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Dear readers!

In the new issue of the analytic bulletin "IISEPS News" we offer to your attention materials reflecting the most important
results of the Institute research between July and October, 2012.

A slow stabilization of the population’s "economic feeling" continued during the period. However, in general the
positive "feeling" still lags considerably behind the negative one. This casts doubts on future wellbeing in the eyes of many
Belarusians: 27.8% of respondents think that "the socio-economic situation in Belarus is going to become worse within the
next few years", and only 18.4% — that it is going to improve (in June 21.4% expected some improvement). As seen,
unsteadiness of the economic situation, which many experts are talking about, is also felt by millions of our fellow citizens.

The unsteadiness inevitably tells upon the attitude of Belarusians to the authorities. Although the majority, as before,
lean on the state and not on themselves for support, the way the notion of a strong state is being interpreted is already
changing. Thus 43.3% answered the question: "Do you agree that a strong leader can give more to the country today than
good laws?" in the affirmative, and 49.1% — in the negative. The actual "stabilization" of the rating of the head of state also
testifies to it: in spite of the registered improvement in the "economic feeling", A. Lukashenko’s rating has grown from 29.7%
to 31.6% in comparison with June, i.e. within the sampling error (in March it made up 34.5%). As it has been already
mentioned in the previous issues of the bulletin, "a feeling of the authorities’ injustice" is being added to the "economic
worries" — millions of Belarusians receive offence on the part of the state instead of protection: a third of respondents said
they had been treated badly by representatives of government bodies for the last three years.

However, the majority of them are not ready to openly express their discontent. The real results of the September
parliamentary elections are eloquent of it. First of all, despite the numerous statements and evidence of the opposition
representatives, the elections were valid (they were not valid in Minsk only): 17.4% of respondents had voted early (on
September 18-22), and 49% — on September 23; 9.6% had boycotted the elections and another 24% said they had not
participated due to other reasons. Declarations that "if the elections were valid", it is due, in the first place, to the early voting
when "most rigging occurred” do not correspond to the fact, either. As a matter of fact, only a little bit more than a quarter of
all voters voted early — even less than at the previous parliamentary elections. At that only 2.2% said they "had been forced
to do it", and 15.2% had done it on their own initiative. Secondly, 47.5% of respondents considered the latest parliamentary
elections "free and just', and 27% did not agree with it. At the same time, the growing discontent with the authorities
manifested itself in the following fact: for four years the ratio of those who voted for a candidate-the-supporter of the
president, an independent candidate and a supporter of the opposition had appreciably changed not in favor of the
authorities. The majority of Belarusians, however, still do not know the last name of the deputy elected in their constituency.
Thus the elections have been valid, but their results do not meet the expectations of a considerable part of society, and do
not trouble the majority much. Millions of Belarusians did not expect from the elections any serious changes in their lives
before they were held, and do not expect anything after them.

The unsteady "economic feeling" and gradual "erosion" of the attitude to the authorities impact on the unsteadiness in
foreign policy orientations of Belarusians, too. If in June when it was necessary to choose between integration with
Russia and entering the European Union 43.6% still declared for the former option, and 39.8% — for the latter, then today the
ratio has become reverse: 36.2% vs. 44.1%. Perhaps, Russian support thanks to which economic stabilization had begun
since the end of the previous year, generated questions by the "mass Belarusian". Thus the decision of the Belarusian
government to sell its share of the gas transport enterprise "Beltransgaz” that had completely become the property of the
Russian gas concern "Gazprom" was assessed positively only by 10% of respondents, and almost three fourths assessed it
negatively. Belarusians treated a possible selling transaction of the Belarusian complex "Belaruskali* mining potash almost
in the same manner. So far it is difficult to say whether the opinion mentioned above reflects the national interest of
Belarusians, or whether it is simply a consequence of the current official propaganda — a proper monitoring is required for
the matter.

At the same time it is too early to talk about a new "turn for Europe. Thus assessing the much-talked-of in summer "plush
landing force" from Sweden to Belarus, 23% of respondents called it "a brave protest against violation of human rights",
13.8% considered it "a provocation of western special forces”, and 31.7% — "a stupid act”, the same number of people "do
not know what it is all about". It is obvious that the response of the "mass Belarusian" to it differs strikingly from the response
of the political by-net. Only 20.9% know/heard something about the beginning of a new program of the European Union "A
dialogue about modernization of Belarus"; however, twice as many respondents think that "Belarus needs such a program.
In other words, if attitude to Russia (from friendship to resentment) is built by the majority of Belarusians on the basis of their
own experience, then to Europe (from hopes to apprehension) it is built rather on the basis of accessible information and
stereotypes.

