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"The first think tank in Belarus is 20"
Dear readers!

In the new issue of our analytical bulletin "IISEPS News" we would like to present you materials dealing with the most fascinating results of the Institute’s activity in the second quarter of 2012.

Our surveys show that stabilization of "the economic feeling" of Belarusians continues but at a slower rate: whereas in December the quantity of those whose financial standing had worsened for the last three months was 8.4 times more than the quantity of those whose standing had improved, and in March that ratio was 2.7, today the ratio is 2.5. Whereas in December the percent of those considering that the Belarusian economy was in crisis against their opponents was 10.2 times higher, and in March the ratio was 5.1, today the ratio is 3.3. Thus, the pace of growth of the socio-economic "optimism" slowed down: while in December the ratio of those who anticipated worsening of the socio-economic situation in Belarus in the coming years against those who expected improvement thereof was 45% vs. 17.1%, and in March, 32.7% vs. 22.5%, today it is 30.4% vs. 21.4%.

However, if previously stabilization of "the economic feeling" of Belarusians used to "haul up" stabilization of their attitude to authorities, today "the scale-up trend" has changed for "the scale-down trend". For instance, as early as in March the number of those trusting the president exceeded the number of the non-trusting, and today this ratio has changed in favor of the non-trusting again (38.5% vs. 51.9%). While the president's rating grew up from 20.5% in September 2011 to 24.9% in December and 34.5% in March, today the rating has fallen again to 29.7%. Belarusians grow increasingly concerned about unfair and even unlawful attitude on part of the authorities. A good demonstration in this context is the attitude of the Belarusian people to the execution of D. Konovalov and V. Kovalev. Only 37.8% of respondents supported the verdict of the court and the president, and 34.4% held that both the accused should have been pardoned, other 7% argued that Konovalov should have been executed, while Kovalev should have been pardoned. Moreover, "the feeling of unfair regard from authorities" affects not only various everyday situations, but also the very structure of the Belarusian community. Thus, in August 2006 48.6% of respondents thought that president A. Lukashenko, primarily, relied on the military men, Ministry of Internal Affairs, KGB, and today the same opinion is held by 56.5%. At the same time, the number of those considering that the president, primarily, relies on ordinary people has fallen for six years from 34.2% to 18.1%. No wonder that while describing their relations with the authorities, the majority of the respondents (63.3%) said "I trust only myself in life and avoid contacts with the authorities".

Such situation cannot but increase the changes expectations. Thus, the number of people thinking that Belarus needs changes is higher today than in the height of the last year's crisis. The key and most preferable way leading to changes for millions of Belarusians is still elections. Right now, over 50% of respondents are willing to take part in voting at the September Parliamentary Elections, about 20% are not going to vote, and 30% have not taken their decision yet. The idea of boycott of this election appeals only to 14.2%. Thereupon, we can assume that just as it was during the previous parliamentary elections, about 60% of electors will vote in September. Besides, the number of people willing to vote for alternative candidates has grown considerably. The question "If a sympathetic parliamentary candidate should offer you to join his voting team, would you agree to join?" aroused a positive answer in 21.5% (i.e. a million and a half voters) of respondents. At the same time the attitude to the parliamentary elections as to the way leading to changes is being notably transformed: only 36.8% of respondents think that these elections will be free and fair, and 39.6% hold the opposite view, only 36.7% believe that the election results depend on their votes, while 54.5% are of the opposite opinion, only 39.1% assume that there will be a real contest among the candidates at the pending elections, 46.9% think that there will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be pre-determined by the authorities. In such conditions the voters are especially concerned about the observation at the elections. Almost two thirds of them think that independent observation of the election process contributes to increased fairness and objectiveness of the elections, over 50% are interested in obtaining information on the compliance with the election procedures from the observers, about a quarter would personally like to become observers of the election process, and 28% are willing to provide the observers with the information about violations in the election process.
Stabilization of "the economic feeling" taking place against the background of "the scale-down trend" of the attitude to authorities has a specific effect on foreign-policy orientations of Belarusians. The most important foreign-policy trend is not so much the orientation either for the European Union or for Russia (which is very often influenced by the political and propagandistic situation), as the slowly but steadily growing interest of Belarusians to the life abroad in general. Today 53.7% of respondents express their wish to work/study abroad, and 41.4% would even like to emigrate to another country for permanent living if they had such an opportunity.

As usual, for those readers who are more interested in our figures than our conclusions, we offer an opportunity to analyze the research results on their own by way of counting up on the basis of our tables of the major socio-demographic characteristics.

In the context of the 20th anniversary of IISEPS and the associated international conference "The Future of Belarus" (we plan to publish a book on the conference results) held in May in Vilnius, in the united section "Free Tribune" and "Bookshelf" we offer you two pieces of information published in the anniversary booklet of IISEPS – comments of some scientists, state and public figures on the Institute’s activity, as well as the system of distribution of the results of the Institute’s research – which, as we think, reflect the major lines of the Institute’s activity and achievements for 20 years.
As usual your feedback and comments are welcome!
IISEPS Board

MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS 
In June of 2012 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face interviewed are 1.498 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.

JUNE – 2012
What can Belarusians afford?

The measures for economical stabilization taken at the end of 2011 are about to deplete their resources. One could hardly recover legs by the stabilization of the ruble exchange rate only. It is necessary that the quantity of real rubles (not produced by inflation) on people's hands should increase. However, no such trend can be observed. The real household disposable income for January-April as against the same period of the previous year has made up 99.9% according to the official statistics.
Sociology could not but respond to such a cheerless economy, and it did respond. An upward trend of social indices the establishment of which has been steadily recorded since the end of 2011 has leveled off. Among the three indices (Tables 1-3) only the Financial Standing Index has increased by a tangible value for the last quarter of the year (from –25.3 to –19.1). The Expectations Index has not practically changed, while the Policy Correctness Index has decreased from –17.2 to –21.9.

	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
	06'12

	Improved
	24.9
	17.2
	1.6
	5.1
	7.1
	15.3
	12.8

	Not changed
	57.7
	54.8
	23.2
	20.0
	31.3
	43.4
	54.7

	Worsened
	16.0
	26.9
	73.4
	73.7
	59.8
	40.6
	31.9

	FSI*
	8.9
	–3.7
	–71.8
	–68.6
	–52.7
	–25.3
	–19.1

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


	Table 2

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



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

	It will improve
	30.6
	29.2
	11.9
	12.9
	17.1
	22.5
	21.4

	It will not change
	40.7
	42.0
	20.3
	24.1
	24.8
	34.4
	38.5

	It will worsen
	17.2
	23.0
	55.5
	52.7
	45.0
	32.7
	30.4

	EI*
	13.4
	6.2
	–43.6
	–39.8
	–27.9
	–10.2
	–9.0

	* Expectations Index


According to Table 1, the FSI increase was associated with the decrease of the share of respondents who pointed out that their financial standing had improved for the last three months. It is a rare case. The reason thereof is the 11.3-points’ growth of the share of respondents, whose financial standing has not changed.

Taking into account that among the three social indices PCI is the most politically loaded, its reduction cannot but have an effect on the ratings of "an only Belarusian politician": over the second quarter of the year, the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko fell from 34.5% to 29.7%, and the trust rating declined from 42.2% to 38.5%. A. Lukashenko's references to "the dashing 90ies" remembered by 'the older generation' do not make an adequate impression on the electorate any more. The previous year showed that the 2010s could beat the last decade of the XX century by their "dashing level".

A. Lukashenko determines the crisis 2011 exclusively as a financial one, and uses every convenience to state that the crisis is now a thing of the past ("we have outlived it"). It is not improbable that through the window of the armored Mercedes burning up the Belarusian roads cleared from cars of ordinary citizens the "view" of the first half of 2012 has no vital differences from the "view" a year ago. However, the people do not have an opportunity to travel so sweepingly, that’s why they have an opportunity to observe details, where, as you know, the devil prefers to hide. The results of such observations are reflected in Table 4.
	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
	06'12

	In the right direction
	54.2
	45.3
	26.1
	17.0
	25.6
	35.3
	32.4

	In the wrong direction
	32.5
	40.0
	61.8
	68.5
	55.7
	52.5
	54.3

	DA/NA
	13.3
	14.7
	12.1
	14.5
	18.7
	12.2
	13.3

	PCI*
	21.7
	5.3
	–35.7
	–51.5
	–30.1
	–17.2
	–21.9

	* Policy Correctness Index


	Table 4

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



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

	Yes, I do.
	81.5
	87.6
	81.5
	77.2
	71.7

	No, I don't.
	8.4
	8.0
	8.0
	15.1
	21.5

	DA/NA
	10.1
	4.4
	10.5
	7.7
	6.8


Despite the significant decrease of the share of respondents who agree that the Belarusian economy continues to experience a crisis (–15.9 points from September 2011), the percentage of the positive answers is 3.3 times higher than the percentage of the negative answers. In terms of the pending Parliamentary Elections the government will certainly take measures to reverse the pessimistic moods of the public, but it will be rather difficult to keep these moods at a desirable level till the year end.

The fact that the dynamics of the answers to the above mentioned questions rests on realistic grounds is confirmed by the data of Table 5. Such a considerable difference is explained by the fact that the March poll of 2011 was conducted before the official start of the "financial" crisis. Therefore the distribution of answers in the first column may be nominally taken as the basis for the economy providing an average salary level close to $ 500. But even with that average salary 44% of Belarusians (the sum of the first and second lines) could hardly make a living. In June 2012 this category enhanced to 57.2%. But as we have already said above, such an increment is invisible looking out of the Mercedes window.
	Table 5

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What of the following groups of population would you most likely classify yourself within?", %



	Variant of answer
	03'11
	06'12

	We hardly make both ends meet, there is not enough money even for food
	10.3
	14.0

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

difficulties
	33.7
	43.2

	There is enough money for food and clothes, however purchasing of durable things 

is problematic for us
	44.1
	36.1

	We can afford buying durable things without difficulties, however 

purchasing of really expensive things is problematic for us
	10.9
	5.9

	We can afford really expensive acquisitions – a flat, a summer house, etc.
	0.7
	0.6

	NA
	0.3
	0.2


The June poll has proved that the country is entering a new stage of development. During the first three presidential terms of the "all-people's" president the country's economy was growing, and it allowed the government to gradually increase the household income, and thereat, to prevent any serious social split. In the environment of a centralized economy, the second objective presents no special problems. The head of state used to deem the household income growth as the key mission of the government. This resulted in the struggle for fulfillment of the principal obligation taken at the IIIrd All-Belarusian National Assembly at "nosebleed" cost (meaning the noses of the government members).

However, it was the whole community who were to pay for the achievement of "the sacred figure". Today, we witness a second attempt to reach the level of the average salary promised as far as six years ago, but subject to an essential proviso: "The main economic principle is the concordance of the growth rate of the labor productivity and the growth rate of the average salary. This rule is never canceled!" (Address-2012). Methodical following of this rule means that the supreme power disclaims any responsibility for the household income growth and delegates it to the local managers. Let us again quote an extract from Address-2012: "...a salary should be earned. However some top managers, I repeat, have understood the new situation in a simplified manner – they think that they can do nothing, that they are released from any responsibility for the growth of people's incomes. The one who thinks so is seriously mistaken. A manager's task remains the same: to ensure the growth of the labor productivity which shall result in the growth of the employees' salaries".
Successful implementation of such orders is practically possible only on condition of the abolition of the basic principles of the command-and-control socio-economic model established in the country, and this could lead to many unforeseen consequences.

Electoral support erosion

"All we're worth", i.e. A. Lukashenko's electoral rating, fell by 4.8 points for the second quarter of 2012. In the first half of June, giving an answer to the open question: "If the presidential elections should be held again in Belarus tomorrow, who would you vote for?" – 29.7% of respondents mentioned the name of the head of state (Table 6). Hence, the upsurge of the rating of "an only Belarusian politician", being associated with the stabilization of the economic situation in the country, stopped and a reverse process budded. Stabilization does not mean improvement. Consumer prices have risen by 8.5% for the five months. In May, dairy products, bread and meat became more expensive "according to the Plan"; in June, public utility services, petrol and diesel oil got up. It is fair to say that on May 1 pensions and first-class wage rates were increased. However, the many-year surveys show that the negative reaction of the public to the price increase could hardly be covered by the positive effect of the growth of social benefits. Remember, the task set for the government this year is to keep inflation within 20%. It is too much. Even if the government coped with the set task, the head of state should not reckon on the electoral gratitude of the people.
	Table 6

	Dynamics of Lukashenko's Electoral Rating, %



	Date
	10'01
	03'03
	04'06
	12'10
	03'11
	06'11
	09'11
	12'11
	03'12
	06'12

	Rating 
	46.0
	26.2
	60.3
	53.0
	42.9
	29.3
	20.5
	24.9
	34.5
	29.7


It is clear that the general negative trend does not prevent certain bursts of electoral enthusiasm. The closest one is very likely to occur just before the Parliamentary Elections (September). According to the culture expert A. Pelipenko, the reaction of a typical majority member to external changes depends on the situation: "Conventional mentality is not capable of making conclusions and extrapolating the gained experience through time. More simply, the power in the eyes of philistines is always either confirms or not confirms its sacred status only then and there. Failures are easily overscored by success, and vice versa".
In June the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko returned to its previous-year value, i.e. the level of readiness to vote for the head of state in the same situation of stability is the same as last year in the active phase of the crisis. This nuance should be emphasized. Failures, as mentioned above, are overscored by success. However, the problem roots in the fact that the public does not treat the current situation as success. We can conclude that the assessments of the people and those of the power do not coincide in this case.

After the historical minimum recorded in September, A. Lukashenko was forced to comment "this so-called social research". In his opinion, the reduction of the electoral rating is a direct consequence of the unfair practice of IISEPS sociologists: "I won't go into details. Do you want my rating be 90 per cent today? Tomorrow it will be. (Laughter in the auditorium.) Do you want 15 – it will be so tomorrow, too. Do you know it?"

As far as objective reasons are concerned, well, he has not eyed them from the top of the administrative "top-down command structure": "…I repeat it for you, I used to tell my people about it, I was telling them honestly and sincerely: who is to blame for that panic – you. I have warned you, haven't I? Yes, I have. I have told you not to do it, haven't I? Yes, I have. So, why dislike me for this?

I mean, so why has the President's rating suddenly fallen from 80 per cent half a year ago to 20? What has happened? Has anybody lost job? No. Have some enterprises been sold or liquidated? No, not a single enterprise has ruined. Well, if you earn little money, you should work more".

	Table 7

	Real Household Incomes (RHI) in percentage as against the preceding year and A. Lukashenko's 
Electoral Rating (LER) in percentage



	Year
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012**

	RHI
	114
	128
	104
	104
	110
	118
	118
	113
	113
	103
	115
	99
	100

	LER*
	36
	41
	30
	29
	39
	47
	55
	46
	41
	41
	45
	29.4
	32.1

	* Yearly average value

** RHI – for December-April, LER – for the first half of the year


In this connection it would be appropriate to quote a statement from the report at the IInd All-Belarusian Assembly: "That is not to deny the validity of the true fact that a small salary could destroy even the most powerful state". This truth is illustrated by the data of Table 7. Throughout twelve years the value of A. Lukashenko's electoral rating has been following the real household income like thread and needle. A deviation from the general rule was registered only in 2009, when people associated a modest addition to their income with the global financial crisis.
The level of the electoral rating on its own does not anyway describe the character of a politician's support. Motivation of "for" voting may be both positive and negative. It is one thing when a voter votes for his/her favorite politician, and it is another thing when he/she does not see any worthy alternative. Let us illustrate the above-said by the respondents' sayings taken from the May report of the Center for Strategic Studies (Russia): "Yes, I voted for Putin, in fact there were no other variants. Not willingly enough, but there's no one else to choose nowadays. No reasonable alternative was offered to us (Dzerzhinsk, woman, 38 yrs, no higher education)". "There was no choice. I voted for Putin. It is true that there was no real or proper alternative in fact. And whether it could be under the acting power, is an open question. I think there couldn't be, unfortunately (Yekaterinburg, man, middle class, 52 yrs, higher education)".
Such sayings definitely point out to erosion of the government support. The same evidence is given by the changes in the answers to the question of Table 8. In the public view, the main support of "the people's president" is strongmen (the army, the militia, KGB). Their role increases more and more poll by poll. In June, more than a half of proponents of the authorities (51.6%) pointed out to the leading role of strongmen. Among the authorities opponents three of four respondents gave priority to strongmen.
	Table 8

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


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

	On the president's "top-down command structure"
	37.0
	39.7
	39.3
	37.9
	45.4

	On military men, militia, KGB
	48.6
	37.8
	45.4
	52.5
	56.6

	On pensioners
	41.4
	37.7
	45.0
	39.4
	39.7

	On state officials
	20.5
	27.2
	27.7
	23.8
	33.2

	On ordinary people
	34.2
	24.1
	24.2
	19.3
	18.1

	On villagers
	30.2
	23.8
	30.2
	23.5
	24.0

	On directors of large enterprises
	13.5
	12.8
	13.4
	12.0
	14.1

	On specialists
	9.9
	8.4
	8.5
	7.2
	5.1

	On cultural and scientific elite
	8.3
	4.0
	4.6
	4.1
	3.5

	On businessmen
	4.5
	2.2
	3.5
	2.5
	5.5


Let's refer to one of the last interview of A. Lukashenko: "They say: you work at ground zero. Yes, I do. But it is you who gave birth to me. I've risen to power from opposition. Who would have let me come here if not the people who went to the polls in 1994? It is a sacred thing for me. It is the thing I cannot step over." Let us take these words as sincere and meanwhile point out that the role of ordinary people as A. Lukashenko's support has declined almost twice for the last six years (from 34.2% to 18.1%).

