conservative). The most well-to-do or the most active groups (among them it is possible to meet people who are geared up negatively towards the authorities more often), as well as the social bottom, marginal persons etc., are represented relatively less. Such inadvertent and unrealized by an interviewer deviation (it is easier to find a substitute for a respondent according to the same parameters in multistoried blocks than in élite houses with a concierge at the entrance or in private houses with chained up dogs; it is easier to contact a sober woman with a university education than a perpetually drunk metalworker) is not usually considerable. This shift is registered in any polls held in all countries.

Everywhere in the world it is compensated for by verification procedures for conformity of the obtained field material with the initial parameters. In the sociological language this statistical procedure is called "weighting". After Zhirinovsky’s success in 1993 our colleague S. Novikov elaborated a statistical weighting program which expanded the number of characteristics for control, and beginning with 1994 besides the usual socio-demographic characteristics (gender, age, education, type of settlement and so on) we have always been weighing according to the "party voting". Its essence comes to defining the probable share of the "non-voting", as this indicator exactly serves as the basis for filtration of the overrated answers in favor of authorities. In the raw not weighed array of the field data the percentage of respondents stating they have voted for the "Russia-Our House", UR, Putin and so on is considerably higher, than even according to the CEC official data. That is why it is necessary to remove the effect of declarative statements that he/she behaved "as everybody else did", as it was necessary. The share of those who did not come to the ballot stations, did not vote for some reason, did not want to or could not vote serves as the basis for the cutting off control in the given case. The CEC indicator of nonparticipation plays the role of a negative "reality" limit or a cutting off boundary. As an example, let me cite a protocol of such weighting (Table 1).
	Table 1

	Correction quality, opinion poll 24.02-1.03. 2012, N=1600 (%)


	Characteristics
	Raw data (=field)
	Result (after weighting)
	Changes

	Men
	45.84
	46.24
	+0.40

	Women
	54.18
	53.75
	–0.43

	<25 years old
	14.18
	13.95
	–0,23

	<40 years old
	28.23
	28.41
	–0.18

	<54 years old
	27.67
	27.34
	–0.33

	>55 years old
	29.92
	30.29
	–0.37

	Higher education
	31.54
	29.23
	–2.31

	Secondary
	48.46
	50.06
	+1.60

	Primary
	19.99
	20.69
	+0.70

	UR
	36.16
	28.58
	–7.58

	CPRF
	11.30
	11.15
	–0.15

	JR
	6.25
	7.46
	+1.21

	LDPR
	6.99
	6.77
	–0.22

	Other
	3.00
	3.40
	+040

	Did not vote
	31.73
	38.20
	+6.47

	Found it difficult to answer
	5.56
	4.44
	–0.12


As we can see, the share of women decreases and the proportion of men increases respectively after weighting; the number of people with higher education sinks, average ages and so on grow; the share of those who did not vote increases in electoral terms (by 6.5 percentage points) and the share of those who voted for a supposed winner decreases simultaneously, for UR (– 7.6 percentage points), the share of JR grows a bit and so on.

We, just as observers in the election, do not have complete information about all the violations and their contribution to the final voting results. We could not represent each region of Russia separately. Moscow, where we conducted multiple measurements in the course of electoral monitoring, was an exception. Owing to the higher degree of the sampling representativeness we could assess the nature of deviations between the data of our polls and official figures more accurately.
During the election into the Moscow Duma in 2009 discrepancy between the data of how people were going to vote and how they actually voted, and the data of the election committee made up over 12% (in favor of the United Russia), in 2011 the discrepancy in the parliamentary election made up 14%. This lets us say that in all likelihood votes of hundreds of thousands of electors turned out to be rigged  (about  420-450  thousand  in  the first case, and 600-650 thousand in the second one). How ever, 14% in Moscow are equivalent in general to 1% in Russia. And this, taking into account the accuracy of our measurements (the nominal estimate indicator is 3.4% with the probability equaling 95%), does not much influence the general distribution of electoral opinions (E. Noelle-Neumann notes that right after an election polls usually show either overstated or understated voting indicators depending on the intrigue in the election. In our elections this effect becomes apparent, too. For instance, last December after the election the polls showed a "decrease" in those voting for UR against the background of mass protests, and then – a slight increase).