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

At our "Open Forum" philosopher Vladimir Matskevich, head of the coordination committee of the National Platform of
the Civil Society Forum of Eastern Partnership reasons about the prospects of the Belarusian civil society within the
framework of European integration. In the "Bookshelf" rubric the writer of political essays Sergey Shapran presents a new
book by the author Alexander Tomkovich, well-known to our readers, about the leaders of the Belarusian civil society
"Arrhythmia or the resistance code".

As usual your feedback and comments are welcome!

IISEPS Board



MONITORING OF PUBLIC OPINION IN BELARUS

In September of 2012 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face
interviewed are 1.502 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
guestionnaire. As usual, the tables are read down unless otherwise specified. In some tables, the total amount
may be different from 100% since the interviewees could choose more than one alternative.

SEPTEMBER - 2012

Inflation of the social state of mind

The parliamentary elections of 2012 differed from the previous ones in the presence of an intrigue. The
matter, of course, did not concern a possible getting of representatives of Belarusian opposition into the deputy
body of the lower chamber of the Belarusian Parliament. Having realized the hopelessness of such an
undertaking, A. Lukashenko’s political opponents decided to concentrate their attention on controlling the
turnout of voters, which is much easier to control due to understandable reasons than vote counting.

The official data of the CEC proved to be on the level of 2008 — 74.2% vs. the former 74.2%. In the opinion
of the majority of opposition observers, the elections were not valid countrywide as people simply had not come
to the polling stations having thus expressed their distrust in the regime. However, the national opinion poll held
immediately after the elections did not confirm such a decisive conclusion. Research of the voters’ turnout is a
topic for special consideration; in this article, however, we are going to analyze the social state of mind against
which the voting took place.

Let us remind the reader that, according to the official statistics, real money income of the population
increased by 13.7% from January to August of 2012 in comparison with the respective period of 2011. The
average pay in August made up 4085 thousand rubles (approximately $ 480), having grown in dollar terms 1.4
times since the beginning of the year. The retail sales volume increased in keeping with the income growth — by
111.8% between January and September, relative to the respective period of the previous year.

Society could not but respond to such generosity on the part of the authorities, which was registered by the
financial standing index that rose from —19.1 to —10.3 (Table 1). At that the share of those whose financial
standing did not change turned out to be record-breaking for the last two years. Such is the "sociology" of
Belarusian stabilization.

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 09'12
It has improved 24.9 17.2 1.6 5.1 7.1 15.3 12.8 14.7
It has not changed 57.7 54.8 23.2 20.0 31.3 43.4 54.7 58.8
It has become worse 16.0 26.9 73.4 73.7 59.8 40.6 31.9 25.0
FSI* 8.9 -3.7 -71.8 —68.6 -52.7 -25.3 -19.1 -10.3

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

However, not everything is so definite. The persuasive dynamics of the population’s income growth are not
able to improve the expectation index for three opinion polls in succession (Table 2). This is another important
element of stability in its current version. The income of the population is growing, and the desire of some
advanced citizens to exchange rubles into dollars and euros is growing along with it. According to the statement
of N. Ermakova, head of the National Bank, during September Belarusian ruble deposits of the population
decreased approximately by 900 billion rubles; at that, foreign currency deposits of private persons grew by
$ 260 million.
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As for the policy correctness index (Table 3), for the third quarter it has grown from —21.9 to —13.3; however,
the share of those who found it difficult to answer has increased almost by 5 percentage points. They
contributed most to the growth of the PCI, while the share of optimists believing in the correctness of the official
line changed slightly.

Table 2

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

Variant of answer 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
It is going to improve 30.6 29.2 11.9 12.9 17.1 22.5 21.4 18.4
It is not going to change 40.7 42.0 20.3 24.1 24.8 34.4 38.5 43.6
It is going to become worse 17.2 23.0 55.5 52.7 45.0 32.7 30.4 27.8
El* 134 6.2 -43.6 -39.8 -27.9 -10.2 -9.0 -9.4

* Expectation index

Table 3

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

Variant of answer 12'10 0311 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
In the right direction 54.2 45.3 26.1 17.0 25.6 35.3 324 34.1
In the wrong direction 325 40.0 61.8 68.5 55.7 52.5 54.3 47.4
DA/NA 13.3 14.7 12.1 14.5 18.7 12.2 13.3 18.4
PCI* 21.7 5.3 -35.7 -51.5 -30.1 -17.2 -21.9 -13.3

* Policy correctness index

Table 4

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

Variant of answer 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
Yes 87.6 81.5 77.2 71.7 64.1
No 8.0 8.0 15.1 215 23.8
DA/NA 4.4 10.5 7.7 6.8 12.1

The share of those who consider that Belarusian economy keeps being in crisis has declined too (Table 4),
although this share still considerably outnumbers respondents adhering to the opposite point of view.