As regards the social groups ensuring economic development of the country (enterprise directors, specialists, cultural and scientific elite, businessmen) they traditionally tail the support rating-list of the personificator of the Belarusian power. Such stability shall not leave a chance for realization of the slogan pronounced in Address-2012: "Renewed economy for the new generation".
A. Lukashenko's support erosion is as well revealed in the attitude of the people to the rejection of the head of state to pardon the convicts sentenced to death with regard to the case of the terrorist attack in the Minsk Metro. The public opinion split: "the verdict was correct, both should have been executed" – 37.8%, "both should have been pardoned" – 34.4%, "Konovalov should have been executed, and Kovalev should have been pardoned" – 7%, no answer – 20.8%. The above answer distribution casts doubts on A. Lukashenko's allegation made during the interview obtained by the Russian journalist S. Dorenko: "Our public opinion is univo cal, we can say that the great majority has found position".

To conclude, let us present the dynamics of A. Lukashenko's trust rating (Table 9). The trust rating value is, as a rule, higher than the electoral rating value, but the latter changes synchronously with the former.

	Table 9

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you trust the president of Belarus?", %



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

	Yes, I do
	55.0
	47.9
	33.6
	24.5
	31.2
	42.2
	38.5

	No, I don't
	34.1
	42.0
	53.8
	62.0
	54.5
	48.5
	51.9


We should emphasize another unpleasant fact for the head of state: the decline in his trust rating by 3.7 points for the second quarter of the year was not followed by an adequate decline in the government trust rating which reduced only by 1.7 points. The tenure as "an only politician", obviously, has its benefits, but not in the conditions of the people's support decrease. As history, our home history including, shows, sometimes only one step is enough to change from love to hatred.

Support by form of habit

On the 8th of May, A. Lukashenko delivered his annual address to the Belarusian nation and the National Assembly. By a long tradition, the Address is usually delivered in April, but this time it was postponed without any explanations. As far as the plot of the Address is concerned, the head of state did not meet the hopes of those who had been expecting an analysis of the reasons of the financial and economic crisis which broke out in the country in 2011. Let us quote a key saying: "Why have we rolled downhill – you know it right well. One should not blame me or the state for this. We wanted to buy up vinegar, matches, spirits, etc. And we put it all under the bed, in the parking garages. There are full stocks there nowadays. We made the national currency collapse. We used to import 20 cars per capita. It is all our own fault. And if the state did mint something thereupon, you know where that money went".

Strange as it could be, but 18.2% of respondents agreed with such version of the reason of the crisis (among them 22.9% of the power proponents and 6.6% of opponents). Indeed, one could not but recall the anecdotes about the Belarusian tolerance! It is not a myth, it the social truth.

Notably, the above quote is not the first attempt of A. Lukashenko to shuffle off the blame for the crisis on to the people. For example, on the 27th of May 2011, in the course of the meeting dealing with economic issues, the head of state announced the data of a closed social poll. Below you can see the rating of the actors responsible for "the worsening of your life" prepared by clean sociologists: it is our own fault – 25% (!), the global financial crisis – 24%, the government – 20%, the president – 10%.

Though postponed, the Address has not been overlooked: 63% of respondents (by 8.2 points more than in 2010) remarked that they knew about A. Lukashenko's speech (Table 10). Probably, it is the feeling of unrest generated by the crisis which played its role. And we know that in June 71.1% of Belarusians accepted the fact that the Belarusian economy was in crisis.
	Table 10

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you know that on the 8th of May the president A. Lukashenko delivered his annual Address to the Belarusian Nation and the National Assembly?", %



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

	Yes, I do
	68.5
	50.0
	54.8
	63.0

	No, I don't
	30.9
	45.5
	41.3
	34.0


The awareness level proved practically independent of the political views of the respondents: 63.6% of the proponents of the authorities and 66.6% of the opponents know about the Address. Naturally, the most informed group proved to be respondents with higher education, 73.4%.

The data of Table 11 show the attitude of Belarusians towards A. Lukashenko's key statements made within the context of the Address. Only three out of eleven statements brought more agreeing with the head of state as against the disagreeing; an overwhelming majority (55.4% vs. 25.8%) supported the need for establishment of the trial by jury. It is a crucial moment. In the conditions of the state monopoly practically on everything, the enforcement means (secret service, courts, law enforcement bodies) act as an instrument of defense of the authorities from the public and of forcing the public do what the authorities want. Meanwhile, the law is being arbitrary construed by those, who should guarantee the equality of all before the law.

Strictly speaking, no power pretending to monopoly is able to ensure consistent implementation of the legality principle. Besides, one should be aware that a regular exercise of such a monopoly is lethal both for the power itself and for the community. "Evil be to that country, – said S. Vitte, the Chairman of the Committee of Russian Ministers, in 1904, – which has not instilled in the public a feeling of legality and personal property, but, on the contrary, has imposed collective ownership of various kinds, which, then, has been given no definite expression in the law, but is regulated either by a strange convention, or just at discretion. Such a country will sooner or later experience so distressful events that might not have been ever occurred anywhere".

 It is notable that the idea of the establishment of jury trial is supported by over a half (55%) of the authorities proponents. Among the authorities opponents the percentage of the supporters of the establishment of jury trial is, naturally, higher though insignificantly: 61.1%.

Similarly, the necessity to rise the salary of state employees won the support of a vast majority of Belarusians (51%). However, nothing is surprising about it. "State employees" is the most populated professional group in the country. The gender balance in this group is shifted towards "a better half of the mankind", hence women as against men were more decisive to support that proposal of the head of state (58.6% vs. 41.4%).

It should be emphasized that those three A. Lukashenko's statements, for which the share of the agreeing exceeded that of the disagreeing, include the statement concerning the support of preserving death penalty by the Belarusian majority. By the level of "bloodiness" women managed to overrun men (45% vs. 36.5%), and the authorities proponents overrun their opponents (44.8% vs. 36.5%).

We have repeatedly emphasized the repressive character of the Belarusian community. The assertion that we all once were wearing a Stalinist overcoat is only partially true. It is not J. Stalin who was the main initiator of repressions; he just satisfied a public demand for annihilation of "the enemies of the people". Thus, it was not in vain on part of A. Lukashenko at the dawn of his presidency to include the question about death penalty into the referendum. He counted upon the majority support and he won it.

Over the last three months the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko fell from 34.5% to 29.7%, and the trust rating declined from 42.2% to 38.5%. The data of Table 11 help us to understand the reason of the popularity decline of the head of state. Belarusians do not believe in Batjka's ability to keep the prices down and to raise the average salary again to the level of $ 500, which is rather low by the European standards. In the first case pessimists outnumber optimists 2.3 times, in the second case, 1.7 times! No support was won by the official explanation of the reason of the failure of the dialog with the West. Even among the authorities proponents only every third respondent believes in the participation of the Fifth Column, and among the authorities opponents, only every tenth respondent does.
	Table 11

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to the following statements of the 
president A. Lukashenko made in the context of his Address?", %



	Variant of answer
	I agree
	I don't agree
	DA/NA

	We need to establish trial by jury in Belarus
	55.4
	25.8
	18.8

	It is necessary to rise the salary of state employees
	51.0
	37.4
	11.6

	The majority of Belarusians are against abolition of death penalty
	42.5
	38.2
	19.3

	We should not dread realization of joint projects with China in the 

territory of Belarus
	39.1
	42.3
	18.6

	The state is able to solve the problem of labour outflows
	38.0
	50.8
	11.2

	The Parliamentary Elections will be conducted in full compliance 

with the Constitution
	34.0
	46.1
	19.9

	Penetration of big capital assets from Russia into the territory of 

Belarus does not threaten the interests of ordinary people
	34.2
	49.8
	16.0

	The average salary will have made $ 500 by the year end
	33.2
	55.0
	11.8

	The fault for failure of dialog with the West rests on the West itself and on the opposition (the Fifth Column)
	27.8
	54.8
	17.4

	Consumer prices in 2012 will rise not more than by 20%
	27.2
	61.7
	11.1

	The salary decrease in 2011 occurred through the fault of the people who were buying up consumer goods
	18.2
	72.6
	9.2


What helps A. Lukashenko to retain a comparatively high level of the public support today is, primarily, the social inertness rather than his actual achievements. Moreover, an important contribution to the rating protection is "a no-alternative environment" which has been formed for 18 years. However, the feasibility of both the first and the second factor has its limitations.

Nonchance result

Quite active (by the European standards) participation of Belarusians in parliamentary elections bears no relationship to the role the public opinion assigns to the legislative governmental body in the life of ordinary people. Even at the peak of the electoral mobilization during the presidential elections in December 2010 the trust/distrust balance towards the National Assembly was on the distrust side: 35.7% vs. 44.4%. Confer the same balance for the head of state: 55.0% vs. 34.1%.

This attitude did not originate yesterday. The present Belarusian Constitution is based on a solid foundation of traditional culture in which there is no place for the notion of "separation of powers".

Let us refer to the first IISEPS poll conducted in April 1992. The list of answers to the question "Who do you pin hopes on for Belarus to come out of the economic crisis?" was headed by the following three leaders: the foreign capital (31.1%), the government (33%) and the Belarusian entrepreneurs (31.4%). As regards the Supreme Soviet, this body with its 14.1% for its capacity to generate anti-crisis hopes yielded even to the heads of enterprises and kolkhozes (15.7%). Nor do the people rely on the people's deputies as defenders of their socio-economic rights. In March 2009 in the height of the global financial crisis, it was the president (36.7%) who ranked first in the defenders rating, the legal system ranked second (16.5%), the government was third (13.6%) and the Parliament ranked only fourth (5.3%).
However, the above cases have specific advantages. Not pinning their hopes for overcoming crises and defense of their rights with the Parliament, Belarusians do not shift the responsibility for their economic problems on the deputies. Thus, in September 2011, 61.2% of respondents put the blame for the man-made crisis on the president by, and 11.9%, on the Parliament.

Allotting no role to the Parliament in the solving of everyday problems, the majority of respondents, however, answer in positive to the general question of Table 12. The same question was asked in 2008. Four years ago the percent of respondents believing in the Parliament's capacity to influence their lives and the lives of their relatives and friends was by 4.6 points higher. This fact casts doubts on the high assessment of the performance of the Deputy Corps pronounced in Address-2012. Let us cite it in full: "The acting assembly of the Parliament has played a fundamental role in the strengthening of the state. The wisdom of our deputies and members of the Council of the Republic favor the preservation of stability in our society. And your knowledge and professional skills help to create a progressive legislative framework, without which it would be impossible to move forward".
	Table 12

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Does the activity of the Chamber of Representatives of the National Assembly of the Republic of Belarus influence your life and the lives of your relatives and friends?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'08
	06'12

	Yes, it does
	49.1
	44.5

	No, it doesn't
	37.4
	40.3

	DA/NA
	13.5
	15.2


However, the mere fact of recognition by the respondents of the Parliament's influence on their lives suggests nothing about the character of this influence. It may be marked by both plus and minus. Hence, it is not surprising that in June the majority of respondents (46.2%) expressed doubts with regard to the ability of the future Parliament members to represent the interests of the society. The optimist percent proved more modest, 38.4%.

Let us proceed from the influence of the Parliament on the lives of ordinary people to the influence of authorities in general. According to Table 13, there isn't any special difference thereat. Power is power, and it is not so easy for the public opinion to divide it into components. We would like to draw your attention to the last column. The power opponents feel its influence on them to a greater extent than the proponents. This fact confirms our assumption about the need to subdivide the influence into positive and negative.
	Table 13

	Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to the following statements of the president A. Lukashenko made in the context of his Address?", %



	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Attitude to authorities

	
	
	Supporters
	Opponents

	To a considerable extent
	45.8
	41.8
	56.3

	To a small extent
	36.4
	40.3
	28.8

	To no extent
	14.6
	14.9
	12.8


Acknowledging the great influence of authorities on their lives, the majority of respondents (63.3%) live relying only on themselves and avoiding contacts with authorities. 22.5% acknowledge their full dependence on the authorities, and only 7.6% declare their ability to draw the desirable out of contacts with the authorities. This is the way, in the opinion of the Belarusian people, the key national slogan "The state for the people" is implemented in practice.

The analysis of the answers to the question "How would you define your relationships with the authorities?"  reveals  the anticipated differences in the strategies of interaction with the authorities subject to socio-demographic characteristics. Men, young people, educated people more often than women, the elderly and the undereducated point out to their independence from the power (Table 14).
	Table 14

	Distribution of answers to the question: "How would you define your relationships with the authorities?" depending on gender, age, education level, attitude to authorities and income level of the respondents, %



	Characteristic
	A
	B
	C

	Gender:

	Male
	67.1
	20.0
	7.5

	Female
	60.1
	24.7
	7.7

	Age:

	18-29
	72.6
	17.2
	3.5

	30-39
	69.7
	16.9
	7.3

	40-49
	66.4
	18.9
	8.6

	50-59
	60.0
	22.6
	10.2

	60 +
	49.4
	34.8
	9.2

	Education:

	Primary
	54.8
	34.4
	5.4

	Incomplete Secondary
	50.5
	34.6
	7.5

	Secondary
	65.9
	19.7
	6.5

	Secondary Vocational
	62.4
	23.4
	8.8

	Higher
	66.9
	19.0
	8.9

	Average income per family member:

	Under 800.000 rubles
	66.4
	20.0
	6.4

	From 800.000 to 1.250.000 rubles
	60.0
	27.7
	6.8

	From 1.250.000 to 2.500.000 rubles
	63.6
	22.3
	7.0

	Over 2.500.000 rubles
	67.2
	15.0
	11.8

	Attitude to power:

	Rate themselves opposition
	71.5
	14.9
	9.4

	Do not rate themselves opposition
	61.1
	24.3
	7.7

	A – "I live relying only on myself and avoid contacts with the authorities"

B – "My life fully depends on the authorities"

C – "Contacting with authorities I draw what I need out of them"


In the first half of June, 50.7% of respondents declared their determination to take part in voting during September parliamentary elections, while 29.9% had not taken the decision yet. Such level of the voting determination three months before the elections should be deemed high. But what is interesting, only 36.7% of respondents think that their personal participation in voting can influence the voting results (Table 15). As against the previous parliamentary electoral campaign, the percent of optimists has reduced by 13.9 points. Old habits die hard, and the voting habit in this context is not an exception.

	Table 15

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What do you think, whether the election results depend on your vote?", %


	Variant of answer
	03'08
	06'12

	No, they don't
	41.1
	54.5

	Yes, they do
	50.6
	36.7

	DA/NA
	8.3
	8.8


That is one of the key results of the last election cycle. It is not a chance result. Where there is no policy, it is supplanted by political technologies. Policy requires a competitive environment, which is lethal for political technology. This leads to a need for imitation dummies. They cope with their "duties" fairly well in the conditions of steady growth of the people's incomes; however they are powerless during lingering crises. No monopoly for Mass Media (remember the USSR just before the Perestroika) is able to sustain the trust of people in the power, if the difference between the "pictures" on TV and in reality reach the critical margin.