Serious violations registered by independent observers in the elections, as well as selective control of "Apple" and "Voice" observers, are noted on average at 15-18% of polling stations (almost all of them were in cities and middle-sized towns; in villages and small-sized towns there was no control). All distortions or aberrations from a "normal" voting, the total volume of which is estimated by the observers at 25-30%, have been made in favor of the United Russia. However, with respect to the total number of electors who came to the polling stations and participated in voting, this gives 3-6% redistribution of the final results of the elections.

The data of our research speak about approximately the same range of rigging the presidential elections results. According to the last regular opinion poll held before the election on March, 4th and weighed according to the data of voting for the Duma published by the CEC (rigged to some extent), the share of respondents who intended to vote for Putin (of the number of respondents who were going to vote and who had decided on their choice) made up 65%. Our forecast for Putin dated March, 2nd was 61.5%.

We  cannot  remove  the influence of "dirt" or defects in the census in our research as we weigh and even the obtained data according to these indicators. Just as we cannot remove the presence of a fraud from the CEC data about voting according to which we reweigh the field data. However, using the CEC data in our calculations in the absence of other tools, we remove the "overhang" of respondents’ declarative answers joining the "winner", i.e. we remove the "surplus" of acclamation voting to some extent. We cannot say for sure to what extent exactly this influence is removed, as we, just as anybody else, do not know the real fraud figures over the country. However, we can try to model a rigging situation of various types and scale, thus reducing in the data a greater representation in the sampling of the society strata passive and loyally disposed to authorities, and diminishing the share of respondents loyal to authorities. It would be logical to surmise that voting of this part of the electorate in the elections into the Duma is similar to their voting in the presidential elections.

Let us cite the reweighed data for two possible fraud types (which in reality combine) of different scale: stuffing of ballots or doctoring of the United Russia’s votes, or "rewriting" of votes from other parties in favor of the United Russia (from 5 to 20%, i.e. UR additions of 10 to 40%) (Tables 2-3).

"Rewriting" of votes in favor of the United Russia misrepresents the real voting results in favor of the United Russia much more than simple "stuffing/doctoring" of votes in its favor (and of course, at weighing a decrease in the estimated level of voting for Putin will be more drastic taking into account the "rewriting of votes" scenario, than under the "stuffing/doctoring" scenario). The real scenario of rigging the voting results in the Duma elections was perhaps combined; it included "doctoring" as well as rewriting (and under a combined scenario estima tions of the expected level of voting for Putin lie ac cordingly somewhere in the middle).
In addition, even if we suppose that rigging in favor of the United Russia made up 40% of the number of votes counted for it by the CEC (the rightmost column of Table 3), the results of our analysis testify that over a half of respondents among those who intended to participate in the elections were going to vote for V. Putin in the March elections. It is clear that the intention to participate in the  elections  and to vote  for Putin was not always voluntary. On the contrary, many respondents in our opinion polls said before and after the elections that they felt pressure of the mass media, of bosses at work, of local authorities directed at making them come and vote for Putin. However, it is impossible to explain overcoming by Putin the 50% level of voting in the presidential elections only by "stuffing", "doctoring" and "rewriting" of votes in his favor. The great bulk of the population (not less than 45%) does not connect legitimacy of authorities with elections. The present regime holds itself on a mixture of traditionalism and post-Soviet paternalism. Society should have demanded from sociologists an explanation of such supremacy mechanisms and the power technology relying on them, not confirmation of this or that figure. However, instead of competent interpretation we receive the talks that members of the United Russia or Putin are being "garnished" with votes. It is not poorness of sociology; it is primitiveness of our educated society rejecting any complicated knowledge about itself and about others not resembling it.
	Table 2

	Variant 1. Stuffing/doctoring of the United Russia votes
Question: "Would you come to the presidential elections in Russia, and if yes, who would you vote for if the following politicians were on the contenders’ list?"
(An opinion poll held on February 24-27, 2012 according to a representativeness sampling of the population of Russia among 1601 people at the age of 18 and older percentage wise of the number of those who would "more likely come to the election" or "would definitely come to the election" and decided on the choice of a candidate)