It is clear that an assessment of the economy condition depends appreciably on political preferences of
Belarusians. In September when respondents were answering a close-end question: "If presidential elections
were held in Belarus tomorrow, which of the listed below candidates would you vote for?" A. Lukashenko
opened up the lead (34.5%), a group of opposition politicians (A. Sannikov, V. Neklyaev, A. Milinkevich,
B. Kozulin, Z. Poznyak, A. Lebedko, and S. Kalyakin) came in second with the total rating equaling 26%, and a
high-ranking group consisting of S. Sidorsky, V. Makej and M. Myasnikovich was third (7.8%).

Let us refer to the data of Table 5. The share of economic optimists proved to be larger than the share of
pessimists only among respondents who in September declared their readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko. The
overwhelming superiority of the latter over the former among supporters of opposition politicians should not
surprise; the same, however, cannot be said concerning assessments of Belarusian economy made by
supporters of the high-ranking group. Let us mention that pessimists also prevail among those who did not
decide on their political preferences. Thus, only supporters of the head of state do not notice the crisis in
Belarusian economy. This is another peculiarity of stability in its modern version.

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think that Belarusian economy is in crisis?", %

Variant of answer Supporters of Supporters of the Supporters of the high- DA
A. Lukashenko opposition politicians ranking group

Yes 36.9 85.1 74.6 74.1

No 46.9 6.7 15.3 145

DA/NA 16.2 8.2 10.2 11.3




5

Another attempt to increase the average pay in the country up to $ 500 gulped down trillions of budgetary
funds, increased labor costs having thus created additional barriers for introducing Belarusian export into the
world markets. Billions of dollars are at the input, and a quite insignificant growth of social indices — at the
output.

Compare the last columns in Tables 1-3 with the first ones. Although the average pay in dollar terms in
December 2010 was close to the one of September 2012, the level of the social state of mind turned out to be
incommensurable. Such is the logic of a populist policy: to maintain a constant level of electoral support it is
necessary to continuously increase social payments. In this case one can’'t help remembering Alice from the
fairy tale by L. Carroll: "My dear, here we must run as fast as we can, just to stay in place. And if you wish to go
anywhere you must run twice as fast as that!"

Passions about the voters turnout

Opposition politicians, regardless of how they participated in the election campaign, proved to be extremely
unanimous in their opinion: "The people boycotted the so-called elections!" Thus according to the co-chairman
of the unregistered party Belarusian Christian Democracy (BCD) V. Rymashevsky, "the boycott of the
"elections" is an established fact. It does not depend on the assessments of analysts and sociologists who live
in Belarus".

Naturally the opinion of the head of state was diametrically opposed: "The so-called elections boycott
campaign failed shamefully having shown the weakness and cowardice of the so-called opposition, "the fifth
column", which doesn’t want even to imitate a power struggle".

As for the truth, as it often happens, it found itself far from political passions. Belarusian society is an
example of the mobilization type society. In 2004 parliamentary elections were combined with a Constitutional
referendum, and under the conditions of a powerful mobilization campaign the voters’ turnout made up 82.7%,
according to IISEPS. In four years under a "boring", in the opinion of A. Lukashenko, election campaign it
proved to be considerably lower — 66.1% (75.5% according to the data of the CEC). There were no objective
indicators for the people to demonstrate a level of distrust in the regime completely new in essence either on the
eve of the elections or in the course of their holding.

Only 9.6% of respondents declared their boycott of the elections (Table 6). There were no such people at all
among A. Lukashenko’s electoral supporters; among his electoral opponents — almost every fourth respondent
(23.8%). Nevertheless, every second electoral opponent of the head of state participated in voting. The turnout
was a little bit higher in the group of apolitical citizens who found it difficult to answer the question: "If
presidential elections were held tomorrow, which of the candidates listed below would you vote for?" In
September almost every third respondent found him/herself in this group (31.6%).

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question: "Did you participate in voting in the elections into the House of
Representatives on September 23, 2012?" depending on electoral preferences of respondents, %

Variant of answer Supporters of Supporters of the Supporters of the DA
A. Lukashenko opposition politicians high-ranking group

Boycotted the elections (9.6)* 0 23.8 5.1 9.7
Did not participate due to other 14.7 25.6 23.9 32.6
reasons (24.0)

Voted early on September 26.6 9.5 171 13.9
18-22 (17.4)

Voted on September 23 (49.0) 58.7 41.2 53.8 43.8
Voted altogether (66.4) 75.3 50.7 70.9 57.7

* Hereinafter the data of the whole sample are enclosed in brackets

It should be mentioned that the level of early voting was lower than in 2004 (21%) and in 2008 (20.2%),
though to a very little degree. This time the share of respondents who said they had been forced to vote early
did not exceed the limits of a statistical error: 2012 — 2.2%, 2008 — 3.1% and 2004 — 5.4%. However, it is not
ruled out that the tendency to a decrease in registering compulsion to early voting speaks about the fact that
Belarusians are getting used to the pressure on the part of the state (i.e. the repressive state policy is perceived
as a norm).