In strict compliance with the law and constitution

The appearance at parliamentary elections 2008 made up 66.1%. The percent is quite high. But it does not come within miles of the voting in 2004, when 82.7% of Belarusians performed their civil duty. There was a good motive for it then: that year the parliamentary elections were held simultaneously with the constitutional referendum.

In the course of the June poll 57.8% of respondents confirmed their participation in the voting at parliamentary elections 2008. If we take into consideration that 8.4% forgot about their participation/non-participation in voting plus the natural renewal of the electorate, we should accept that there is no discrepancy between the two rates. However, it is not the case with elections-2004. Only 59.7% of respondents confirmed their participation in voting four years after (–23 points!). Thereat, what is surprising, the percent of the letheral proved to be the same as in 2012, 7.9%, but in contrast, the percent of those who declared their non-participation in the voting increased twice (from 16.1% to 32%).

Such anomaly is, probably, explained by the high appearance in 2004, when under the influence of the additional propaganda measures taken by the authorities, there came the voters to the precincts who would have not participate in voting in the usual conditions. Four year after, many of them had difficulties recollecting about the thing they had done under the influence of the propaganda against their assumptions.

Concerning the pending voting, no material difference against the electoral activity four years ago has been revealed (Table 16). You should compare the third column against the first column. The data of the second column were obtained short before the voting. Naturally, they reflect a higher level of the willingness to vote.
	Table 16

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Are you going to take part in the voting at parliamentary elections 2012?", %



	Variant of answer
	06'08
	09'08
	06'12
	Attitude to authorities

	
	
	
	
	Supporters
	Opponents

	Yes, I am
	53.0
	61.2
	50.7
	46.9
	52.2

	No, I am not
	18.4
	14.9
	19.4
	29.2
	16.2

	I haven’t decided yet
	27.4
	23.5
	29.9
	23.9
	31.6


We would like to emphasize a relatively small difference in the voting willingness of the authorities supporters and opponents (5.3 points). Such an insignificant difference is partly connected with the fact that three months before the elections almost every third of the authorities supporters has not determined upon his/her participation in voting. In September the mobilization level of the authorities proponents will increase significantly, and they will head in ordered columns for precincts that will increase the difference registered by us.

Pre-schedule voting is one of the signature dishes of the contemporary Belarusian election "cuisine". In 2008, 20.2% of respondents voted ahead the schedule (according to CEC data, 26.3%). It is commonly supposed that such a high level is achieved owing to the administrative resource. It does play its role. In 2008, 3.1% of respondents voted ahead the schedule because they "were forced to do it". However, before the beginning of the voting 14.4% pointed out that they were going to vote ahead the schedule (9.2% in July 2012). Traditions are man-made. Nobody voted ahead the schedule under Communists. It has grown natural for the majority of Belarusians to celebrate the Independence Day on the 3rd of July. There is no wonder that a fifth part of voters vote ahead the schedule.

In spite of such unity of voting, Belarusians, meanwhile, are rather skeptic about the elections fairness. Three months before the voting, the quantity of negative assessments exceeded the quantity of positive ones (Table 17). Such sociology does not go in line with A. Lukashenko’s allegations. Let us quote a fragment of Address-2012: "Over the recent years we have been developing a civil society. We have been sustaining a social dialog. We have ensured translucent and open conditions of the election procedure and full freedom for candidates".
	Table 17

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What do you think, whether the pending elections will be free and fair?", %



	Variant of answer
	06'04
	06'08
	09'08
	06'12

	No
	44.1
	34.8
	30.5
	39.6

	Yes
	40.4
	45.9
	49.8
	36.8

	DA/NA
	15.5
	19.3
	19.7
	23.6


Notably, that the authorities still have time to change the fairness balance in their own favor, however, it is not likely they will achieve the level of September 2008. The economic environment is quite different nowadays.

The imitation nature of the Belarusian democracy is most expressly revealed during election campaigns. It is no secret not only for professional analysts, but also for the public opinion. Over the last four years, the percent of those who find it difficult to answer the question of Table 18 has decreased by 5 points. This allowed to populate the groups whose assessments of the level of the candidates’ competitiveness do not depend on the governmental propaganda.
	Table 18

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your opinion, whether a real contest among the candidates will take place at the pending elections or only an imitation of this contest, and the distribution of seats in the Chamber of Representatives will be pre-determined by the authorities?", %


	Variant of answer
	09'08
	06'12

	There will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be 
pre-determined by the authorities
	41.8
	46.9

	A real contest will take place
	39.2
	39.1

	DA/NA
	19.0
	14.0


An absolute majority of Belarusians (63.7%) agree with the fact that independent observation of the election process contributes to increased fairness and objectiveness thereof. But the percent of those who do not share this point of view is quite high (27.5%). However, if we proceed from the general awareness of the role of independent observation to personal interest in obtaining information on compliance with the election procedures from the observers, the percent of the interested will reduce to 52.7%, and the percent of the non-interested will correspondingly increase to 39%. In contrast, only 28% have declared about their willingness to provide the observers with the information about violations in the course of elections, whereas 36.1% are not willing to provide such information. Concerning the willingness to personally become observer of the election process, 22.7% declared it. 71.1% of respondents denied any possibility of their participation in the election campaign in the role of the observer.

The answer to the question: "Who would you like to obtain information about compliance with the election procedures from?" created difficulties for 47%. The reputation of independent observers proved incompatible with the reputation of observers from the organizations supporting the government: 37.7% vs. 6.9%. But what is interesting, the reputation of observers from opposition organizations proved not very much higher, 8.4%. To all seeming, in this case the positive aura of the word "independent" and the negative aura of the word "opposition" played their roles. In reality independent observers in Belarus are delegated to observers by opposition organizations.

The information about the election results provided by the election committees won the trust of only a third of respondents (33.1%). The trust level of the observers from opposition organization is only by 1.5 points lower: 31.6%. And 9.6% declared readiness to trust the observers from the organizations supported by the authorities.

Less than one half of respondents (46.2%) think that violation of election procedures and falsification of the election results imply penalty to the utmost strictness of the law (Table 19). Legal negativism is one of the key characteristics of the Belarusian culture. Facultative obeyance of law is normal not only for the representatives of authorities, but also for the majority of the population. Concerning the elections, for the last eighteen years a situation has formed when the members of the election committees are afraid not to violate, but to obey the law!
	Table 19

	Distribution of answers to the question: "In the event of violation of the election procedures and falsification of the election results how, according to your opinion, shall the offenders be treated?"



	Variant of answer
	%

	Punished to the utmost strictness of the law
	46.2

	Inform the public about the actions of such offenders
	26.0

	They should not be punished strictly because they have obviously been pressed from "the top"
	8.3

	Punishment makes no sense as everything is settled then and the result is well-known
	15.9

	DA/NA
	3.6


The less you know, the more soundly you sleep. Multiple violations in the course of election campaigns so actively discussed in the independent Mass Media do not concern a typical representative of the Belarusian majority. 50.1% of Belarusians have heard nothing about the violations recorded by the independent and international OSCE observers during parliamentary elections 2008 and presidential elections 2010, and 49.5% have heard something. Concerning the Belarusian Initiative of Observers Rights Advocates for Free Elections, only 20.5% of respondents know about it.

Unlike presidential elections, parliamentary elections are conducted by the Belarusian authorities in "the dull regime". There is a certain reason for it. Electoral mobilization has both pluses and minuses. Mobilizing their proponents, the authorities automatically mobilize their opponents. Hence, the Square with the associated cluster of consequences negative for social stability. Judging by the current economic situation, the pending parliamentary elections will not be an exception. They will pass according to the tradition. The guarantee of the established tradition will be the head of state himself, what he declared in his May Address: "I guarantee that the pending election campaign will be conducted at the highest level and in strict compliance of the laws and constitution of our country. Not a step left, not a step right!"

Parliament is no place for law making

The change of the public opinion with regard to the power, which occurred under the influence of the man-made crisis 2011, is illustrated by the data of Table 20. The percent of respondents declaring their willingness to vote for A. Lukashenko’s proponent three months before the elections reduced by 12 points (the first and third columns). The percent of those willing to support opponents of the head of state  at  the  elections increased almost symmetrically. Expectable that closer to the elections the situation will change to a certain extent owing to the polarization of the community, and the quantity of the supporters of "another candidate" will reduce. An interesting aspect is that reduction of this electoral group leads not only to popularization of the power opponents and proponents, but also the group of those who find it difficult to answer.
	Table 20

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



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

	For A. Lukashenko’s proponent
	39.6
	43.5
	27.6

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	17.7
	19.6
	28.2

	For another candidate
	31.4
	21.9
	27.4

	DA/NA
	11.3
	15.0
	16.8


In 2008, a month after the elections, 32.8% of respondents confirmed their support of A. Lukashenko’s proponents, 15.5% confirmed support of a candidate "who has promised to struggle for the change of the current policy line". Four years after, the percent of the former reduced by 12.8 points, i.e. to 25%, whereas the percent of the latter changed insignificantly, by 2.3 points, i.e. to 13.2%. Such an asymmetrical change, to all seeming, is not random. It is another indicator of the decline in the power popularity.
At first sight, a slight change in the question wording results in material changes in the respondents’ replies (Table 21). Today, just as four years ago, the public opinion overmarks the level of support of A. Lukashenko’s proponents, hence, that of A. Lukashenko himself. In the conditions of the state TV monopoly there is nothing to be surprised at. But even in this situation the general tendency of decline in the power support is revealed rather clearly.
	Table 21

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Who, in your opinion, will the majority of voters vote for?", %



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

	For A. Lukashenko’s proponent
	54.0
	59.6
	45.7

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	13.3
	10.6
	13.4

	For another candidate
	13.6
	9.4
	14.9

	DA/NA
	19.1
	20.4
	26.0


	Table 22

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What of the problems listed below is determinant when choosing a candidate you are going to vote for?", % (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	09'08
	06'12
	Difference

	Advance in the living standard
	73.2
	66.2
	–7.0

	Price increase
	25.4
	48.2
	+22.8

	Job creation
	25.3
	30.4
	+5.1

	Health care
	33.6
	29.8
	–3.8

	Democracy and independence of Belarus
	19.5
	24.7
	+5.2

	Pension pays
	25.0
	16.5
	–8.5

	Relations with Europe
	11.2
	13.6
	+1.4

	Education
	12.2
	8.5
	–3.7

	Relations with Russia
	10.0
	8.5
	–1.5

	Corruption
	7.4
	8.0
	+0.6

	Crime
	5.5
	4.4
	–1.1

	Freedom of faith
	1.2
	0.9
	–0.3


The changes in the lives of ordinary citizens that have occurred over the last four years are shown in Table 22. Let us look at the last column. By the level of dynamic change the price increase proved to be unrivalled. This phenomenon proved the one to have drawn off the acuteness of the problem of advance in living standards. Pray God we keep up the current level. The proverb says: "Beggars are not choosers".

Emphasis should be put on the decline in the acuteness of the pension pay problem and the growth of demand for democracy and independence in Belarus, which exceeds a statistical error. As for the most of other items, no significant changes have occurred.

The parliament for the Belarusian majority is not a legislative body, but rather a specific assembly of lobbyists serving to protect the interests of their electors (Table 23). However, the decline in A. Lukashenko’s popularity has inserted changes here as well. The percent of respondents treating the deputies as reporting officers of the head of state has reduced. Correspondingly, the percent of those who think that the key responsibility of the deputies is independent development and implementation of a state policy has increased. No wonder, that it is primarily the authorities proponents who treat the deputies as reporting officers.
	Table 23

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, what is the key responsibility of 

a parliamentary deputy?" depending on the attitude to the power/authorities, %



	Variant of answer
	09'08
	06'12
	Attitude to authorities

	
	
	
	Supporters
	Opponents

	To protect the interests of the electors from their circle
	55.5
	51.2
	49.4
	58.0

	To develop and approve laws
	16.3
	18.8
	18.4
	19.4

	To independently develop and implement a state policy
	9.9
	15.2
	14.9
	17.4

	To execute the president’s orders
	12.4
	8.6
	10.4
	3.1

	Other
	0.1
	0.4
	0.5
	0

	DA/NA
	5.8
	5.8
	6.4
	2.1


	Table 24

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Imagine that at the parliamentary elections you are to choose one of the candidates listed below. Who of them would you vote for?", %



	Variant of answer
	09'08
	06'12
	Difference

	An entrepreneur having his own business
	15.6
	21.0
	+5.4

	Head of or an activist of a non-profit making organization
	12.9
	15.5
	+2.6

	Head of a state enterprise
	16.9
	14.2
	–2.7

	A deputy of the acting National Assembly
	16.9
	13.3
	–3.6

	Leader of an opposition party (movement)
	8.8
	8.6
	–0.2

	None of them
	9.7
	15.0
	+5.3

	DA/NA
	19.2
	12.4
	–6.8


Candidates from ordinary people (pensioners, the unemployed, etc.) have long been in no demand at the deputy market. Belarusians prefer to vote for trustworthy well-established professionals. The data of Table 24 let us see the re-evaluation the trustworthiness criterion that has occurred in the public opinion  for  the  last  four  years. It is the entrepreneurs, who have clearly come out on top: "lousy fleas" (according to A. Lukashenko) have outrun the acting deputies of the National Assembly by 7.7 points. The former have added popularity over the specified period, while the latter have lost popularity. In spite of the multiple attempts to reach the electors with their alternative view at the development of Belarus, the opposition leaders, as the phrase goes, broke even. The percent of the DA/NA group reduced considerably, but concurrently, the percent of those willing to vote for ‘nobody of them’ increased.

The general escalation of criticism had an impact on the belief in the parliamentary candidates’ ability to develop programs for the improvement of the living standard in the country (Table 25). Within the framework of the imitation democracy model established in Belarus parliamentary deputies are required to have no strategic thinking, nor are they required to engage in professional legislative activity. The leaving assembly of the Chamber of Representatives considered more than 650 draft laws, and only three of them on their own initiative! However, the people, as A. Lukashenko likes to say again and again, can’t be fooled.
	Table 25

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your opinion, whether the parliamentary deputies have realistic programs for improvement of the life standard in the country?", %



	Variant of answer
	Yes, they have
	No, they haven’t
	DA/NA

	
	09'08
	06'12
	09'08
	06'12
	09'08
	06'12

	Candidates supporting the power
	56.4
	45.8
	24.7
	37.8
	18.9
	16.4

	Opposition candidates
	40.6
	37.7
	34.5
	40.1
	24.9
	22.2


The Parliamentary Elections pending in September are not likely to fall out of the framework of the traditional scenario. Less than three months are left till the voting date and no reasons that could critically change the socio-economic situation during such a short period are visible today. However, the general prognosis for the power does not seem promising.

Attitude to ballot boycott

We have repeatedly emphasized the fact that Belarusians show interest in politics mainly as viewers (TV-viewers). As regards the elections in particular, Belarusians according to the Soviet tradition and, primarily, representatives of the senior age groups take part in voting quite actively. In fact, performing of "the civil duty" is limited to ballot marking. The number of signature collectors, electioneerers and observers rarely exceeds the statistical error margin.

The data of Table 26 illustrate the declarative willingness of the respondents to join the voting team if invited by a parliamentary candidate they sympathize with. We should assume the percent of the positive answers (21.5%) quite high. Besides, contrary to the fear factor so eagerly referred to many independent experts and opposition politicians, the power opponents declare their willingness to render support to their candidate 2.8 times more frequently than the power supporters.
	Table 26

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If a sympathetic parliamentary candidate should offer you to join his voting team, would you agree to join?" depending on the attitude to the authorities, %


	Variant of answer
	06'12
	Attitude to the authorities

	
	
	Opponents
	Supporters

	Yes
	21.5
	45.3
	16.0

	No
	68.3
	36.2
	76.2

	DA/NA
	10.2
	18.5
	7.8


The last line of Table 26 deserves special attention. The percent of DA respondents among the power opponents is 2.4 times higher as against the supporters. To all appearances, if you say you are a mushroom (an oppositionist), so into the basket you go (take part in practical activities), but there is no wish to do it. Hence, the indecisiveness increases.

Such a high level of negative answers from the power supporters proves once again the political truism: the Belarusian authoritative regime relies not on the public sympathy, but on the public apathy. Hence, the level of the electoral support of the prime mover per se has no direct effect on the power stability. Remember, B. Yeltsin’s rating before his retirement was 5%.