	Candidates
	Not weighed data
	At weighing according to the CEC data (49.3% of votes for UR with the 60% appearance)
	At 5% 
rigging 
hypothesis (in reality 46.6% of votes for UR with the 57% appearance)
	At 10% 
rigging 
hypothesis (in reality 43.7% of votes for UR with the 54% appearance)
	At 15% 
rigging 
hypothesis (in reality 40.4% of votes for UR with the 51% appearance)
	At 20% 
rigging 
hypothesis (in reality 36.6% ofvotes for UR with the 48% appearance)

	V. Putin
	69.5
	65.2
	62.2
	60.5
	59.1
	57.7

	G. Zyuganov
	12.2
	14.4
	13.1
	15.3
	15.9
	16.4

	V. Zhirinovsky
	7.3
	8.3
	8.4
	9.6
	9.9
	10.1

	M. Prokhorov
	5.5
	5.8
	6.5
	7.8
	7.9
	8.3

	S. Mironov
	4.9
	5.2
	5.1
	6.0
	6.3
	6.5

	Would spoil/take away the ballot paper
	0.7
	1.1
	0.7
	0.9
	0.9
	0.9


	Table 3

	Variant 2. Stuffing/doctoring of United Russia votes
Question: "Would you come to the presidential elections in Russia, and if yes, who would you vote for if the following politicians were on the contenders’ list?"
(An opinion poll held on February 24-27, 2012 according to a representativeness sampling of the population of Russia among 1601 people at the age of 18 and older percentage wise of the number of those who would "more likely come to the election" or "would definitely come to the election" and decided on the choice of a candidate)



	Candidates
	Not weighed data
	At weighing according to the CEC data (49.3% of votes for UR with the 60% appearance)
	At weighing (at 5% rigging 
hypothesis – in reality 44.3% 
of votes for UR with the 60% 
appearance)
	At weighing (at 10% rigging 
hypothesis – in reality 39.3% 
of votes for UR with the 60% 
appearance)
	At weighing (at 15% rigging 
hypothesis – in reality 34.3% 
of votes for UR with the 60% 
appearance)
	At weighing (at 20% rigging 
hypothesis – in reality 29.3% 
of votes for UR with the 60% 
appearance)

	V. Putin
	69.5
	65.2
	61.3
	58.9
	56.3
	53.3

	G. Zyuganov
	12.2
	14.4
	15.1
	16.2
	17.1
	18.2

	V. Zhirinovsky
	7.3
	8.3
	9.9
	10.5
	11.2
	12.5

	M. Prokhorov
	5.5
	5.8
	6.9
	7.3
	7.6
	7.6

	S. Mironov
	4.9
	5.2
	6.0
	6.3
	6.8
	7.4

	Would spoil/take away the ballot paper
	0.7
	1.1
	0.8
	0.8
	0.9
	0.9


Other assertions of Satarov are also as groundless. "One can start believing sociologists ("in the first place, it concerns sociologists receiving government contractual work. They themselves chose to deceive us for our own money!") again only when touching upon socially important problems they will begin to stick to a set of simple rules": 1) "Publish the initial percent and the forecast; disclose forecasting methods", 2) "Make the initial database with respondents’ answers available".

First of all, for 10 years since 2002 (after the raider occupation of VCIOM and formation of Levada-center in 2003) we have not received any government contractual work on electoral and political research, which means the author’s whole philippic is worth nothing. (An exception was a small test poll of residents of Moscow and St. Petersburg intended, as it seemed to me, rather for an inspection of the quality of work of the polling services connected with the Kremlin). All thematic polls of the kind (and these are over 350 projects) were held either thanks to the scientific grants, or under the contracts with non-governmental organizations, or at the expense of our inner funds.
Secondly, in our own publications both things are being done, although in the press these conditions are not followed sometimes due to the slovenliness of journalists or their incomprehension of these details’ importance.