By an established tradition, villagers voted most actively. According to the turnout index, they outstripped
Minsk residents almost two times (Table 7). Hence we can draw a conclusion, that the elections were not valid
at least at half of polling stations in the capital.

"Abroad, — as L. Ermoshina, the main Belarusian expert in organizing elections, correctly observed, —
lumpens, losers, and low-paid strata of society have never participated in elections, and the rich have always
been quite active. They always want to know who will come up to take the place, and whether the taxes will be
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raised. In our country exactly the reverse was true. The poorest, pensioners, and villagers actively participated
in elections due to their discipline. In villages traditions are formed in such a way that joining the army or voting
in the elections is sacred for everyone".

Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question: "Did you participate in voting in the elections into the House of
Representatives on September 23, 2012?" depending on the type of settlement, %

Variant of answer Minsk Regional centers  Cities Towns Villages
(19.4) (18.1) (19.3) (16.8) (25.7)
Voted early on September 18-22 (17.4) 10.0 11.7 19.0 19.4 25.1
Voted on September 23 (49.0) 34.0 60.3 36.6 52.8 59.1
Voted altogether (64.4) 44.0 72.0 55.6 72.2 84.2
Boycotted the elections (9.6) 18.9 7.4 10.3 7.5 4.7
Did not participate due to other reasons (24.0) 37.1 20.8 34.1 20.2 11.1
Did not participate in voting altogether (33.6) 56.0 28.0 44.4 27.8 15.8

L. Ermoshina attributes low activity of the "higher strata of the population" in Belarus to the following: "they
have started thinking about their rights too much, and do not think at all about their duties". This is a
controversial point. Abroad (in Europe), as well as in Belarus, states rely on the "majority". However, the nature
of the "majority" is different. In Belarus its basis is formed by people with a low level of social capital (by
lumpens, in L. Ermoshina’s terminology), they vote for their state. The basis of European societies is formed by
the middle class people, and they are the ones who vote in elections.

The level of acquaintance with candidates’ programs (Table 8) under the conditions of "boring" elections
should be recognized as rather high. It is natural that electoral supporters of A. Lukashenko turned out to be
more well-informed, they voted in good coordination not for nothing. At that 28.2% of the total number of
respondents (56% of the number of those acquainted with the candidates’ programs) mentioned that
acquaintance influenced their decision who to vote for.

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you read candidates’ programs in the press, have you
heard their speeches/seen their appearances (including debate) on the radio and TV?" depending on
electoral preferences of respondents, %

Variant of answer Supporters of Supporters of the opposition Supporters of the high- DA
A. Lukashenko politicians ranking group

No (50.8) 58.5 47.3 60.7 37.7

Yes (49.2) 41.5 52.7 39.3 62.3

Such confessions should be treated with certain skepticism. In the split Belarusian society every group of
electors has their own candidates, and it is practically impossible to change their political preferences with the
help of a five-minute talk on the radio and TV. Answers to the question: "Do you know the last name of the
deputy for the House of Representatives elected from your constituency?"” testifies to the fact how attentively
Belarusians followed the course of the parliamentary elections. In September 41.1% of respondents answered
the question in the affirmative, and 57.1% — in the negative! Four years earlier, however, parity was observed
between the two groups: 48.9% vs. 48.6%.

The cited dynamics somewhat confirm the conclusion about a partial decrease in the electoral activity in
comparison with 2008.

The version of Belarusian stability supported within the framework of the existing social and political model is
incompatible with uncertainty as far as election campaigns’ results are concerned. The only unexpectedness in
the parliamentary elections of 2012 occurred in one of Gomel constituencies, and it occurred through the
authorities’ fault. I. Prokopenko, a candidate of the authorities and a former aide of the president in Gomel
region, unexpectedly turned out to be a candidate for criminals, and hence had to be crossed off the nomination
list. However, it did not bring victory to his only rival. According to the official protocol, all voters came to the
polling stations and voted against him!

A drop in A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating naturally told upon the desire of Belarusians to vote for the
candidates billing themselves as supporters of the head of state (Table 9). In reality, it is not so easy for an
ordinary voter to sort it out directly at the polling station: who’'s who? However, taking into account the specific
character of vote counting, it is not required.

Nevertheless, the data of Table 9 reflect a growth in the negative attitude to the politician personifying state
power. In the context of political apathy which Belarusian society finds itself in today, such a change is not able
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to entail any real consequences. It is necessary to be aware that political regime in Belarus relies not so much
upon support of the "majority” as on their passivity.