What kind of support are the respondents agreeing to join the voting teams ready to render their candidate? The most popular answer is "Everything required in order that the majority of voters voted for my candidate" (8.2%). Least of all the respondents are willing to provide financial support to their candidate (0.6%). For the country with the average salary of $ 400 such chariness is natural (Table 27).
	Table 27

	Distribution of answers to the question: "If ‘yes’ what things in particular would you like to do in the team of a parliamentary candidate?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Everything required in order that the majority of voters voted for my candidate
	8.2

	To be an observer at a precinct
	6.7

	To distribute information materials 
	6.5

	To collect signatures for the candidate
	5.4

	To take part in agitation meetings, rallies, pickets
	2.3

	To make donations to his campaign
	0.6


The percent of the positive answers against the negative answers to the direct question "Would you personally like to become observer of the election process?" differs slightly from the answer ratio as to the question of Table 26: 71.1% vs. 22.7%. Almost to the same ratio (2.9), the power opponents more frequently than the supporters declare their determination to take part in the observation.
Table 28 shows the dynamics of answering the question: "What is your attitude to the ballot boycott of the pending Parliamentary Elections some oppositionists call for?" There has occurred notable polarization of the public opinion for the three months following the March poll, that is there has been an increase of the percent of the respondents both denying (+9.4 points) and supporting (+3.6 points) the boycott idea. The polarization occurred due to the reduction of the percent of those who heard nothing about the boycott (by 13.3 points). Moreover, the number of boycott opponents among the oppositionists decreased slightly (–4.4 points), whereas among the loyal it increased significantly (+13.8 points).
	Table 28

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your attitude to the ballot boycott of the pending parliamentary elections some oppositionists call for?" depending on the attitude to the authorities, %


	Variant of answer
	09'08
	03'12
	06'12
	Attitude to the authorities

	
	
	
	
	Opponents
	Supporters

	
	
	
	
	03'12
	06'12
	03'12
	06'12

	Negative
	26.5
	20.2
	29.5
	21.6
	17.4
	19.6
	33.4

	Indifferent
	24.8
	26.5
	28.0
	10.5
	25.3
	34.3
	28.8

	Positive
	8.8
	10.6
	14.2
	31.4
	40.3
	4.1
	8.2

	I’ve heard nothing about it
	38.9
	41.6
	28.3
	36.1
	16.7
	41.8
	29.5


In 2008, literally on the eve of the Parliamentary Elections (held on the 28th of September) the percent of the boycott supporters made up only 8.8%. Today it is 1.6 times higher, and, probably, it will rise even more by autumn. 40.3% of the power opponents are now supporting the boycott idea.
The attitude to the boycott is another marker of the new socio-political situation forming in Belarus. It is a direct consequence of the man-made crisis 2011. The effects thereof have not been fully eliminated, and the resources for such elimination are not visible for the moment being.

Between constitution and sturgeon under hourseradish souce
A ghost is wandering in Belarus, a ghost of change. This is what independent journalists, political analysts and politicians representing "the Fifth Column" are writing more and more often about. Let us confine to one quote: "Today the society makes the demand on new leaders and a program of changes" (A. Yegorov, a political analyst). The June poll seems to confirm the presence of the Ghost (Table 29). For more than a year the percent of the supporters of changes has increased by 16.2 points and reached its historical maximum of 77.3%, meanwhile the percent of the stability preservation supporters has reduced twice and fallen to its historical minimum of 15.1%.

The demand for changes exists, hence the matter depends on the supply. Realization of supply in practice according to the tradition established in our country is seen in the search for a leader able to head the movement of the changes supporters. The fact that the latter are ready to lineup in columns raises no doubts.
	Table 29

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


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

	Belarus needs changes 
	48.0
	62.0
	61.1
	77.3

	Belarus needs stability
	46.4
	25.4
	32.5
	15.1

	DA/NA
	5.6
	12.6
	6.4
	7.6


The fact of the mass demand for changes recorded in Table 29, however, suggests nothing about the character of the desired changes. In June, 96.2% of the authorities opponents and 71.2% of proponents thereof spoke in favor of changes, while the percent of the authorities opponents themselves for the second quarter of the year, on the contrary, didn't increase, but fell down to the record-breaking value for the last year (Table 30).

	Table 30

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you consider yourself in opposition to the acting power?", %


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

	Yes, I do
	25.8
	28.3
	22.6
	23.4
	19.2

	No, I don't
	60.3
	56.0
	63.8
	66.0
	71.6

	DA/NA
	13.9
	15.7
	13.6
	10.6
	9.2


The price surge continuing in the country, naturally, gives rise to dissatisfaction. But this is diffuse dissatisfaction. It, according to the sociologist L. Gudkov, "unlike a protest does not require any organization, or unity, or reasonable actions". A classic case of diffuse dissatisfaction was described by A. Chekhov in the short novel "Volodya the Big and Volodya the Little": "Why do you want science all of a sudden?  And,  perhaps, you want constitution? Or, maybe, sturgeon under horseradish source?"

A typical Belarusian change supporter does not, certainly, even think of sturgeon and under horseradish sauce, but the problem of Constitution is also at the periphery of his interests. Diffuse dissatisfaction leads not to a protest, but to social decay (degradation), which is, in particular, expressed in increased alcohol abuse, common corruption, aggressiveness, and trivial offence.

The problem of changes is, first and foremost, the problem of the subject of changes. Here, it would be pertinent to remind a line from the Internationale: "Nobody will bring us dispensation, neither Lord, nor the King, nor a Hero. We shall win our liberation with our own hands." Well, the last line is just what lacks. Collateral confirmation of this conclusion is suggested by the data of Table 31. The percent of those willing to drastically change their own lives and move to another country of residence has reduced from March 2011 by 4 points (it goes without saying, we mean only a declared willingness to emigrate for permanent residence). It is notable that the Russian direction has grown more popular while the West direction (Germany, the USA) is less favored. It is likely that such geopolitical orientation is associated with the information about the global crisis persisting in Mass Media.
	Table 31

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you like to move to another country for permanent 
residence, if you had such an opportunity?", %


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

	To Germany
	18.5
	11.4
	16.0
	8.8

	To the USA
	6.1
	7.2
	10.3
	7.9

	To Russia
	3.6
	4.3
	4.9
	6.0

	To Poland
	5.8
	5.0
	5.9
	6.2

	To the Baltic States
	1.8
	2.9
	2.5
	2.5

	To another country
	6.3
	2.7
	5.8
	10.4

	Total
	42.1
	33.5
	45.4
	41.4

	I wouldn't like to move anywhere
	52.0
	57.6
	50.6
	52.0

	DA/NA
	5.9
	8.9
	3.9
	6.6


	Table 32

	Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your opinion, can young people make a successful career in Belarus today?", %


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

	Yes, they can
	43.2
	61.6
	48.7
	50.9
	45.9
	46.2

	No, they cannot
	39.4
	30.7
	40.5
	35.7
	44.9
	44.4

	DA/NA
	17.4
	7.7
	10.8
	13.4
	9.3
	9.4


The decline in the popularity of emigration as a cardinal way of solution of one's own life problems was not followed, which is important, by comprehension of new emerging opportunities for realization of the civic economic activity in Belarus (Table 32). The euphory 2006 remained in the past. Neither multiple calls to set an end to the social dependency, nor adoption of Directive No.4, nothing could mobilize the personal resources of the people. The result proved to be reverse: from March 2011, the percent of those answering in positive to the question "Would you like your children go in for private business and tie their lives with entrepreneurship?" reduced from 53.8% to 46%.

The data recorded in the course of social polls should not be taken literally. They are just material for analysis and nothing more. The very fact of the increase of the number of changes supporters is, certainly, important. It reveals production of dissatisfaction in the community, but suggests nothing about the character of this dissatisfaction. Meanwhile, attempts of simple solutions (there is a critical mass of dissatisfied, hence the matter depends on the promotion of a single leader able to head the protest) are counter productive. You know, such simplicity is worse than robbery.

Ambivalent geopolitical choice
In the recent months, the geopolitical likes of Belarusians have undergone notable changes, though not cardinal (Tables 33-35).
	Table 33

	Dynamics of answering the question: "If a referendum were held nowadays in Belarus on the issue 

of Belarus joining the European Union, what would be your choice?", %



	Variant of answer
	12'02
	03'03
	03'05
	04'06
	05'07
	03'08
	03'09
	03'10
	03'11
	06'11
	12'11
	06'12

	Yes
	60.9
	56.4
	52.8
	32.4
	33.5
	35.4
	34.9
	36.2
	48.6
	45.1
	35.9
	39.3

	No
	10.9
	11.9
	44.4
	33.8
	49.3
	35.4
	36.3
	37.2
	30.5
	32.4
	36.9
	38.2


	Table 34

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



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

	For integration
	47.0
	57.4
	53.8
	57.5
	42.9
	44.9
	43.6
	35.7
	33.1
	32.1
	31.4
	29.0
	34.0

	Against integration
	34.1
	20.9
	26.3
	23.8
	25.0
	28.9
	31.6
	38.8
	43.2
	44.5
	47.8
	42.9
	44.3


	Table 35

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



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

	Integration with Russia
	47.6
	49.3
	51.6
	56.5
	47.5
	46.0
	42.3
	38.1
	31.5
	35.3
	41.4
	47.0
	43.6

	EU Membership
	36.1
	33.7
	24.8
	29.3
	33.3
	30.1
	42.1
	38.0
	50.5
	44.5
	39.1
	37.3
	39.8


It follows from Table 33 that, at least, the tendency for the decline in pro-European moods has changed: the percent of "Euro-Belarusians" has increased significantly. Meanwhile, the number of opponents of Belarus Euro-integration has also grown, though not so much. There established an approximate balance between the proponents and opponents of Euro-integration.

However, the percent of the supporters of the integration with Russia has grown simultaneously, there are still less numerous than the opponents of this project, but the gap has reduced considerably (Table 34).

As for the replies to the dichotomous question on the choice between Russia and European Union, after a burst of pro-Russian moods in the previous quarter there was observed a certain decline in such moods (Table 35).
Hence, in terms of the above wording of the question we can state an approximate balance between the supporters of the alternatives of the geopolitical choice (the overbalance of Russia is a bit more than a coverage error).

However, other aspects of relationships with Russia and European Union have changed more significantly, though over a longer time period (Table 36-37).
	Table 36

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, where do the people have a better life: 

in Belarus or in the EU countries?", %



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

	In the EU countries
	51.0
	42.7
	52.0
	51.6
	66.8

	In Belarus
	26.9
	31.3
	20.8
	16.4
	12.8

	The life is all the same either in Belarus, or in EU
	–*
	14.2
	15.7
	18.8
	11.9

	* This variant of answer was not offered


Emphasis should also be put on the fact of almost four-fold growth of the number of those who assesses the Russian life standard higher than the Belarusian one, as well as the fact of the ratio change: whereas in the mid-2000s the percent of those who preferred the Belarusian way of life had been for several years exceeding the percent of those considering that they were better off in Russia, nowadays the ratio is reversed (Table 37).
	Table 37

	Dynamics of answering the question: "In your opinion, where do the people have a better life: 

in Belarus or in Russia?", %



	Variant of answer
	12'02
	03'03
	09'03
	03'04
	06'06
	01'07
	06'12

	In Russia
	44.0
	39.5
	36.8
	30.4
	12.0
	11.8
	38.8

	In Belarus
	35.1
	34.2
	29.1
	34.1
	44.6
	51.0
	23.0

	The life is all the same either in Belarus, or in Russia
	20.9
	26.3
	28.5
	28.3
	39.4
	30.3
	31.8


	Table 38

	Distribution of the answers to the question: "Would you like to work/study abroad?", % 

(more than one answer is possible)



	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Young people

(18-29)
	Higher 

education
	Euro-Integration supporters

	No, I wouldn’t 
	46.3
	16.6
	38.4
	28.7

	Yes, in Germany
	15.1
	26.2
	19.0
	20.6

	Yes, in the USA
	11.4
	23.8
	12.5
	16.9

	Yes, in Russia
	8.9
	10.8
	9.2
	7.4

	Yes, in Poland
	7.8
	13.1
	10.8
	11.6

	Yes, in Czech Republic
	4.3
	6.4
	6.6
	6.2

	Yes, in Lithuania
	2.8
	4.7
	3.6
	3.7

	Yes, in Ukraine
	0.5
	1.2
	0
	0.8

	Yes, in another country
	9.8
	16.0
	11.1
	14.9

	Yes, in any country, if only it isn’t Belarus
	8.2
	13.1
	8.5
	12.1


Probably, such comparisons are one of the reasons explaining the fact that many Belarusians would prefer to go abroad for work or study (Table 38).

The above data may be analyzed from the opposite perspective (cf.: a glass may be half full and half empty, which is all the same). Approximately every second of the respondents does not feel like going anywhere from Belarus even for a while. On the other hand, almost the same number of respondents (slightly more than 50%) would prefer to leave the Motherland for a while, moreover, 8% would like to go anywhere, if only from Belarus. Thereat, the preferred destinations of study and work are Europe and the USA.

The wish to see the world is especially popular with the young people. But if they at all times and everywhere have been carried away with ‘the wind of adventure’, the same could not be said about persons with higher education and ‘Euro-Belarusians. Regarding these social groups, it is an obvious case of frustration, a feeling of no opportunity to realize oneself in the contemporary Belarus. However, there is rather a big distance from a wish or even intention to the realization thereof, so the emigration potential is not so much a forecasting parameter as an indicator of the attitude of people to the current situation in their own country.

As was shown above, we can observe an approximate balance between the supporters of the alternatives of the Belarusian geopolitical choice. At the same time, as regards the question on the opportunity to receive economic aid, hopes are mostly pinned with Russia (Table 39).
	Table 39

	Distribution of the answers to the question: "Which country or union of nations could provide economic aid to Belarus under the conditions you think acceptable?" (more than one answer is possible)


	Variant of answer
	%

	Russia
	50.6

	The European Union
	32.2

	China
	21.5

	The USA
	8.4

	DA
	9.9


Nonetheless, a sum of hopes for the West (EU+USA) makes up 40.6%. In the context of Russian generous gifts showering upon Belarus in the recent months, and rather adversary relationships of the official Minsk with the West, this level of hopes for the Western aid seems fairly high.

In March 2012, V. Putin became president of Russia again. It would be curious to contrast the attitude to the old new president of Russia against the attitude to his predecessor likewise in three months after the election (Table 40).
	Table 40

	Attitude to the presidents of Russia, %



	Variant of answer
	"What is your attitude to the new president 

of Russia D. Medvedev?" (06'08)
	"What is your attitude to the president 

of Russia V. Putin?" (06'12)

	Positive
	62.3
	47.8

	Indifferent
	32.8
	35.2

	Negative
	4.7
	13.1

	DA/NA
	0.2
	3.9


The attitude to V. Putin is definitely positive, but it is notably worse than the attitude to D. Medvedev was after the election of the latter. However, D. Medvedev in June 2008 was, in fact, the unknown for Belarusians, "a pig in a poke (or rather a bear! the Russian family name "Medvedev" derives from the word "medved", which is "bear" in English)", and a warm attitude to him was a kind of advance pay. V. Putin is a well-known character in Belarus, and not all Belarusians enjoy his policy towards Belarus.

A reserved attitude to the incumbent president of Russia is also confirmed by the dynamics of his "ideal rating", i.e. the percent of respondents who have chosen V. Putin, while answering the question "Who of the politicians listed below do you sympathize with most of all, who matches your political ideal?": June 2004, 39.3%; 4 years ago, 31.2%; today, 19.2%.

It is notable that the attitude to the favorite foreign-policy child of V. Putin, i.e. the Eurasian Union, near exactly matches the attitude to his persona (Table 41).
	Table 41

	Distribution of the answers to the question: "President of Russia V. Putin has declared creation of a close Eurasian union with participation of Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan and, possibly, other countries one of his political priorities. What is your attitude to this idea?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Positive
	48.7

	Indifferent
	31.4

	Negative
	10.7

	DA/NA
	9.2


	Table 42

	Distribution of the answers to the question: "From January 1, 2012 Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia are in the Common Economic Space. In your opinion, what are the consequences of Belarus joining this interstate structure?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	Only positive
	14.2

	More positive than negative
	32.2

	More negative than positive
	13.9

	Only negative
	4.1

	None
	24.6

	DA/NA
	11.0


To all appearances, the mass consciousness tends to identify not the leader with the country, but rather the politician and the policy, so the attitude to V. Putin and to Putin’s policy is closely related. Besides, as regards the long-term plans of the Kremlin Master,  nearly  every  tenth is against these plans, while the assessment of effectiveness of the Eurasian Union approach invokes a wider disillusionment (Table 42).