Thirdly, an obligation to disclose database is a completely absurd demand for non-governmental research centers, and virtually no one in the world does it. Try to obtain database at the Institut fuer Demoskopie in Allensbach – they will only shrug their shoulders. However, we, just as some other sociological companies in Russia, do it. All our main research that does not have commercial or marketing nature, i.e. the one which a customer does not impose a ban on against publication due to his own reasons, has had free access for a long time as we turn it over to the "United Archives of Social Data" existing at the moment within the framework of the National Research University Higher School of Economics on a regular and gratuitous basis. The archives were created already in 2000 on the initiative of Y.A. Levada and T.I. Zaslavskaya for acquaintance of researchers (especially from the provinces, limited in the funds) on the basis of our "Monitoring of economic and social changes" (begun already in old VCIOM) and research of other centers studying public opinion. Collections of sociological data of the UASD are presented on the Internet (http://sophist.hse.ru/db) which ensures free access to the data for 5000 registered specialists; each tenth user is a foreign researcher (the site is in the Russian and English languages). Doesn’t Satarov know about it? Maybe it is so, although INDEM has handed its corruption research over there. That is why only two explanations are left: professional incompetence and the lack of conscientiousness. I think, both.

The hypocritical mention of Y.A. Levada is not simply out of place here, but insulting for his memory. Let me remind that Y. Levada in the situation when internal intrigues of Putin’s milieu raised a clamor about the fall of Putin’s rating for the purpose of forcing the latter to rigorous measures was the only one who published a disclaimer saying that Levada-center had not registered any decrease.

Summing up I have to say that when a person professionally unfamiliar either with the practice of empirical research or with the theory of sociology speaks on behalf of public opinion, things are in a bad way. Questions of sociological measurement accuracy should undoubtedly be discussed, including in the public field. The trouble is if all sociology boils down to the discussions about how you or they have voted. The public is able to accept only this segment out of all the theoretical and analytical work of our center that has been conducted for over twenty years already and that includes research on the "Soviet human being", on anthropology of power, on transformation of the institutional system, and on many other subjects. The present slump in protest activity is connected among other things with the absence of clear prospects of political life, the absence of understanding of where the power for changing society and the regime can appear from, with the intellectual weakness of the forming Russian publicity. An inclination for simple answers to the questions that turn out to be too complicated for our badly educated (in comparison with its ambitions) and politically committed public is a dangerous symptom. The inability to see and understand others, including the other part of society which may be displeasing or may arouse the most negative feelings and attitude may serve as a sign of the Soviet human being’s inertia. As it was said somewhere: "sociology is borne from the spirit of society". Read Levada.
"Novaya gazeta", 03.04.12 (http://www.novayagazeta.ru/politics/51942.html)

OLEG MANAEV IS 60!

Prof. Oleg Timofeevich Manaev, IISEPS founder and its permanent director (until July 1, 2006), Ph. D., well-known scientist and social leader, is 60.

The team of the institute sincerely congratulates the person whose anniversary is celebrated, wishes him further success in science, as well as in public and political life, strong health, love of his family and friends, and deep respect on the part of the expert community!

Friends, colleagues and comrades-in-arms unanimously express their confidence that Oleg Manaev’s scientific contribution into the cause of overcoming our country’ civilizational problems is fundamental, decisive and inestimable.
Below we present two scenes by the well-known economist and writer of political essays Leonid Zaiko and the no less famous biographer Alexander Tomkovich dedicated to the creative work and life of the birthday man.

HOW TO GO ONE’S OWN WAY? PROF. MANAEV’S ANSWER

Our generation was lucky. The life kaleidoscope accompanied us from school to a university cathedra. School-leavers longed to major in history or better in the history of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Where are these prominent historians, where have they disappeared with their ambitions? You know, they did not join the opposition, although they strived for becoming the CPSU historians. They ceremoniously sit in the government and parliament giving themselves airs. Some of them have even become specialists in comparative macroeconomics and monetary technologies. At present an inimitable record has been broken, the one that should be added to The Guinness Book of Records.  With the help of the united efforts of agrarians, historians and lawyers by 2012 our reality has become as follows: financing of homeless dogs in animal shelters and financing of retired scientists is carried out in a simple way: 20000 Belarusian rubles for a dog per day, and 40000 – for a professor (including philosophy and sociology). We have created a phenomenon when the lives of a professor and a dog correlate in the ratio of 2:1.

This is our economic and social science. Academicians, corresponding members and professorate have done a lot for the country. However, the president is right – official science has given the country nothing for real politics, and for solving complex economic and social problems. Exactly due to the reason they keep silent; and what about the silence of the "scientific lambs"?