Table 9

Dynamics of answering the question: "If you voted for a candidate, then he/she was:", %

Variant of answer 10'08 09'12
Supporter of the president 31.6 22.6
Independent candidate 13.7 19.8
Supporter of the opposition 4.2 7.3

DA/NA 50.6 50.3

However, a low level of the leader’s electoral support can provoke a crisis. The leader himself can act as its
prime mover, and that was exactly what we observed in 2011. Its repetition according to the established
scenario is not ruled out today, and it is not guaranteed that having started as an economic crisis it will not
develop into a political one.

In full conformity with the code of Hammurabi

On September 23 at a polling station A. Lukashenko described the terminating election campaign in the
following way: "If this time someone puts to doubt the choice of the Belarusian people again, then | do not even
know how to hold elections, according to what standards and laws". However, there were those who had their
doubts. Already next day a report summarizing the results of the parliamentary elections prepared by the Office
for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) and OSCE Parliamentary Assembly (PA) was read out
at a briefing in Minsk. The main conclusion was not surprising: the elections had not been held without bias;
they had not been competitive from the very beginning.

On the same day head of the CIS Election Observation Mission S. Lebedev announced an opposite opinion
on its behalf: the elections had been held according to the Constitution and the Electoral Code of the Republic
of Belarus, they had conformed to the universally recognized democratic norms; they had been transparent and
free, and had ensured free expression of the Belarusian citizens’ will.

A. Lukashenko and S. Lebedev’'s personal interest in accepting the elections does not require an
explanation; however, what can account for another consent of the majority of Belarusians (Tables 10-11) that
the elections which took place were free and just? Are the means of the state propaganda to recolor black into
white as huge today as they used to be during Stalin time?

Table 10

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think the parliamentary elections that took place were free
and just?", %

Variant of answer 11'04 10'08 09'12
Yes 48.5 56.3 475
No 35.2 24.2 27.0
DA/NA 16.3 19.5 25.5
Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the parliamentary elections that took place were
free and just?", %

Variant of answer Supporters of Supporters of opposition
A. Lukashenko politicians

Yes 79.7 25.1

No 3.3 58.1

DA/NA 17.0 16.8

It is clear that the contribution of propaganda into the corresponding "picture” should not be underestimated.
However, it is necessary to remember that "pictures” are formed not simply with the help of a pliable social
material, but because the material is susceptible to such "pictures" by virtue of its very nature. A traditional
person constituting the basis of the Belarusian "majority" is not able to perceive power on the rational level. "As
the law comes "from power", — notes the culture expert A. Pelipenko, — and not from the social contract, the
power itself observes no rules, of course. Hammurabi’s set of laws is not for Hammurabi himself. It is interesting
to know, if it ever occurred to any of the contemporaries to check whether comrade Stalin’s actions complied
with the law. Immunity of Power from jurisdiction is in a sense the key moment of its sacralization in society".
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Please pay attention that only 3.3% of respondents who had been ready to vote for A. Lukashenko in
September, agreed with the assessments of western observers! The main characteristic of any culture is its
ability to resist changes, which is why when the faith in transparency and justice decreases (—8.8 points
relative to the parliamentary elections of 2008) the disappointed pass mainly into the category of respondents
who find it difficult to answer (+6.5 points).

Exactly the attitude to the politician personifying authoritarian power proves to be the strongest factor
influencing an assessment of the elections. Neither age, nor the level of education is able to compete with it;
65.3% among respondents older than 60 assessed the elections positively, and 67% — among respondents with
primary education.

The question of Table 12 is close in meaning to the question of Table 10. Its difference consists in a larger
clearness for an ordinary mind. It is one thing to formulate one’s opinion concerning the level of freedom and
justice of the elections, but to assess the vote result in terms of "honest" or "rigged" is quite a different story. A
decrease in the share of respondents who found it difficult to answer follows from here: 25.5% in Table 10, and
16.1% in Table 12.

Table 12

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think the voting results announced by the Central
Election Committee are real voting results or rigged ones?", %

Variant of answer 10'08 09'12
Definitely real 24.8 18.3
More likely real 38.2 37.3
More likely rigged 15.1 18.1
Definitely rigged 7.8 10.2
DA/NA 14.1 16.1

Even when the question was formulated that way, the level of negative assessments of the recent elections
turned out to be higher than in 2008. The difference is not significant, however it is statistically important. To all
appearances, mainly the economic crisis which took the shine off A. Lukashenko’s consecrated image should
be held accountable for the growth in negative assessments.