Nevertheless, in this case again the percent of supporters is approximately the same as the percent of the supporters of V. Putin, and the same as the number of the supporters of his plan of a Eurasian union, that is almost a half of the respondents.

In general, there are very few people who expect big changes in the Belarus-Russia relationships from V. Putin’s come-back to the Kremlin (Table 43).
	Table 43

	Distribution of the answers to the question: "In your opinion, how will the relationships between 

Belarus and Russia change under the new president of Russia?"


	Variant of answer
	%

	They’ll be better than under D. Medvedev
	19.8

	They’ll remain the same as under D. Medvedev
	60.0

	They’ll be worse than under D. Medvedev
	12.3

	DA/NA
	7.9


What intrigues in the replies to the questions about the Eurasian Union and the Common Economic Space is quite a small percent of stern opponents of these projects; they make up 10.7% and 18% correspondingly. Well, where are the rest "Euro-Belarusians", who, according to the questions of Tables 33 and 35, make up about 40%? Are they afraid? But why aren’t they afraid to say that they prefer integration with EU and not with Russia? Don’t they understand that CES and the Eurasian Union do not very much agree with the slogan "Belarus goes to Europe" even in the context of the rhetoric "integration of integrations"?

Apparently, they don’t understand in a sense, to be more exact, they don’t want to accept the rigid disjunction of the geopolitical choice. And the reasons for this are cultural and mental by nature according to the data of Tables 44 and 45.
	Table 44

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you rather consider yourself a modern European person 

or a Soviet person?", %



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

	I consider myself rather a modern European person
	36.0
	41.3
	47.2

	I consider myself a Soviet person
	52.0
	46.1
	45.6

	DA/NA
	12.0
	12.6
	7.2


	Table 45

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



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

	To Russians
	74.5
	69.9
	68.0
	68.2

	To Europeans
	19.4
	29.6
	25.8
	31.2

	NA
	6.1
	0.5
	6.2
	0.6


Over the six years, "the Soviet club" has lost some members and they do not make up a majority any more, but they are still in the majority (Table 44). Moreover, cultural self-identity is even more exhibitory. Whereas in the political context there is an approximate balance between the geopolitical alternatives, in the cultural and mental sense, one alternative overbalances the other more than twice (Table 45).

The data of Table 46 reveal the structure of the above identification variants.
	Table 46

	Correlation of the answers to the questions: "Do you rather consider yourself a modern European person or a Soviet person?" and "Who do you feel closer to: Russians or Europeans?"*,%



	"Do you rather consider yourself a modern European person or a Soviet person?"
	"Who do you feel closer to: Russians or Europeans?"

	
	To Russians
	To Europeans

	I consider myself rather a modern European person
	43.7
	55.9

	I consider myself a Soviet person
	91.9
	7.9

	* The table should be read horizontally


"Soviet people" demonstrate their close relationship to Russians in a vast majority. However, almost a half of "Europeans" also feel closer to Russians and not to Europeans. This internal ambivalence (even not of the society as a whole, but of individual mentalities) explains well many contradictions in the Belarusian geopolitical choice.

Table 47 illustrates relations of this choice with the most of the indicator described above.
	Table 47

	Correlation of the geopolitical choice and socio-demographic and political characteristics *, %



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

	
	Integration with Russia
	EU Membership
	NA/DA

	Age:

	18-19
	20.8
	68.8
	10.4

	20-24
	29.8
	58.3
	11.9

	25-29
	30.3
	53.1
	16.6

	30-39
	34.9
	49.4
	15.7

	40-49 
	43.2
	37.5
	19.3

	50-59
	48.5
	36.5
	15.0

	60 +
	61.2
	19.3
	19.5

	Gender:

	Male
	38.3
	45.9
	15.8

	Female
	48.1
	34.6
	17.3

	Education:

	Primary 
	65.2
	13.0
	21.7

	Incomplete secondary 
	54.2
	22.4
	23.4

	General Secondary 
	42.5
	42.0
	15.6

	Secondary Vocational 
	42.3
	42.5
	15.2

	Higher (incl. undergraduate)
	37.4
	45.9
	16.7

	Do you use the Internet?

	Yes, every day
	29.5
	56.8
	13.7

	Yes, several days a week
	35.3
	48.0
	16.7

	Yes, several days a month
	48.8
	31.8
	19.4

	Yes, several days a year
	58.6
	27.6
	13.8

	No
	52.3
	29.4
	18.3

	I don’t know what it is
	80.4
	3.9
	15.7

	Where do the people have a better life, in Belarus or in the EU countries?

	In the EU countries
	32.3
	52.6
	15.1

	In Belarus
	78.6
	7.3
	14.1

	All the same
	52.8
	23.6
	23.6

	Compare the life standard in Belarus and in Russia. Where is it higher?

	It is higher in Russia
	41.7
	43.7
	14.6

	It is higher in Belarus
	58.0
	27.5
	14.5

	Equal
	37.0
	44.5
	18.5

	Do you feel closer to Russians or Europeans?

	To Russians
	57.3
	26.3
	16.3

	To Europeans
	13.7
	69.4
	16.9

	Do you rather consider yourself a modern European person or a Soviet person?

	I consider myself rather a modern European person
	30.8
	55.9
	13.3

	I consider myself rather a Soviet person
	56.9
	25.2
	17.9

	What is attitude to the president of Russia V. Putin?

	Positive
	60.8
	24.5
	14.6

	Indifferent
	29.2
	51.9
	18.9

	Negative
	19.3
	68.5
	12.2

	President of Russia V. Putin has declared creation of a close Eurasian union with participation of Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan and, possibly, other countries one of his political priorities. What is your attitude to this idea?

	Positive
	62.1
	23.7
	14.1

	Negative
	10.0
	76.9
	13.1

	Indifferent
	30.6
	50.9
	18.5

	From January 1, 2012 Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia are in the Common Economic Space. In your opinion, what are the consequences of Belarus joining this interstate structure?

	Only positive
	72.9
	19.6
	7.5

	More positive than negative
	57.3
	24.2
	18.4

	More negative than positive
	9.6
	74.0
	16.3

	Only negative
	4.9
	77.0
	18.0

	Which country or union of nations could provide economic aid to Belarus under the conditions you think 
acceptable? (more than one variant is possible)

	Russia
	70.7
	16.4
	12.9

	The European Union
	9.1
	77.0
	13.9

	China
	49.2
	36.2
	14.6

	The USA
	20.5
	61.4
	18.1

	Do you consider yourself in opposition to the acting authorities?

	Yes
	19.4
	69.1
	11.5

	No
	51.5
	31.9
	16.6

	Do you trust the president?

	Yes, I do
	59.9
	21.5
	18.6

	No, I don’t
	32.3
	53.7
	14.0

	Who did you vote for at presidential elections 2010?

	A. Lukashenko
	62.0
	21.1
	16.9

	V. Neklyaev
	23.1
	65.9
	11.0

	A. Sannikov
	15.6
	68.8
	15.6

	* The table should be read horizontally


The correlation of the geopolitical choice and socio-demographic characteristics has been described in IISEPS materials many times and this correlation remains unchanged: young people, educated people, men, frequent users of the Internet are more attracted by Europe, and the elderly, undereducated people, women, and people rarely using the Internet, by Russia.

The assessments of the life standards in Belarus and abroad are associated with the geopolitical choice which is a bit paradoxical: those who think the life is better in Belarus than in Russia choose Russia; those who assess higher the Russian life standard choose EU.

The cultural identity has a great effect on the choice, but it doesn’t fully determines it: a quarter of not only the respondents who feel closer to Russians but also of those considering themselves Soviet people prefer Europe and not Russia.

The attitude to V. Putin and his policy towards Belarus are related with the geopolitical choice, but this correlation is mostly one-way: those having a negative attitude to the president of Russia and his geopolitical project almost all choose EU; those demonstrating an indifferent attitude are also for EU but not all of them; those supporting V. Putin and his policy are for Russia in the majority, but nearly a quarter of the latter are for Euro-integration.

And finally, internal political preferences are related to the choice between Russia and EU in a well expectable manner: those who are for A. Lukashenko are for Russia; those who are against are for EU.

Belarusian pantheon
In IISEPS June poll 2012 we again asked the question about the politicians of the past and present the most sympathetic or ideal for the respondents. The question was closed; the respondents were offered to choose from the fixed list (Table 48).
	Table 48

	Dynamics of answering the question: "Who among the political figures listed below do you sympathize with most of all, who matches your political ideal?", % (more than one answer is possible)



	Variant of answer
	06'96
	06'04
	06'08
	06'12

	Piotr Masherov
	45.2
	32.7
	23.5
	23.2

	Alexander Lukashenko
	–
	21.3
	25.2
	20.6

	Vladimir Putin
	–*
	39.3
	31.2
	19.2

	Peter I
	34.2
	30.9
	18.5
	16.1

	Kastus Kalinowsky
	4.2
	11.0
	13.6
	15.1

	Catherine II
	–
	15.4
	12.5
	12.9

	Margaret Thatcher
	19.5
	–
	10.1
	11.1

	Prince Vitaut
	2.2
	6.6
	8.8
	9.3

	Mikhail Gorbachev
	4.2
	8.7
	7.6
	7.2

	Vaclav Havel
	–
	–
	3.6
	6.5

	Lech Walensa
	–
	–
	1.9
	5.7

	Charles de Gaulle
	3.9
	–
	6.5
	5.4

	Vladimir Lenin
	18.7
	8.6
	8.2
	5.2

	Leo Sapega
	–
	6.5
	4.9
	5.2

	Franklin Roosevelt
	–
	–
	4.9
	5.2

	Winston Churchill
	2.1
	–
	4.6
	4.3

	Joseph Stalin
	10.8
	9.0
	6.3
	3.9

	Ronald Reagan
	–
	–
	2.3
	2.7

	Leonid Brezhnev
	20.0
	13.2
	–
	–

	Nikita Khrushchev
	6.4
	6.5
	–
	–

	Yuri Andropov
	12.9
	–
	–
	–

	Piotr Stolypin
	10.8
	–
	–
	–

	John Kennedy
	9.1
	–
	–
	–

	Augusto Pinochet
	2.4
	–
	–
	–

	Adolph Hitler
	2.2
	–
	–
	–

	* This politician was not included in the relevant questionnaire list


Considering the data of Table 48, several aspects should be noted. P. Masherov just like 16 years ago ranks first again. However, it has happened not due to the growth of his own rating, which practically hasn’t changed for the last four years, but due to the decline in the ratings of his closest rivals, A. Lukashenko and V. Putin. The decline in the "ideal"  rating of the incumbent president of Belarus corresponds to the decline in other assessments of his activity: whereas in June 2008 his electoral rating made up 38.9%, in June of the current year it is 29.7%. Upon fall of the electoral rating by 10 points the decline in the "ideal" rating only by 5 points is not so bad a result. In fact, A. Lukashenko’s rating nearly returned to the level of 2004.

In contrast, the "ideal" rating of his Russian colleague descended dramatically as against the level eight years before, almost 4 (!) times lower. Meanwhile, the respondents’ attitude to him is good on the whole, 47% have a positive attitude to him. However, V. Putin is no longer "a white hat" for Belarusians. To all appearances, his "ideal" rating in Belarus was exposed to erosion on both sides: A. Lukashenko’s supporters were irritated by the conflicts, while the democratic part of the community was astonished at the Russian protests that began in December last year.

Speaking of other trends we should emphasize a steady growth of popularity of such Belarusian heroes as Prince Vitaut and K. Kalinowsky. The latter has already joined the five leaders. It is hard to forecast whether this trend develops, but it is for the first time when the five leaders include not only A. Lukashenko, and Russian and Soviet politicians.

Besides, tsars or kings hold pride of place in the Pantheon of the Belarusian mass consciousness but their popularity is either stable, or falling. Tsar Peter І and the leader of anti-tsar rebellion K. Kalinowsky have almost "met": one going down, the other going up the rating list.

Moreover, we’d like to draw your attention to material decline in the popularity of V. Lenin and J. Stalin. A. Lukashenko’s popular statement "Lenin and Stalin are symbols of our people" is just contrary to the fact.

Another curious phenomenon is the growth of the popularity of the leaders of the Central European anticommunist revolutions V. Havel and L. Walensa.

If we consider good feelings towards various politicians as an indicator of loyalty towards one or other historical discourse, version of the Belarusian history and place of Belarus in the world and throughout time, we can state a gradual departure from not only the Soviet narrative, but also the Russian one, and approach to the proper Belarusian narrative (in the range from Vitaut and K. Kalinowsky to P. Masherov and A. Lukashenko) and to the European one, though still at a very slow pace.

The data of Table 48 give an overall picture. And the difference of hero hierarchies of various Belarusian social groups can be seen in Table 49.
We can observe both the significant differences and the structural unity. The protagonist of the young is K. Kalinowsky, however, Vitaut also ranks among the five together with the Russians V. Putin, Peter I and Catherine II. The elderly (by the way, every second) choose A. Lukashenko as their protagonist, then follow P. Masherov, V. Putin and Tsar Peter.

Obviously, the hero lists of the Belarusian young people and old people overlap to a certain extent, and exactly as regards the Russian rulers.

The groups of different geopolitical orientations and political preferences show the largest gap (by times and even ten times) as regards the persona of the incumbent president of Belarus. As regards other heroes the gaps are markedly smaller. "Euro-Belarusians" just like the young rank K. Kalinowsky first, but P. Masherov ranks second with them; those who do not trust the president rank the same heroes first and second, but the order is reversed. The top five ideal politicians of both the groups include the Russian emperor and empress; the only group that rank a European politician among the five leaders, and namely, the former British Prime Minister M. Thatcher, is the group of "Euro-Belarusians".

	Table 49

	Hero pantheon subject to socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences*, %



	Variant of answer
	All 
respondents
	Age
	Geopolitical choice
	Do you trust the president?

	
	
	18-29
	30-59
	60 +
	For the Union with Russia
	For EU Membership
	Yes
	No

	Piotr Masherov
	23.2
	9.3
	25.6
	31.6
	28.5
	17.8
	23.7
	23.3

	Alexander Lukashenko
	20.6
	9.6
	14.5
	45.4
	31.7
	8.7
	49.7
	1.7

	Vladimir Putin
	19.2
	16.0
	19.9
	20.7
	28.9
	11.7
	24.5
	15.2

	Peter I
	16.1
	15.7
	17.0
	14.4
	19.6
	13.9
	15.6
	17.0

	Kastus Kalinowsky
	15.1
	19.8
	15.7
	8.9
	12.9
	18.5
	10.9
	18.4

	Catherine II
	12.9
	15.7
	12.9
	9.8
	11.6
	14.6
	9.4
	14.0

	Margaret Thatcher
	11.1
	12.2
	12.8
	6.0
	9.2
	14.1
	9.2
	11.8

	Prince Vitaut
	9.3
	15.7
	8.3
	5.5
	7.4
	11.9
	8.0
	10.3

	Mikhail Gorbachev
	7.2
	7.0
	7.6
	6.6
	6.1
	7.7
	7.6
	6.3

	Vaclav Havel
	6.5
	3.8
	7.8
	6.3
	3.2
	9.4
	1.4
	10.3

	Lech Walensa
	5.7
	4.9
	6.6
	4.3
	2.8
	9.1
	2.8
	8.2

	Charles de Gaulle
	5.4
	5.0
	6.6
	3.2
	5.7
	5.4
	5.7
	5.5

	Vladimir Lenin
	5.2
	5.0
	4.3
	7.5
	6.6
	3.4
	8.0
	3.2

	Leo Sapega
	5.2
	7.0
	6.2
	1.1
	2.3
	8.1
	3.1
	6.9

	Franklin Roosevelt
	5.2
	5.8
	4.7
	2.0
	2.9
	6.1
	2.9
	5.5

	Winston Churchill
	4.3
	7.8
	5.9
	1.1
	3.1
	8.7
	2.6
	6.9

	Joseph Stalin
	3.9
	2.6
	4.3
	4.0
	5.1
	2.0
	4.9
	3.2

	Ronald Reagan
	2.7
	4.9
	2.4
	1.4
	2.3
	3.4
	1.6
	3.6

	* The highlighted values in each column are five most popular personalities in the relevant group


Not only A. Lukashenko’s supporters, but also "Belo-Russians"rank the president of Belarus first, and P. Masherov and V. Putin second and third. However, it is curious that both the groups have ranked not only Tsar Peter but also K. Kalinowsky among the five leaders.