No, and once again no! Our intellectual community is not a crystal vessel. It is not a serpentarium either, although such "viperine" substance developed swiftly in Soviet time.

Already at the beginning of the 70s sociology aroused great interest among traditional fields of social science. It seemed a rather original and promising science. However, it was more likely regarded not as science, but as an area for applying some great "sociology". As academicians of that time thought (many of them are still alive and keep talking about it) we already had a science about society – Marx’s doctrine was sociology.

Speaking about sociology in Belarus I always imagine Oleg Timofeevich Manaev or, in other words, I see his main scientific merit – creation of independent sociology in Belarus. Yes, there have been and there are a lot of good social scientists; they are worthy people in many respects. They often interrupt this "silence of lambs"; however, they do it somehow moderately. As J. Švejk once said, "let us create a party of reforms within the framework of legality". But this is already axiological personalism, the style of our science, of what is left of it.

Having created IISEPS in his time, Oleg Timofeevich Manaev and his colleagues did a lot. They moved from the "zero level" such an important element of civil society as nongovernmental organizations (NGO). They started successfully, just as they did it in the National Center of Strategic Initiatives "East-West" which, to tell you the truth, had competed with IISEPS before the former was not closed. However, in line with the logic of our reality they should have bumped off Manaev’s institute as well. They did it. And Oleg Timofeevich "rose from the ashes" together with his colleagues in Vilnius. Who felt easier because of it, or better?

Of course, in Prof. Manaev’s scientific activity there is a completely competitive product. The main is stated in the three-volume edition on the problems of establishment of civil society in Belarus. The last, third book, was published in 2011, and it is rather interesting.

What and how to study? Where to concentrate one’s efforts? Generate social ideas or go from practice to theory? The question is not easy, it is rather systematic. To unite is very difficult, and quite often it is dangerous. To fall into one’s illusions is reality, especially if you are being quoted, if you are well-known.

The simplest and the most important have been done. In his scientific work Oleg Manaev concentrated on studying, researching and revealing diagnostic parameters of Belarusian society, and not simply as such. Civil society is a special subject. In my opinion, it has become a full-fledged strategic direction in his individual work. We will not deny that sociologist is a collective profession. Dozens of professionals and "field" employees, theorists and organizers are employed here. And all this is important, especially when you strive for your project to be realized in an effective outcome.

And what about Oleg Manaev? He proves with all his scientific activity that social science precisely is the initial practical basis for many fields of social knowledge. And this is not simply a phrase. While conducting macroeconomic and comparative research of the Belarusian economic and social substratum, it was necessary for me (and I did it with pleasure, I have to admit) to address social research of Oleg Manaev and his colleagues. Agreement of statistical, economic and sociological measurements was seen in a considerable part of search and calculation working-outs.
Joint presentations for the press and diplomats when we separately evaluated the economic position, the employment level, attitude to the economic policy, and income indicators, from the macroeconomic and sociological point of view were very interesting. We got the point, and not a bad one, by the way; the point that has never been and is not present in official science, more precisely, in its conspicuous part.

A lot is given in synthesis. Oleg Timofeevich in his publications and speeches, in contrast to the colleagues of his guild, interprets the results of applied sociology brilliantly and convincingly. He does it concerning virtually all the most important questions of Belarusian society’s development. One of the most important aspects – dualism of the public value system is perfectly scrutinized, supported by a good database and dynamics. Even under the conditions of extremely close relations with Russia, Manaev’s research show that we have about 30% of "Euro-Belarusians". By the way, his analytical working-outs give reason to see one more differentiation – a quarter of the country’s population does not accept the present type and direction of development.

However, civil society is most important together with the vectors of its development and efforts that can be effective. In this sphere Oleg Manaev has done more than other sociologists and better than they have. There is no special need to draw his image as of a unique scientist. The main commendation is for how much has been done and discovered! He traded neither his scientific conscience, nor the results of his research. He gave unique information about the most delicate questions of Belarusian society’s development. He created the whole range of sources for scientists in the social scientific field, as well as the basis for accurate diagnostics of society and electorate for the distant future.