In conclusion it should be recognized that the parliamentary elections of 2012 were held according to the
scenario established during the previous election campaigns. The elections did not become the moment of truth.
If discussions did appear sporadically in the public space, they concerned technical elements of the election
process, not a possible scenario of Belarus recovery from the recession. Judging

Erosion of the image of a "strong leader"

In full conformity with a quite moderate growth in social indices A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating has
increased by modest 1.9 points for the quarter (Table 13). It may safely be ascertained in the given case that
effectiveness of trillions’ worth investment in the electorate proved to be low, now more than ever. The reserves
of the state are empty; the level of public utilities costs reimbursement by the population does not exceed the
symbolic 13% and so on and so forth.

Table 13

Dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating, %

Date 12'10 0311 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 0912

A. Lukashenko’s rating 53.0 42.9 29.3 20.5 24.9 34.5 29.7 31.6

How long will the electoral anti-record registered in September, 2011 be able to hold out? It is difficult to
name the exact date; however, there is no doubt it is going to be reached within the lifetime of the present
generation (just kidding).

In September, besides the traditional open-ended question which helps to register electoral ratings of
politicians, a close-ended question was also asked (Table 14). As a rule, when respondents answer close-
ended questions, the level of answers turns out to be higher than when they reply to similar open-ended
guestions. The given case did not become an exception: A. Lukashenko’s rating grew by 2.9 points and the total
rating of his political opponents — by 4.1 points (from 21.9% to 26%).

We should remind the reader that, according to IISEPS, 51.1% of electors (of the nominal roll) voted for
A. Lukashenko in the presidential elections of 2010, and 27.7% — for his political opponents. It is possible to
compare the recent data with the data of two years before from the point of view of opposition optimists, as well
as of opposition pessimists. In the opinion of the former, a fall of A. Lukashenko’s rating proved to be greater
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than of opposition politicians’. In the opinion of the latter, a decrease in popularity of the head of state did not
lead to a growth in popularity of the opposition.

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "If presidential elections took place tomorrow, who of the
bellow listed candidates would you vote for?", %

Variant of answer %

A. Lukashenko 345
A. Sannikov 6.1
V. Neklyaev 5.3
S. Sidorsky 5.0
A. Milinkevich 4.9
A. Kozulin 3.4
Z. Poznyak 2.7
A. Lebedko 2.4
M. Myasnikovich 1.8
V. Makej 1.0
S. Kalyakin 1.2
DA/NA 31.7

A relatively high electoral rating of the ex prime minister S. Sidorsky who withdrew into the information
shadows after his resignation in December, 2010 should also be mentioned: open-ended rating — 4.4%, close-
ended rating — 5%. Under the conditions of a personalistic authoritarian regime the incidents when electoral
ratings of Belarusian functionaries went beyond the scope of a statistical error were registered very rarely. It is
not ruled out that the mentioned anomaly is a direct outcome of a decrease in A. Lukashenko’s popularity.
Having been disappointed in their idol representatives of the "majority" are looking for a substitute. The
incumbent prime minister under whom the rise in prices went beyond all reason cannot do for the role; hence
they are forced to look for a new idol in the past. Here one can observe a direct analogy with the nostalgia for
Brezhnev’s Stagnation Era during the years of the post-perestroika chaos.

However, besides a decrease in A. Lukashenko’s personal popularity which is quite natural against the
background of an economic crisis, the September opinion poll registered a considerable drop in demand for a
strong leader (Table 15)! An exclamation mark is quite appropriate here. A strong state headed by a strong
person is the Alpha and Omega of Belarusian stability. Let us bolster the aforesaid with a quotation from
A. Lukashenko’s speech at the joint meeting of the House of Representatives and the Council of the Republic
on September 11, 2012: "Under the tough pressure from outside when the question is decided whether the state
should exist or not, we will nevertheless in the Slavic manner gather in a heap around a certain person to
protect ourselves, to defend our piece of land, so that our children could have a future, so that we could exist as
a state, as a nation".

Table 15

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you agree that a strong leader can give more to the country
today than good laws?", %

Variant of answer 08'06 09'08 09'12
Yes, | do 56.2 47.4 43.3
No, | do not 35.3 42.2 49.1
DA/NA 8.5 10.4 7.6

For six years the need to "gather in a heap around a certain person” decreased by 12.9 points and stopped
prevailing. In the opinion of the majority of Belarusians, in the first place, good laws are required "to defend our
piece of land" today. Perhaps, it is one of the most important changes in public opinion registered in the course
of public opinion polls in recent years.

At the same meeting the head of state also emphasized that "a colossal historic question — modernization of
the country, Belarus breakthrough into the elite club of highly developed countries"” was on the agenda.
However, with the exception of Qatar and the United Arab Emirates (the reason for the exception does not
require an explanation) there are no countries among the top twenty of the elite club whose economic success
were connected with the activity of a strong personality. As for Belarus, according to the IMF (2010), the
partisan republic ranked 79 as far as the per capita GDP level was concerned.