Neither the society as a whole, nor the groups sharply differing in their demographic and political characteristics totally fall within one or other mentally consistent discourse. The heroes of "Euro-Belarusians" are P. Masherov and Russian emperors; the heroes of A. Lukashenko’s supporters are again the officially ignored P. Masherov and the rioter K. Kalinowsky. We can observe a certain tendency over 16 years, but this tendency is still very ambiguous and contradictory.

Whereas the political and geopolitical dispositions in the society are more or less clearly determined, the situation with the Hero Pantheon that reflects understanding of the history is more complex. Another fact that should be drawn attention to is that Belarusians do not now have any consensus heroes whose popularity would exceed 25%. The problem is not that their heroes are not good from somebody’s point of view; the problem is that there are no heroes at all in a sense.

Some results of the opinion poll conducted in June, 2012 (%)

1. "What statement do you agree with?"

Table 1.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age:

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

	Belarus needs changes 
	77.3
	75.0
	88.0
	89.7
	90.0
	80.1
	81.5
	52.9

	Belarus doesn’t need changes
	15.1
	6.3
	4.7
	6.2
	5.4
	14.6
	10.9
	35.9

	DA/NA
	7.6
	18.7
	7.3
	4.1
	4.6
	5.3
	7.6
	11.2


Table 1.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Belarus needs changes 
	39.8
	56.1
	76.9
	82.3
	89.8

	Belarus doesn’t need changes
	48.4
	31.8
	13.0
	11.8
	7.9

	DA/NA
	11.8
	12.1
	10.1
	5.9
	2.3


Table 1.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Belarus needs changes 
	87.7
	81.9
	80.4
	56.8
	88.6

	Belarus doesn’t need changes
	7.0
	11.5
	7.6
	32.4
	7.1

	DA/NA
	5.3
	6.6
	12.0
	10.8
	4.3


Table 1.4. Depending on the 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

	Belarus needs changes 
	76.6
	81.3
	86.4
	84.2
	82.7
	52.5
	75.1

	Belarus doesn’t need changes
	15.5
	11.6
	8.0
	11.7
	14.2
	32.2
	14.7

	DA/NA
	7.9
	7.1
	5.6
	4.1
	3.1
	15.3
	10.2


Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Belarus needs changes 
	76.6
	78.3
	74.8
	83.1
	75.0

	Belarus doesn’t need changes
	15.5
	12.9
	19.9
	9.8
	16.4

	DA/NA
	7.9
	8.8
	5.3
	7.1
	8.6


2. "How would you assess your relationships with the authorities?"

Table 2.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Contacting with the authorities I draw what I need out of them
	7.6
	2.1
	4.6
	3.4
	7.3
	8.6
	10.2
	9.2

	My life fully depends on the authorities
	22.5
	12.5
	13.2
	22.8
	16.9
	18.9
	22.6
	34.8

	I live relying only on myself and avoid contacts with the authorities
	63.3
	68.8
	78.1
	67.6
	69.7
	66.4
	60.0
	49.4

	DA/NA
	6.6
	16.6
	4.1
	6.2
	6.1
	6.1
	7.2
	6.6


Table 2.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Contacting with the authorities I draw what I need out of them
	5.4
	7.5
	6.5
	8.8
	8.9

	My life fully depends on the authorities
	34.4
	34.6
	19.7
	23.4
	19.0

	I live relying only on myself and avoid contacts with the authorities
	54.8
	50.5
	65.9
	62.4
	66.9

	DA/NA
	5.4
	7.4
	7.9
	5.4
	5.2


Table 2.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Contacting with the authorities I draw what I need out of them
	9.6
	7.2
	4.3
	7.0
	8.7

	My life fully depends on the authorities
	14.9
	21.0
	15.2
	37.5
	15.9

	I live relying only on myself and avoid contacts with the authorities
	69.4
	65.9
	69.6
	50.5
	71.0

	DA/NA
	6.1
	5.9
	10.9
	5.0
	4.4


Table 2.4. Depending on the 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

	Contacting with the authorities I draw what I need out of them
	6.3
	4.5
	1.9
	17.0
	15.7
	4.7
	6.6

	My life fully depends on the authorities
	20.6
	35.7
	16.4
	19.9
	18.2
	29.4
	18.7

	I live relying only on myself and avoid contacts with the authorities
	70.4
	57.6
	68.7
	57.3
	57.6
	58.2
	68.0

	DA/NA
	2.7
	2.2
	13.0
	5.8
	8.5
	7.7
	6.7


Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Contacting with the authorities I draw what I need out of them
	6.3
	8.3
	7.2
	11.0
	6.2

	My life fully depends on the authorities
	20.6
	16.7
	25.2
	26.3
	23.6

	I live relying only on myself and avoid contacts with the authorities
	70.4
	66.3
	62.7
	54.5
	62.1

	DA/NA
	2.7
	8.7
	4.9
	8.2
	8.1


3. "Recently in the opposition circles there has been put forward a proposal on the creation of the government-in-exile, because, according to the opinion of the supporters of this idea, the acting authorities do not represent the Belarusian nation and are unlawful. What do you think about this idea?"

Table 3.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	The government-in-exile should be created
	9.4
	14.9
	19.2
	13.8
	11.8
	7.5
	3.8
	6.6

	A Belarusian government-in-exile already exists, it is the BNR Rada.
	5.2
	8.5
	7.3
	5.5
	5.0
	4.6
	5.3
	3.7

	We must struggle for power inside Belarus and not create a government abroad
	41.8
	25.5
	39.1
	46.2
	49.6
	49.6
	46.4
	27.6

	The acting Belarusian authorities are lawful and legitimate and no governments-in-exile could represent any nation
	28.3
	19.2
	13.9
	19.3
	19.1
	26.8
	32.8
	44.5

	DA/NA
	15.3
	31.9
	20.5
	15.2
	14.5
	11.5
	11.7
	17.6


Table 3.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	The government-in-exile should be created
	9.8
	9.3
	10.5
	8.4
	8.8

	A Belarusian government-in-exile already exists, it is the BNR Rada.
	6.5
	1.9
	6.7
	4.1
	4.9

	We must struggle for power inside Belarus and not create a government abroad
	9.8
	25.2
	38.9
	50.3
	50.3

	The acting Belarusian authorities are lawful and legitimate and no governments-in-exile could represent any nation
	53.3
	41.1
	26.4
	22.4
	27.8

	DA/NA
	20.6
	22.5
	17.5
	14.8
	8.2


Table 3.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	The government-in-exile should be created
	12.9
	7.4
	18.5
	6.2
	13.0

	A Belarusian government-in-exile already exists, it is the BNR Rada.
	5.1
	5.2
	6.5
	4.3
	7.2

	We must struggle for power inside Belarus and not create a government abroad
	51.4
	46.6
	31.5
	28.4
	37.7

	The acting Belarusian authorities are lawful and legitimate and no governments-in-exile could represent any nation
	19.6
	25.8
	18.5
	42.7
	29.0

	DA/NA
	11.0
	15.0
	25.0
	18.4
	13.1


Table 3.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	The government-in-exile should be created
	13.1
	11.2
	15.0
	10.0
	6.6
	2.8
	4.9

	A Belarusian government-in-exile already exists, it is the BNR Rada.
	3.8
	8.5
	4.7
	2.4
	7.1
	4.0
	5.3

	We must struggle for power inside Belarus and not create a government abroad
	40.5
	48.7
	43.2
	32.4
	47.5
	34.7
	44.0

	The acting Belarusian authorities are lawful and legitimate and no governments-in-exile could represent any nation
	32.6
	26.3
	23.1
	45.2
	14.6
	41.5
	17.8

	DA/NA
	10.0
	5.3
	13.6
	10.0
	24.2
	17.0
	28.0


Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The government-in-exile should be created
	13.1
	4.9
	15.1
	2.8
	9.6

	A Belarusian government-in-exile already exists, it is the BNR Rada.
	3.8
	4.9
	6.2
	3.1
	6.8

	We must struggle for power inside Belarus and not create a government abroad
	40.5
	45.6
	37.0
	46.5
	40.8

	The acting Belarusian authorities are lawful and legitimate and no governments-in-exile could represent any nation
	32.6
	25.9
	27.9
	30.3
	25.7

	DA/NA
	10.0
	26.3
	13.8
	17.3
	17.1


4. "On January 7 2010 a political activist Sergei Kovalenko hung the white-red-white flag on the New-Year’s Tree in the center of Vitebsk, for which act he was given a three year suspended sentence. At the end of 2011 he was arrested on the charge of the violation of the service regime and sentenced to 2 years and one month of colony. Being in prison he went on hunger strike in protest, which was the reason for his taking to a psycho hospital. As regards S. Kovalenko, there exist different points of view. Which one do you agree with?"

Table 4.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	He is a national hero
	4.9
	8.5
	9.3
	4.2
	7.3
	3.6
	3.8
	2.6

	He is a person suffering for his beliefs
	31.5
	31.9
	36.4
	44.4
	34.2
	36.1
	32.8
	17.2

	He is a joker, clown
	9.6
	10.6
	6.0
	8.3
	8.1
	7.9
	9.8
	14.1

	He is insane
	12.4
	6.4
	7.9
	7.6
	6.9
	11.4
	13.6
	21.3

	I don’t care about him
	32.3
	29.8
	33.1
	27.1
	35.4
	32.1
	32.5
	32.5

	DA/NA
	9.3
	12.8
	7.3
	8.4
	8.1
	8.9
	7.5
	12.3


Table 4.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	He is a national hero
	2.2
	2.8
	5.4
	5.7
	4.3

	He is a person suffering for his beliefs
	12.9
	13.0
	28.0
	36.7
	42.4

	He is a joker, clown
	9.7
	15.7
	9.6
	7.7
	10.5

	He is insane
	28.0
	20.4
	12.5
	10.0
	7.9

	I don’t care about him
	35.3
	35.1
	34.7
	29.9
	29.3

	DA/NA
	11.9
	13.0
	9.8
	10.0
	5.6


Table 4.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	He is a national hero
	4.8
	4.9
	12.2
	2.2
	11.6

	He is a person suffering for his beliefs
	41.9
	33.2
	32.2
	18.1
	34.8

	He is a joker, clown
	6.2
	9.3
	8.9
	13.8
	7.2

	He is insane
	10.4
	9.5
	6.7
	20.8
	11.6

	I don’t care about him
	30.6
	33.6
	31.1
	33.0
	27.5

	DA/NA
	6.1
	9.5
	8.9
	12.1
	7.2


Table 4.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	He is a national hero
	4.1
	9.3
	0.5
	9.3
	5.6
	0.6
	5.3

	He is a person suffering for his beliefs
	28.1
	28.0
	39.3
	20.9
	42.3
	16.4
	41.8

	He is a joker, clown
	11.6
	9.8
	7.9
	19.8
	5.1
	11.3
	3.1

	He is insane
	11.6
	11.1
	11.2
	19.8
	8.2
	18.6
	9.3

	I don’t care about him
	41.8
	38.7
	28.0
	16.2
	23.5
	41.8
	30.2

	DA/NA
	2.8
	3.1
	13.1
	14.0
	15.3
	11.3
	10.5


Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	He is a national hero
	4.1
	3.1
	7.9
	3.5
	5.2

	He is a person suffering for his beliefs
	28.1
	37.5
	29.8
	34.5
	29.5

	He is a joker, clown
	11.6
	7.3
	11.5
	9.8
	8.1

	He is insane
	11.6
	13.5
	15.1
	8.2
	13.1

	I don’t care about him
	41.8
	28.0
	29.2
	31.4
	31.1

	DA/NA
	2.8
	10.7
	6.5
	12.6
	13.0


5. "In March Dmitry Konovalov and Vladislav Kovalev the convicts with regard to the case of the act of terrorism in the Minsk Metro were executed. The president did not exercise his right of pardon, i.e. relief from punishment or commutation to a less severe sentence, for either of them. What do you think about this decision?"

Table 5.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	The decision is right, both should have been executed
	37.8
	39.6
	26.5
	29.7
	33.2
	34.9
	38.9
	51.0

	Konovalov should have been executed, and Kovalev should have been pardoned
	7.0
	6.3
	6.0
	5.5
	9.9
	7.1
	7.5
	5.5

	Both should have been pardoned
	34.4
	37.5
	45.0
	36.6
	38.2
	37.0
	33.2
	24.2

	DA/NA
	20.8
	16.6
	22.5
	28.3
	18.7
	21.0
	18.4
	19.3


Table 5.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	The decision is right, both should have been executed
	63.4
	50.9
	40.1
	34.1
	25.9

	Konovalov should have been executed, and Kovalev should have been pardoned
	4.3
	6.5
	5.4
	7.0
	10.5

	Both should have been pardoned
	17.2
	26.2
	34.8
	36.1
	39.0

	DA/NA
	15.1
	16.4
	19.7
	22.8
	24.6


Table 5.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	The decision is right, both should have been executed
	27.7
	35.7
	41.3
	49.6
	39.1

	Konovalov should have been executed, and Kovalev should have been pardoned
	9.0
	7.2
	6.5
	5.9
	2.9

	Both should have been pardoned
	40.1
	35.4
	37.0
	26.4
	33.3

	DA/NA
	23.2
	21.7
	15.2
	18.1
	24.7


Table 5.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	The decision is right, both should have been executed
	38.8
	41.1
	13.1
	52.6
	16.2
	43.8
	59.8

	Konovalov should have been executed, and Kovalev should have been pardoned
	7.6
	8.5
	2.3
	11.1
	8.1
	10.1
	2.2

	Both should have been pardoned
	35.1
	28.6
	57.7
	28.1
	47.7
	23.0
	19.2

	DA/NA
	18.5
	21.8
	26.9
	8.2
	28.0
	23.1
	18.8


Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	The decision is right, both should have been executed
	38.8
	33.2
	28.0
	53.5
	37.8

	Konovalov should have been executed, and Kovalev should have been pardoned
	7.6
	6.9
	9.1
	3.1
	7.6

	Both should have been pardoned
	35.1
	35.1
	45.6
	25.6
	30.2

	DA/NA
	18.5
	24.8
	17.3
	17.8
	24.4


6. "Will you take part in the voting at Parliamentary Election 2012?"

Table 6.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes, I will
	50.7
	38.8
	37.1
	41.4
	42.5
	50.0
	54.1
	66.0

	No, I won’t
	19.4
	18.4
	25.8
	29.7
	23.0
	22.1
	17.3
	8.9

	I haven’t decided yet
	29.3
	42.8
	37.1
	28.3
	34.5
	27.5
	28.6
	25.1

	NA
	0.6
	0
	0
	0.6
	0
	0.4
	0
	0


Table 6.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, I will
	63.4
	60.7
	46.3
	51.9
	49.3

	No, I won’t
	11.8
	13.1
	21.5
	20.2
	18.6

	I haven’t decided yet
	24.8
	26.2
	32.0
	27.9
	32.0

	NA
	0
	0
	0.2
	0
	0.1


Table 6.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, I will
	35.9
	52.6
	42.9
	66.5
	35.7

	No, I won’t
	29.7
	18.0
	19.8
	9.2
	31.4

	I haven’t decided yet
	43.2
	29.2
	37.3
	24.3
	32.9

	NA
	0.2
	0.2
	0
	0
	0


Table 6.4. Depending on the 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 will
	24.4
	47.6
	55.1
	64.0
	51.3
	61.0
	64.4

	No, I won’t
	29.2
	15.6
	26.6
	14.0
	17.7
	16.9
	11.6

	I haven’t decided yet
	46.0
	36.8
	18.2
	21.5
	31.0
	22.0
	24.0

	NA
	0.4
	0
	0.1
	0.5
	0
	0.1
	0


Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, I will
	24.4
	60.5
	50.7
	60.4
	57.0

	No, I won’t
	29.2
	17.5
	22.2
	12.9
	15.4

	I haven’t decided yet
	46.0
	22.0
	27.1
	26.7
	27.3

	NA
	0.4
	0
	0
	0
	0.3


7. "What do you think, whether the pending elections are free and fair?"