Simply read his books and articles. As it is known, it is better when scientists are read than when they are revered.

Leonid Zaiko

OLEG MANAEV’S FREEDOM SPACE

In 2006 a conversation with Prof. Oleg Timofeevich Manaev, which later found its place in the book "Lesy" ("Destinies"), was published under this title in the newspaper "Free news plus". Six years later I decided not to change the title at all. I did it on principle, as the "freedom space" exactly determines all the life guidelines of this remarkable person.

Do not look for adulation in my epithet. It is not a compliment. It is statement of the fact. In order to understand it better let us recollect some moments of the interview once again. 

I will begin with the following: the future well-known sociologist was borne (according to Oleg Timofeevich himself) "as far back as Stalin’s time on February 3, 1952". It happened in Vladivostok. In my mind's eye I see the picture of the former USSR, and I feel ill at ease to some extent imagining that scale. There are 9469.8 km from the Belarusian capital to the capital of the Far East. Imagine how many countries can be fitted into such a distance!

What afterwards will become Oleg Manaev’s freedom space (in my opinion) begins upon the sensation of the surrounding world’s vastness, and not only in terms of geography. Freedom will be the basic constituent without which a whole-hearted Person is inconceivable. Perhaps, precisely to the reason, all attempts of authorities that at all times did not like, to put it mildly, the results of any research independent from them, to "buy" Oleg Manaev were abortive.
Communists tried to do it in 1992, then Kebich’s envoys, and in 1997 – Lukashenko’s administration. Everything ended in the last year’s attempt to discharge him and in the October arrest near the Polish embassy. 

I am not going to give an account of the events which are not part of the feature story; however, it is no coincidence that I decided to mention them. The above given examples quite conspicuously testify to the fact that freedom space is much more important for Oleg Manaev than a cushy job.
It has been observed, as they say it, "from the tender nail".

About three hundred people "have gone through" my dictating machine for the last six years for different books. They were the worthiest in their spheres. The fact that none of them could be called a favorite child of Fortune was a regularity common to all of them. Almost all of them had undergone many severe ordeals.

Oleg Timofeevich is not an exception in this respect.

More than anything I would like to avoid here any kind of theatrics, that is why I simply state the fact that the first of them happened to him when he was not even four. His parents divorced and for the second time his mother married Alexander Drakokhrust who at that time worked in one of the army house journals.
Virtually at once they moved to Khabarovsk and in 1964 – to Minsk where Alexander Abramovich began to work as executive editor of the newspaper "To the Glory of Motherland" (at present "Army Newspaper" – a note of A.T.)

It is not difficult to count that Oleg Manaev’s adolescence and youth passed here. I would like to return to two episodes from the childhood of the future Prof. of Sociology. It is impossible, of course, to tell about all the 13 years of living in the Far East with their help; however, it is possible to define some tendencies.

The first episode was connected with winning the handicrafts competition conducted in Khabarovsk among the elementary school pupils. Oleg Manaev made a clay model of the three-storeyed building of the school. He did not simply "line" the walls; he modeled every tiny brick separately. It is difficult even to imagine the scope of work, let me just limit myself to saying that it took a month to do it… I don’t want to say anything, but it was difficult to encounter such patience then, and completely impossible to imagine it now. By the way, when the prize was being presented, he felt shy and did not come on the stage.

The second episode is associated with the Youth Theatre of that place. His grandmother, a former actress and director of the people’s theatre took him to the performance "Two maples". As the plot unwinds two boys are kidnapped and tormented by the witch Baba Yaga, but at the end she drowns in the river. In short, good wins a victory over evil. After the performance, as usual, they went behind the scenes where they met the very Baba Yaga who had just "drowned in the river". Being acquainted with grandmother, she tried with a smile to hug and kiss the handsome boy. Horrified he ran away and fell down somewhere. He was so shocked that he lost his ability to speak. He did not speak at all for several days and then such strong stammering began that for over a year several times a week he had to attend a speech therapist that was restoring his faculty of speech. The doctor achieved the assigned task thanks to the help of the patient himself in the first place, because, as it is known, it is impossible by definition to achieve a positive effect here without it.