At the same time, one should not overestimate the tendency mentioned in Table 15. Devaluation of the
strong leader does not mean that Belarusians are ready to show the initiative and take care of themselves on
their own. It is confirmed by the data of Table 16; and it is readily apparent from the data that the variant of
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answer "The state should take more care of the people" still remains without a rival. In other words, Belarusians
are ready to put up with the absence of a strong leader, but they are not ready to renounce a paternalistic state!

Table 16

Dynamics of answering the question: "What principle of relations between the state and its citizens
would you personally support?", %

Variant of answer 03'09* 09'12
The state should take more care of the people 65.2 62.7
People should display the initiative and take care of themselves 21.1 22.7
People should make some sacrifices for the weal of the state 9.9 10.3
DA/NA 3.9 4.3

* Reduced to 100% as respondents gave more than one answer

Judging by the negative dynamics of the national measures, the period of a sustainable growth in the
population’s income remained in the past. It is not ruled out that the surge of 2012 is the last one. The economic
crisis has not so far transformed into a social crisis, to say nothing about a political one. However, a storm is
gathering on the horizon, and it has been registered by the latest opinion poll.

Who supports A. Lukashenko supports the death penalty

October 10 is World Day against the Death Penalty. Belarus is the only European country where death
sentences are executed, which is the main obstacle in its way of entering the Council of Europe. In Belarus the
death penalty was legitimatized in a referendum in November, 1996. According to the official data of the CEC,
1108226 declared for the abolition of the death penalty, 4972535 people — against it (67% of the number of
those who had the right to participate in the referendum). To what extent one can trust the official data is an
individual question. It should be mentioned, however, that the referendum of 1996 was L. Ermoshina’s debut in
the office of the CEC chairperson.

For the first time IISEPS asked Belarusians about their attitude to the death penalty in September, 2008. The
answers demonstrated a slight advantage of opponents of its abolition (Table 17). Belarusian society came from
Soviet society, and the personality type prevailing in it has never taken off Stalin’s greatcoat, hence fear is one
of the social integration factors for such a personality. Particularly in June, 2009 when respondents were
answering the question: "Exactly what adverse consequences will mitigation of punishment for minor criminal
offences lead to, in your opinion?" the following variants made the top three: "The fear of punishment for an
offence will decrease" — 36%; "The level of crime will grow" —33.9%; "Impunity and permissiveness will
increase" — 33.4%.

Table 17

Dynamics of answering the question: "Are you for or against abolition of the death penalty in the
Republic of Belarus?", %

Variant of answer 09'08 10'10 03'12 06'12 09'12
Against abolition 47.8 48.3 40.8 45.3 49.1
For abolition 44.2 42.4 49.7 45.8 40.7
DA/NA 8.0 9.3 9.5 8.9 10.2

It should be mentioned that the problem of keeping the death penalty finds itself on the periphery of public
opinion. In June, 2012 only one respondent (0.1%) entered it into the list of the most important problems that the
government of Belarus had to solve. A similar result was also obtained in March, 1999.

The March "reshuffle” of 2012 of supporters and opponents of the death penalty was caused, in our opinion,
by executing the death sentences of the young men accused of carrying out an act of terrorism in Minsk
underground. Such an unexpected, at first sight, response was provoked by the mixed feelings of public opinion
about the court decision: in November, 2011 43.3% of respondents believed that D. Konovalov and V. Kovalev
were guilty, and 37% did not believe it!

Correctness of our supposition is confirmed by the reverse "reshuffle" of supporters and opponents of the
death penalty as the concrete fact of executing the death sentences is becoming history.

In Table 18 a social and political portrait of opponents and supporters of the death penalty is presented. It is
enough to give it a cursory glance to understand the insignificance of influence of socio-demographic
characteristics on the inclination of Belarusians to declare "for" or "against" abolition of the death penalty. The
"bloodthirstiness" level is approximately the same within the groups singled out in Table 18. Electoral supporters
of leaders of opposition political parties and movements among whom the share of respondents supporting
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abolition of the death penalty is 1.8 times larger than among those who are ready to vote for A. Lukashenko are
the only serious exception.

Table 18

Distribution of opponents and supporters of the death penalty depending on socio-demographic
characteristics and electoral preferences,* %

Characteristics For abolition Against abolition
Gender:

Male 38.9 51.3
Female 42.1 47.2
Age:

18-29 44.1 46.1
30-39 39.5 51.1
40-49 41.6 45.2
50-59 44.2 46.0
60 + 34.7 55.4
Education:

Primary 41.2 50.5
Incomplete secondary 38.9 50.9
Secondary 42.8 46.8
Vocational 40.1 49.9
Higher 38.1 50.8
Average family per capita income:

Up to 900 thousand rubles 34.8 55.6
From 900 to 1400 thousand rubles 40.0 49.9
From 1400 to 2800 thousand rubles 40.4 47.7
Over 2800 thousand rubles 44.6 47.9
Electoral preferences:

For A. Lukashenko 32.6 57.3
For opposition politicians 57.3 34.0
For the high-ranking group 28.0 63.6
The undecided 38.7 48.8

* The table is read across

Dynamics of Belarusian society’s attitude to the death penalty engendered by a particular event (Table 17)
testify to the possibility of manipulating public opinion. Belarusian authorities can respond to the demand on the
part of the Council of Europe to abolish the death penalty by an information campaign (e.g. by heart-piercing
stories about the victims of serial killers) after which a referendum will reveal a result similar to the one of 1996
even if the votes are counted in the most democratic manner.