Table 7.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes
	36.8
	27.1
	22.5
	25.0
	22.5
	31.4
	38.5
	63.1

	No
	39.6
	39.6
	48.3
	50.0
	53.1
	45.0
	35.8
	19.3

	DA/NA
	23.6
	33.3
	29.2
	25.0
	24.4
	23.6
	25.7
	17.6


Table 7.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	69.6
	60.7
	35.4
	31.1
	29.2

	No
	17.4
	21.5
	39.4
	45.4
	44.6

	DA/NA
	13.0
	17.8
	25.2
	23.5
	26.2


Table 7.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	20.2
	32.3
	31.5
	62.7
	30.4

	No
	56.0
	40.0
	41.3
	20.3
	49.3

	DA/NA
	23.8
	27.7
	27.2
	17.0
	20.3


Table 7.4. Depending on the 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
	29.0
	32.4
	27.6
	60.0
	20.3
	41.8
	52.7

	No
	46.9
	35.1
	55.6
	28.2
	49.2
	27.7
	28.6

	DA/NA
	24.1
	32.5
	16.8
	11.8
	30.5
	30.5
	18.7


Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	29.0
	36.9
	36.6
	38.4
	41.7

	No
	46.9
	43.0
	41.2
	32.9
	34.9

	DA/NA
	24.1
	20.1
	22.2
	27.7
	22.4


8. "What candidate would you prefer to vote for?"

Table 8.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age:

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

	For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
	27.6
	14.6
	10.6
	15.2
	13.8
	22.9
	27.4
	56.0

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	28.2
	31.3
	38.4
	42.1
	37.9
	32.6
	24.8
	9.2

	For another candidate
	27.4
	31.3
	31.3
	23.4
	29.9
	26.2
	30.8
	22.7

	DA/NA
	16.8
	22.8
	19.7
	19.3
	18.4
	18.3
	15.0
	12.1


Table 8.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
	64.1
	48.1
	27.3
	20.7
	19.7

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	2.2
	12.0
	28.4
	33.6
	33.4

	For another candidate
	21.7
	19.4
	25.1
	30.0
	32.1

	DA/NA
	12.0
	20.5
	19.2
	15.7
	14.8


Table 8.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
	11.2
	21.6
	16.5
	57.7
	17.1

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	43.7
	28.2
	29.7
	10.2
	42.9

	For another candidate
	27.7
	31.6
	34.1
	19.7
	20.0

	DA/NA
	17.4
	18.6
	19.7
	12.4
	20.0


Table 8.4. Depending on the 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 A. Lukashenko’s supporter
	17.2
	19.6
	22.1
	54.1
	17.2
	31.6
	40.0

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	42.6
	40.9
	39.9
	17.6
	25.8
	9.0
	10.7

	For another candidate
	26.5
	26.7
	20.7
	15.3
	39.9
	31.1
	30.7

	DA/NA
	13.7
	12.8
	17.3
	13.0
	17.1
	28.3
	18.6


Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
	17.2
	26.2
	32.7
	25.9
	33.1

	For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
	42.6
	24.7
	22.9
	29.8
	22.7

	For another candidate
	26.5
	30.0
	26.1
	30.2
	25.5

	DA/NA
	13.7
	19.1
	18.3
	14.1
	18.7


9. "In your opinion, will the House of Representatives to be elected at the pending elections represent the interests of the community?"

Table 9.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age:

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

	I think, yes
	38.4
	27.1
	28.0
	29.7
	28.5
	33.2
	42.3
	57.1

	I think, no
	46.2
	47.9
	56.0
	55.9
	56.5
	50.7
	44.5
	28.2

	DA/NA
	15.4
	25.0
	16.0
	14.4
	15.0
	16.1
	13.2
	14.7


Table 9.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	I think, yes
	68.5
	55.1
	36.7
	33.1
	34.1

	I think, no
	19.5
	31.8
	48.1
	50.3
	50.2

	DA/NA
	12.0
	13.1
	15.2
	16.6
	15.7


Table 9.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	I think, yes
	24.6
	37.9
	30.4
	56.2
	30.5

	I think, no
	63.3
	45.2
	48.9
	28.9
	56.5

	DA/NA
	12.1
	16.9
	20.7
	14.9
	13.0


Table 9.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	I think, yes
	24.8
	41.5
	26.3
	59.4
	25.9
	51.7
	48.9

	I think, no
	56.6
	38.8
	63.8
	34.1
	55.8
	36.5
	32.4

	DA/NA
	18.6
	19.7
	9.9
	6.5
	18.3
	11.8
	18.7


Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	I think, yes
	24.8
	38.8
	41.6
	42.0
	43.6

	I think, no
	56.6
	49.0
	44.9
	43.9
	39.2

	DA/NA
	18.6
	12.2
	13.5
	14.1
	17.2


10. "What do you think, whether the election results depend on your vote?"

Table 10.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes, they depend
	9.2
	35.4
	25.3
	23.6
	27.6
	33.6
	38.3
	55.2

	No, they don’t depend
	80.2
	54.2
	69.3
	66.0
	64.4
	56.4
	53.0
	35.6

	DA/NA
	10.6
	10.4
	5.4
	10.4
	8.0
	10.0
	8.7
	9.2


Table 10.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, they depend
	62.4
	51.4
	37.8
	30.2
	31.1

	No, they don’t depend
	31.2
	38.3
	55.5
	60.5
	56.4

	DA/NA
	6.4
	10.3
	6.7
	9.3
	12.5


Table 10.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of Answer
	Status

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

	Yes, they depend
	23.0
	34.9
	34.8
	54.6
	30.0

	No, they don’t depend
	68.3
	55.4
	57.6
	37.0
	62.9

	DA/NA
	8.7
	9.7
	7.6
	8.4
	7.1


Table 10.4. Depending on the 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, they depend
	22.7
	40.0
	20.7
	58.8
	24.9
	50.6
	49.6

	No, they don’t depend
	70.1
	45.8
	72.8
	38.3
	62.4
	39.8
	42.9

	DA/NA
	7.2
	14.2
	6.5
	2.9
	12.7
	9.6
	7.5


Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, they depend
	22.7
	36.9
	36.3
	43.5
	43.1

	No, they don’t depend
	70.1
	58.6
	57.5
	43.9
	44.4

	DA/NA
	7.2
	4.5
	6.2
	12.6
	12.5


11. "If a sympathetic parliamentary candidate should offer you to join his voting team, would you agree to join?"
Table 11.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes
	21.5
	32.7
	25.2
	26.2
	21.5
	27.1
	21.9
	11.2

	No
	68.3
	55.1
	57.6
	61.4
	66.9
	60.7
	72.1
	81.3

	DA/NA
	10.2
	12.2
	17.2
	12.4
	11.6
	12.2
	6.0
	7.5


Table 11.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes
	5.4
	11.1
	20.6
	23.9
	28.0

	No
	89.1
	81.5
	70.2
	63.9
	60.5

	DA/NA
	5.5
	7.4
	9.2
	12.2
	11.5


Table 11.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes
	25.5
	23.0
	31.5
	11.6
	27.1

	No
	62.7
	67.2
	51.1
	81.4
	57.1

	DA/NA
	11.8
	9.8
	17.4
	7.0
	15.8


Table 11.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Yes
	15.8
	23.1
	12.7
	30.4
	23.9
	19.9
	28.1

	No
	78.1
	69.3
	80.8
	64.3
	52.8
	68.8
	58.5

	DA/NA
	6.1
	7.6
	6.5
	5.3
	23.3
	11.3
	13.4


Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes
	15.8
	19.7
	24.2
	28.0
	20.3

	No
	78.1
	70.8
	64.4
	61.0
	66.7

	DA/NA
	6.1
	9.5
	11.4
	11.0
	13.0


12. "What is your opinion, whether a real contest among the candidates will take place at the pending elections or only an imitation of this contest, and the distribution of seats in the House of Representatives will be pre-determined by the authorities?"

Table 12.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	A real contest will take place
	39.1
	31.9
	29.8
	29.5
	28.5
	34.9
	39.1
	59.4

	There will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be pre-determined by the authorities
	46.9
	44.7
	55.6
	58.2
	60.0
	54.1
	47.0
	23.1

	DA/NA
	14.0
	23.4
	14.6
	12.3
	11.5
	11.0
	13.9
	17.5


Table 12.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	A real contest will take place
	70.7
	60.7
	38.7
	32.9
	32.1

	There will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be pre-determined by the authorities
	9.8
	23.4
	46.8
	51.9
	59.0

	DA/NA
	19.5
	15.9
	14.5
	15.2
	8.9


Table 12.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	A real contest will take place
	26.1
	36.6
	33.7
	58.1
	34.3

	There will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be pre-determined by the authorities
	62.7
	50.7
	51.1
	23.5
	51.4

	DA/NA
	11.2
	12.7
	15.2
	18.4
	14.3


Table 12.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	A real contest will take place
	35.7
	46.0
	28.5
	62.4
	22.4
	41.8
	41.5

	There will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be pre-determined by the authorities
	49.1
	44.2
	61.2
	29.4
	60.2
	38.4
	42.0

	DA/NA
	15.2
	9.8
	10.3
	8.2
	17.3
	19.8
	16.5


Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	A real contest will take place
	35.7
	27.8
	45.1
	38.3
	45.1

	There will be only an imitation of the contest, and the seat distribution will be pre-determined by the authorities
	49.1
	55.1
	46.4
	49.6
	38.0

	DA/NA
	15.2
	17.1
	8.5
	12.1
	16.9   


13. "What do you think, whether the opposition candidates have real programs for the improvement of life in the country?"

Table 13.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes, they have
	37.7
	39.6
	35.1
	39.7
	43.3
	38.8
	33.5
	35.6

	No, they haven’t
	40.1
	25.0
	40.4
	34.9
	37.5
	42.3
	45.5
	39.9

	DA/NA
	22.2
	35.4
	24.5
	25.4
	19.2
	18.9
	21.0
	24.5


Table 13.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes, they have
	30.4
	29.9
	37.4
	38.9
	41.6

	No, they haven’t
	48.9
	39.3
	39.5
	39.1
	40.0

	DA/NA
	20.7
	30.8
	23.1
	22.0
	18.4


Table 13.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes, they have
	36.2
	39.3
	40.2
	35.7
	37.1

	No, they haven’t
	37.9
	42.1
	34.8
	41.6
	34.3

	DA/NA
	25.9
	18.1
	25.0
	22.7
	28.6


Table 13.4. Depending on the 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, they have
	33.7
	47.3
	34.3
	52.9
	23.2
	44.4
	32.4

	No, they haven’t
	34.7
	33.0
	55.4
	37.6
	37.9
	34.3
	48.4

	DA/NA
	31.6
	19.7
	10.3
	8.5
	38.9
	21.3
	19.2


Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes, they have
	33.7
	31.6
	36.6
	39.0
	44.8

	No, they haven’t
	34.7
	47.9
	43.1
	40.6
	36.2

	DA/NA
	31.6
	20.5
	20.3
	20.4
	19.0


14. "In your opinion, does independent observation of the election process contribute to increased fairness and objectiveness of the elections?"

Table 14.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes 
	63.7
	61.7
	59.6
	58.2
	59.9
	64.4
	67.2
	67.0

	No 
	27.5
	23.4
	29.8
	36.3
	31.7
	28.2
	26.0
	21.0

	DA/NA
	8.8
	14.9
	10.6
	5.5
	8.4
	7.4
	6.8
	12.0


Table 14.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes 
	69.6
	59.8
	61.1
	64.3
	66.9

	No 
	23.9
	23.4
	29.3
	27.8
	26.6

	DA/NA
	6.5
	16.8
	9.6
	7.9
	6.5


Table 14.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes 
	61.9
	62.3
	65.2
	67.6
	60.0

	No 
	33.1
	29.3
	23.9
	20.3
	27.1

	DA/NA
	5.0
	8.4
	10.9
	12.1
	12.9


Table 14.4. Depending on the 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 
	65.4
	71.0
	45.1
	63.5
	58.1
	75.8
	67.1

	No 
	22.9
	21.4
	51.2
	33.5
	27.3
	18.0
	20.4

	DA/NA
	11.7
	7.6
	3.7
	3.0
	14.1
	6.2
	12.1


Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes 
	65.4
	57.3
	64.4
	73.2
	59.8

	No 
	22.9
	36.3
	28.8
	21.3
	28.2

	DA/NA
	11.7
	6.4
	6.8
	5.5
	12.0


15. "Not only local but also independent and international OSCE observers noted material violation of the election process in the course of Parliamentary Election 2008 and Presidential Election 2010 in Belarus. Have you heard about it?"

Table 15.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Yes 
	49.5
	33.3
	51.0
	51.7
	48.1
	57.1
	61.3
	35.9

	No 
	50.1
	64.6
	49.0
	46.9
	51.5
	42.9
	38.3
	63.8

	NA
	0.4
	2.1
	0
	1.4
	0.5 
	0
	0.4
	0.3


Table 15.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Yes 
	31.5
	26.2
	44..4
	53.7
	66.3

	No 
	68.5
	72.9
	55.2
	45.8
	33.4

	NA
	0
	0.9
	0.4
	0.5
	0.3


Table 15.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Yes 
	61.2
	51.6
	41.8
	35.7
	52.9

	No 
	38.5
	48.2
	57.1
	64.1
	45.7

	NA
	0.3
	0.2
	1.1
	0.2
	1.4


Table 15.4. Depending on the 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 
	65.6
	60.3
	29.1
	41.8
	55.1
	33.0
	51.3

	No 
	34.4
	39.3
	70.9
	57.6
	44.4
	66.5
	48.2

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0
	0.6
	0.5
	0.5
	0.5


Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Yes 
	65.6
	40.7
	56.5
	37.3
	45.8

	No 
	34.4
	58.9
	43.5
	61.6
	53.6

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0
	1.1
	0.6


16. "What is your attitude to the ballot boycott of the pending parliamentary election, which some oppositionists call for?"

Table 16.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Positive
	14.2
	20.4
	20.4
	21.2
	16.9
	15.1
	13.6
	5.7

	Indifferent
	28.0
	30.6
	22.4
	31.5
	36.4
	24.7
	27.9
	24.4

	Negative
	29.5
	16.3
	27.6
	18.5
	24.1
	31.2
	34.0
	35.9

	I’ve heard nothing about it
	28.0
	30.6
	29.6
	28.1
	22.2
	29.0
	24.5
	33.9

	NA
	0.3
	2.1
	0
	0.7
	0.4
	0
	0
	0.1


Table 16.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Positive
	2.2
	4.7
	16.6
	14.3
	16.4

	Indifferent
	28.3
	25.5
	26.7
	27.5
	31.8

	Negative
	30.4
	36.8
	25.8
	28.9
	34.1

	I’ve heard nothing about it
	39.1
	33.0
	30.5
	29.3
	17.7

	NA
	0
	0
	0.4
	0
	0


Table 16.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Positive
	2.2
	4.7
	16.6
	14.3
	16.4

	Indifferent
	28.3
	25.5
	26.7
	27.5
	31.8

	Negative
	30.4
	36.8
	25.8
	28.9
	34.1

	I’ve heard nothing about it
	39.1
	33.0
	30.5
	29.3
	17.7

	NA
	0
	0
	0.4
	0
	0


Table 16.4. Depending on the 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

	Positive
	25.4
	25.4
	1.9
	8.8
	15.8
	6.2
	8.9

	Indifferent
	34.7
	29.9
	32.9
	27.6
	20.4
	17.5
	28.0

	Negative
	25.1
	12.5
	31.9
	42.2
	36.2
	36.2
	28.4

	I’ve heard nothing about it
	14.8
	31.7
	33.3
	20.6
	27.6
	40.1
	34.7

	NA
	0
	0.5
	0
	0.6
	0
	0
	0


Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Positive
	25.4
	8.0
	10.1
	16.9
	14.2

	Indifferent
	34.7
	24.0
	30.1
	21.3
	28.1

	Negative
	25.1
	37.4
	27.8
	28.0
	27.0

	I’ve heard nothing about it
	14.8
	30.2
	31.7
	33.8
	30.7

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0.3
	0
	0


17. "If you had to choose between the integration with Russia and membership in the European Union, what would be your choice?"