I will not say the platitudes about some uncommon firmness of purpose. I will only mention that the ability not to yield to the everyday difficulties began to emerge in his character already at that time…

To complete the Far East topic, I will note that Oleg Manaev had a chance to visit that place two more times in his life. For the first time it happened when he studied at the Journalism Department of Belarus State University. For the second time – when after graduating from BSU for some time he served in the Army as a commanding officer of a tank troop in a forest near Luban. It was a usual practice for graduates of departments which did not have a reserve-officer training department. He took an officer’s leave of absence and went (a free round-trip ticket) just there.

In Minsk Oleg Manaev got to prestigious school number four located near Lenin’s library where the children of the party’s big men of the time went. Later the library would turn into a "diamond of knowledge" (popularly nicknamed a "lollipop") and would move almost ten kilometers closer to Moscow.
The choice of such a "cool" school was not at all conditioned on an unexpected rise up the career ladder, but on a simple combination of circumstances. It was closer to the school from the hotel of the Officers' Club where the family of the army journalist Alexander Drakokhrust who had moved to Minsk lived at that time. Unfortunately, this smart man is not among us any more…

By the way, his creative work is known not only in Belarus, as well as the name of Oleg Manaev’s brother Yury Drakokhrust. I am deeply convinced that today it is one of the most highly professional journalists and political scientists of Belarus.
It is no mere chance that I remembered the "cool" school. It is good, of course, to find oneself among the "advanced" folks whose parents can give them more (especially in the information terms) than "mere mortals"; however, there is another danger. Being among the "posh" ones, a person can also become "posh".
Fortunately, Oleg Manaev managed to escape the lot. Moreover, in 1968 he came in sight of the omnipotent KGB for the first time for supporting Prague Spring. "Soldiers of the unseen front" even came to his father’s place of work with a warning.

It happened so that Oleg Manaev nearly became my colleague. He tried to enter the international journalism department of Moscow State University of Foreign Affairs (MGIMO) and the journalism department of Moscow State University (MGU) (I respect his healthy ambitions!), but he did not manage. He had to return home and feel deeply the provincial jealousy of local institutions of higher education towards Moscow ones: BGU, the Foreign Language Institute and the capital city Teachers' Training Institute refused to take into account his "Moscow" marks.

He had to get a job with "Railroad Man of Belarus", and in a month Manaev had the luck. They agreed to accept him as a student at the philology department of Grodno Teachers' Training Institute and in summer of 1970 he transferred to the second year of the BGU journalism department, where he later graduated from.

However, instead of a job placement with "Youth Banner" where he was expected, he had to command a tank troop for two years. That was the vengeance for the "students’ riot" when being a senior student he was among the signers of letters to First Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee P. Masherov and to editor in chief of the newspaper "Pravda" ("Truth") M. Zimyanin.

The essence of the "local revolution" was in an attempt to improve the process of education and to deliver it from the dominance of Marxist-Leninist philosophy. Representatives of the "rioters" were even listened to in the Central Committee of the CPSU and some advances were made as far as details were concerned, however, no sweeping changes occurred at the end. And no changes could have occurred as only very naïve people could have hoped for considerable changes in the field of ideology…

The overwhelming majority stuck to the opposite positions, and, to tell you the truth, I treat those who say they were dissidents already at that time with great scepsis…

The leadership of "Youth Banner" had changed during the two years and, as they say it, Manaev’s "ship had sailed". After several unsuccessful attempts to find a job with the mass media, he came to the main sociologist of Belarus Prof. G. Davidiuk who headed the philosophy department and the sociological laboratory at BSU. The thing is that being a senior student at the journalism department Oleg Manaev often ran away to the philosophy department to listen to the lectures there, and his diploma paper was written on socio-psycholinguistics.
This is how a journalist became a sociologist, and, as they say it in a popular program, "it is already a different story". For my part, I would like to show with the help of the feature story that it became a logical continuation of everything which had occurred before.

Alexander Tomkovich
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� A phrase from the story “Sentry Box” by G. Uspensky, a writer-the-Russian populist (1843-1902). The phrase is a symbol of the police arbitrary rule and self-will (derogatory and disapprobatory). It used to be a rather popular expression in Russian social and political essays in the XIX and at the beginning of the XX centuries.