Table 17.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Integration with Russia
	43.6
	20.8
	29.8
	30.3
	35.0
	43.2
	48.5
	61.4

	Membership in the European Union
	39.8
	68.8
	58.3
	53.1
	49.6
	37.5
	36.5
	19.3

	DA/NA
	16.6
	10.4
	11.9
	16.6
	15.4
	19.3
	15.0
	19.3


Table 17.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Integration with Russia
	65.2
	54.7
	42.4
	42.3
	37.5

	Membership in the European Union
	13.0
	22.6
	41.9
	42.5
	46.1

	DA/NA
	21.8
	22.7
	15.7
	15.2
	16.4


Table 17.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Integration with Russia
	35.3
	42.2
	24.2
	60.6
	32.9

	Membership in the European 
Union
	50.1
	39.9
	67.0
	19.9
	55.7

	DA/NA
	14.6
	17.9
	8.8
	19.5
	11.4


Table 17.4. Depending on the residence

	Variant of answer
	Region

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

	Integration with Russia
	45.5
	29.5
	58.2
	41.8
	38.9
	52.5
	40.0

	Membership in the European Union
	43.2
	51.8
	29.1
	35.9
	45.5
	28.8
	39.6

	DA/NA
	11.3
	18.7
	13.7
	22.3
	15.6
	18.7
	20.4


Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Integration with Russia
	45.5
	48.7
	48.5
	39.6
	37.5

	Membership in the European Union
	43.2
	36.1
	38.7
	42.7
	38.3

	DA/NA
	11.3
	15.2
	12.8
	17.7
	24.2


18. "From January 1, 2012 Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia are in the Common Economic Space. In your opinion, what are the consequences of Belarus joining this interstate structure?"

Table 18.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Only positive
	14.2
	8.5
	9.3
	8.3
	10.6
	8.9
	15.8
	25.3

	More positive than negative
	32.2
	27.7
	24.5
	31.3
	31.7
	35.7
	34.3
	32.8

	More negative than positive
	13.9
	6.4
	13.9
	14.6
	18.3
	14.3
	15.8
	9.5

	Only negative
	4.1
	4.3
	4.6
	8.3
	3.8
	4.3
	4.5
	1.7

	None
	31.9
	31.8
	27.8
	26.7
	26.8
	21.8
	17.8
	24.6

	DA/NA
	2.7
	21.3
	15.9
	9.8
	8.8
	10.0
	11.8
	12.9


Table 18.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Only positive
	20.7
	23.1
	14.6
	13.2
	10.1

	More positive than negative
	40.2
	34.3
	32.0
	29.1
	33.9

	More negative than positive
	5.4
	5.6
	11.8
	18.4
	16.9

	Only negative
	3.3
	2.8
	4.2
	5.0
	3.6

	None
	17.4
	18.5
	24.2
	25.7
	28.0

	DA/NA
	13.0
	15.7
	13.2
	8.6
	7.5


Table 18.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Only positive
	6.4
	13.1
	11.1
	25.4
	10.3

	More positive than negative
	32.5
	34.3
	20.0
	32.7
	26.5

	More negative than positive
	17.9
	14.6
	15.6
	8.6
	13.2

	Only negative
	5.3
	4.4
	3.3
	1.9
	5.9

	None
	26.6
	25.9
	33.3
	17.8
	26.5

	DA/NA
	11.3
	7.8
	16.7
	13.6
	17.6


Table 18.4. Depending on the 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

	Only positive
	13.7
	10.8
	12.7
	31.6
	4.1
	17.5
	12.9

	More positive than negative
	36.1
	20.2
	23.0
	31.6
	34.5
	47.5
	34.4

	More negative than positive
	13.7
	29.7
	2.0
	10.5
	31.4
	9.0
	7.7

	Only negative
	3.1
	15.7
	0
	2.3
	3.0
	0
	3.1

	None
	24.7
	13.9
	48.4
	20.5
	14.7
	19.8
	28.1

	DA/NA
	8.7
	8.7
	13.9
	3.5
	22.3
	6.2
	13.8


Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of Settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Only positive
	13.7
	9.5
	16.1
	15.0
	15.7

	More positive than negative
	36.1
	40.5
	30.8
	29.1
	26.6

	More negative than positive
	13.7
	6.5
	13.1
	22.0
	14.4

	Only negative
	3.1
	0.8
	3.0
	4.7
	7.6

	None
	24.7
	30.2
	27.9
	20.1
	21.1

	DA/NA
	8.7
	12.5
	9.1
	9.1
	14.6


19. "President of Russia V. Putin has declared creation of a close Eurasian union with participation of Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan and, possibly, other countries one of his political priorities. What is your attitude to this idea?"

Table 19.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	Positive
	48.7
	37.5
	43.0
	42.4
	44.1
	47.1
	51.7
	57.8

	Negative
	10.7
	4.0
	11.2
	11.8
	12.3
	10.7
	9.9
	9.6

	Indifferent
	31.4
	41.7
	35.8
	36.8
	35.2
	33.6
	31.3
	21.3

	DA/NA
	9.2
	16.8
	10.0
	9.0
	8.4
	8.6
	7.1
	11.3


Table 19.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	Positive
	59.8
	57.5
	46.9
	45.0
	50.5

	Negative
	16.3
	3.8
	7.6
	15.6
	10.2

	Indifferent
	19.6
	22.6
	35.7
	28.7
	34.1

	DA/NA
	4.3
	16.0
	9.7
	10.6
	5.2


Table 19.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	Positive
	43.1
	49.0
	37.4
	56.8
	45.6

	Negative
	12.3
	10.3
	11.0
	10.0
	11.8

	Indifferent
	38.7
	30.8
	41.8
	22.7
	30.9

	DA/NA
	5.9
	9.9
	9.8
	10.5
	11.7


Table 19.4. Depending on the 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

	Positive
	42.6
	33.3
	38.5
	57.3
	47.5
	67.8
	61.2

	Negative
	10.0
	15.6
	2.3
	14.6
	20.2
	7.9
	5.4

	Indifferent
	42.6
	42.7
	49.8
	22.2
	13.1
	18.6
	21.0

	DA/NA
	4.8
	8.4
	9.4
	5.9
	19.2
	5.7
	12.4


Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of Answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	Positive
	42.6
	54.4
	51.5
	46.3
	48.8

	Negative
	10.0
	8.7
	8.5
	16.1
	11.0

	Indifferent
	42.6
	30.0
	35.1
	25.9
	24.5

	DA/NA
	4.8
	6.9
	4.9
	11.7
	15.7


20. "Do you consider yourself closer to Russians or to Europeans?"

Table 20.1. Depending on the age

	Variant of answer
	All 

respondents
	Age

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

	To Russians
	68.2
	54.2
	53.0
	53.1
	62.1
	70.4
	70.6
	84.1

	To Europeans
	31.2
	45.8
	45.0
	46.9
	37.2
	28.9
	29.1
	15.6

	NA
	0.6
	0
	2.0
	0
	0.7
	0.7
	0.3
	0.3


Table 20.2. Depending on the education

	Variant of answer
	Education

	
	Primary
	Incomplete secondary
	Secondary
	Vocational
	Higher

(incomplete higher)

	To Russians
	93.5
	82.2
	68.8
	65.5
	58.5

	To Europeans
	6.5
	17.8
	30.5
	33.8
	40.8

	NA
	0
	0
	0.7
	0.7
	0.7


Table 20.3. Depending on the status

	Variant of answer
	Status

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

	To Russians
	55.5
	70.0
	49.5
	84.3
	58.0

	To Europeans
	44.5
	29.1
	50.5
	15.4
	40.6

	NA
	0
	1.0
	0
	0.3
	1.4


Table 20.4. Depending on the 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

	To Russians
	51.5
	61.6
	82.2
	70.8
	59.9
	80.8
	78.6

	To Europeans
	48.5
	38.4
	16.4
	28.7
	39.1
	18.1
	21.0

	NA
	0
	0
	1.4
	0.6
	1.0
	1.1
	0.4


Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement

	Variant of answer
	Type of settlement

	
	Capital
	Regional centers
	Big cities
	Towns
	Villages

	To Russians
	51.5
	75.3
	77.5
	63.9
	71.2

	To Europeans
	48.5
	24.3
	22.2
	34.5
	28.1

	NA
	0
	0.4
	0.3
	1.6
	0.8


OPEN FORUM / BOOKSHELF
"THE FIRST THINK TANK IN BELARUS IS 20"
On May 25-26, 2012 in Vilnius the conference "The Future of Belarus" was held, which was dedicated to the 20th anniversary of independent research in the Republic of Belarus and IISEPS establishment. Over 100 scientists, civil leaders, journalists and diplomats from Belarus, European countries and the USA took part in the conference. They discussed a great variety of problems and scenarios of the future development of the country: political and economic development, formation of the national, including geopolitical, identity, and the role and prospects of the civil society and independent research in these processes. Internet users from many countries enjoyed watching the conference in work due to the live on-line broadcast.

Not even the whole issue of our bulletin would be enough to present all reports and discussions. We plan to publish a book on the conference materials under the name "The Future of Belarus: Independent Experts’ View". The organizers will try hard to circulate the book not only in Belarus, but also "to lay it on the tables" of the key organizations abroad dealing in "the Belarusian issue". We offer our readers two pieces of information published in the anniversary booklet of IISEPS – comments of some scientists, state and public figures on the Institute’s activity, as well as the system of distribution of the results of the Institute’s research – which, as we think, reflect the major lines of the Institute’s activity and achievements for 20 years.

Comments on IISEPS

"I have read Manaev’s presentations in Mass Media. I like this researcher’s serious and unbiased approach. Indeed, it’s high time one understood that Lukashenko is not ‘hypnotizing’ his people, but enjoys conscious support of the voters. All other methodological approaches and explanations are pure tricks. Moreover, remunerated tricks. Though be it a paradoxical idea the professor from Minsk suggested, but it is true per se".
Alexander Lukashenko,

President of the Republic of Belarus (September 1997)

"I appreciate IISEPS for their analytical reports. The information, conclusions and recommendations contained in these reports have proved quite useful in the process of development of the legislation of the Republic of Belarus. I look forward to getting such materials in future".

Mechislav Grib,

Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of the Republic of Belarus (1994-1996)

"IISEPS polls arouse antagonism both in the Belarusian authorities and in opposition. This fact increases the status of this organization in my eyes. I just can’t imagine what I’d do if not the quality and consistent polls conducted by IISEPS on a regular basis. The interpretations of the results of the polls conducted regularly published on the Institute’s website also deserve attention. No other social agency conducting polls in Belarus has such international reputation".

Dr. Grigori Ioffe, 

Professor of the Redford University (the USA)

"We convey our sincere gratitude for IISEPS’ analytical digests and look forward to further fruitful cooperation with the Institute".

Vladimir Senko,

Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Belarus (1994-1997)

"The library provides services to the National Assembly, the Presidential Executive Office, the Council of Ministers, ministries, agencies and local authorities. IISEPS monographs as well as analytical bulletins are very popular with our readers. They are useful for providing most unbiased information about the current status and development of the society in the Republic of Belarus".

Sofia Yudo,

Director of the Government Institution "The Presidential Library of the Republic of Belarus"
"The Committee for State Security highly appreciates the work of IISEPS employees and trusts in the usefulness thereof both for the Committee and for other concerned users. We hope that in future we will enjoy the opportunity to read the Institute’s intellectual products".

Vladimir Matskevich,

Chairman of the Committee for State Security of the Republic of Belarus (1995-2000)

"Fifteen years ago there was little information about this country and its people in the West. However today the situation is quite different; and it is, largely, thanks to the surveys regularly conducted by IISEPS led by Professor Oleg Manaev. Though Lukashenko’s regime has raised many obstacles for the Institute’s activity, the Institute carries on its mission with enviable diligence. Hence, despite the authoritarian regime, Belarus has become an integrate part of the international community of free and independent sociopolitical science. I really hope to continue our durable cooperation, which began about 15 years ago".

Dr. Hans-Georg Wieck,

Ambassador, Head of OSCE Consultancy and Monitoring Group to Belarus, 1997-2001 (Germany)

"The current social and political processes in the country, its information environment are hard to imagine without IISEPS. I suppose, the crowning achievement in its 20-year life story is the creation of a true vote of confidence of the community. And it could be achieved only provided the research strategy is free from any leverage and strictly follows the objectiveness standard in the analysis of the most complicated processes occurring in the Belarusian community, no matter whether such processes concern the power or the democratic community. Though acting in very perplexed conditions, IISEPS managed to form into a serious research institution; and its name became a brand name of independent sociology".

Alexander Yaroshuk,
Chairman of the Belarusian Congress of Democratic Unions

"The Belarusian Patriotic Youth Association appreciates IISEPS for the analytical materials. We think the research conducted by the Institute is interesting and useful. BPYA is interested in further information cooperation with IISEPS ".

Vsevolod Yanchevsky, 

First Secretary of BPYA Central Committee (1997-2001)

"IISEPS analytical support proved of really great assistance not only to Malady Front but also to other youth organizations in the development of strategies and search for more effective mechanisms of cooperation with the civil community. The analytical report on the youth policy in Belarus prepared by the Institute reflected expectations and aspirations of the young Belarusian generation and became a threshold for further search of the development paths for Malady Front ".

Zmitser Dashkevich,

Chairman of Malady Front

"IISEPS analytical materials are of great interest, and primarily, to those who are concerned with the issues of nation building. Such research fosters improvement of the performance of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Belarus, its increased responsibility as regards the defense of the civil rights and freedoms".

Grigori Vasilevich, 

Chairman of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Belarus (1997-2008)
"IISEPS activity has earned respect of not only scientists, experts, but also politicians and public leaders. Throughout two decades the Institute has been not only professionally investigating our community, but also making familiar the Belarusians themselves with investigation results on a regular and wide-scope basis. Frequently it arouses indignation, and by the way, even of political opponents. It is not easy to maintain scientific neutrality in such conditions, and few are able to do it. I hope, others will also follow IISEPS example".

Vladimir Goncharik,

Candidate for Presidency of the Republic of Belarus at Election 2001

"My congratulations to IISEPS on the anniversary! Many experts all over the world investigating Belarus, including myself, truly appreciate the Institute for its contribution over two decades. Despite many hardships, it has become one of the major and most influential research institutes in Belarus and has reached impressive results in organization of the cooperation of experts and the civil community within the country and abroad. I’m happy we have established fruitful working relationships with the Institute. I render my special gratitude to Professor Manaev and his team for the support granted to me in writing of the first in Japan book about Belarus published in 2004".
Michitaka Hattori, 

Deputy Director of the Institute for Russian & East European Economic Studies (Japan)

"On behalf of the Council for Entrepreneurial Development in the Republic of Belarus let me express gratitude for IISEPS analytical materials. Information, conclusions and recommendations contained therein are of apparent use for conceptualization of the trends and forms of further development of entrepreneurship in our country. We look forward to further cooperation".

Tatyana Bykova,
Chairperson of the Council for Entrepreneurial Development in the Republic of Belarus (1999-2003)

"IISEPS data were published in our journal The Public Opinion Messenger several times. It is the only center providing reliable professional information about the state of affairs in the Republic. We use its data to observe the situation in Belarus and in the public opinion of the Belarusian people. We refer to this information in our analytical statements".

Prof. Lev Gudkov, 

Director of Yuri Levada Analytical Center (Russia)

"On behalf of His Eminence, Metropolitan of Minsk and Slutsk, Patriarchal Exarch of all Belarus Philaret let me render our heartfelt gratitude to IISEPS and express hope that your analytical bulletin will contribute to the maintenance of peace and reconciliation in our community".

Andrei Aleshko,

Referent of Minsk Diocesan Administration
"For me as for US Ambassador to the Republic of Belarus the analytics and results of public opinion polls provided by IISEPS were extremely helpful for objective understanding of the country. For two decades, Professor Manaev and his talented team of researchers have been making an immense contribution to expansion of knowledge of all those who seek to understand the development and prospects of Belarus. I appreciate their professionalism, courage and love of their country really high. I pay compliments to their twenty-year service to Belarus and the international community and wish IISEPS many years of new achievements".

George Krol,

Ambassador of the United States of America to the Republic of Belarus (2003-2006)

"The Office for Rights of Invalids would like to thank IISEPS for the investigation of the public opinion on the problems of invalidity. It was critically important for us to obtain unbiased information on the attitude towards disabled people. The determinant factor for the choice of IISEPS as a partner for the Office was the Institute’s high professional reputation".

Sergei Drozdovsky,

Coordinator of the Office for the Rights of Invalids

"Manaev is a houseling of the West. In Vilnius there he lives. I remember his ratings. Manaev’s surveys on the eve of the presidential elections used to predict collapse to the president of Belarus. The strategy was well-defined. They paid to Manaev and he accurately drew up the so-called social research, in which Lukashenko’s rating was falling. According to him less than a half of the population supported me. The West needed it. In reality, the Belarusian president won support of 79.9% officially. It was honest. As for Manaev’s arrest, well, according to MVD, he was arrested near the Victory Square in Minsk during a drug-trafficking interdiction operation. He was freed in 3 hours".
Alexander Lukashenko,

President of the Republic of Belarus (October 2011)
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