"People’s program” for a split nation
An Internet project on working out a positive new vision of Belarus future spearheaded by the movement
"For Freedom" started in the BYnet in May, 2011. In fifteen months on August 15, 2012 its initiators presented

"People’s Program" — the result of the cooperative labor of almost four dozen of Belarusian experts.

Table 19

Dynamics of answering the question: "At the moment the movement "For Freedom" is implementing
"People’s Program” whose objective is collaboration of a positive vision of Belarus future through
public and expert discussion of urgent questions of the country’s development. What is your attitude to
it?", %

Variant of answer 03'12 09'12
Positive 20.0 19.9
Indifferent 15.5 14.0
Negative 3.7 3.1

| know nothing about it 60.8 56.6

DA/NA — 6.4
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Attitude of respondents to "People’s Program" is presented in Table 19. There is virtually no difference
between the polls held before the official presentation and a month after the presentation. It proves that in their
answers respondents were guided not by their knowledge about the program, but by their attitude to the
movement "For Freedom".

It is natural that respondents’ attitude to the program that has been worked out and is being implemented by
an opposition political movement turns out to be politicized. The share of positive assessments among electoral
supporters of opposition politicians proved to be 4 times larger than among electoral supporters of
A. Lukashenko (Table 20).

Table 20

Attitude to "People’s Program" depending on electoral preferences, %

Variant of answer Supporters of A. Lukashenko Supporters of opposition politicians
Positive 11.0 44.8
Indifferent 16.8 9.5
Negative 35 1.8
I know nothing about it 61.8 38.9
DA/NA 6.9 5.0

With the help of the above given example politicized perception of information demonstrates clearly that
throwing-in information by means of mass media does not mean communication yet. Information is simply
transmission, and communication is interrelations; and at least two people willing to understand each other are
required for interrelations. However, communication practically does not exist between the parts of the split
Belarusian society; hence any program of the opposition does not have any real chances of being heard by the
authoritarian "majority" today. In their turn, authorities are not able to evoke a response from the "minority"
either, in spite of the almost limitless media resource.

Everybody to the voluntary Saturday work!

According to the census of 2009, every second resident of Belarus has either higher or vocational education,
and the share of people with primary education makes up 6%. For reference: in Portugal the former index
equals 13%, the latter — 72%. Nevertheless, in 2010 Belarus ranked 79 by the IMF list of per capita nominal
GDP($ 5.6 thousand), and Portugal was 31 ($ 31 thousand). The given example illustrates the verity well-known
from cross-country research: the level of human capital development, whose important constituent is education,
influences economic growth rather insignificantly.

An elusive substance making up a considerable part of intangible wealth of prosperous nations named
"social capital" is required for economic success. Exactly the insufficiency of social capital entails finally a whole
bunch of certain impediments preventing the human potential of a country from developing and realizing the
advantages it possesses. As J. Coleman, one of the founders of the social capital theory says, "social capital
results from such changes in people’s relations which facilitate their interaction... Just as physical or human
capital, social capital contributes to the results of production activity. That is why a community of people
possessing sound reputation and large trust potential can score much more success than a similar group of
people which does not possess such qualities”.

An atmosphere of trust created by social capital, increases market mechanisms’ effectiveness. At the same
time, useful effects of social capital run far beyond pure economic activity. At that relations forming social
capital, come laden not with a competitive beginning, but with a beginning of collaboration and unity.

A standard question for defining the level of interpersonal trust is "Can one trust the majority of people or
should one be very cautious in relations with people?" In Belarus no more than a quarter of respondents answer
the question in the affirmative; in Sweden — 68%, in China — 52%, in the USA and Japan — 39%. However, not
everything is so univocal. In France the index equals 19%.

The data of Table 21 let us assess the level of trust in the most well-known social institutions. Judging by the
third column, the question proved to be not an easy one.

As it can be seen, just a little bit more than a third of Belarusians trust civil society organizations in general;
at that the level of trust depends appreciably on respondents’ electoral preferences which should not surprise
(Table 22). As a rule, in their everyday life electoral supporters of A. Lukashenko encounter civil society
organizations which are under the auspices of the state. These are rather pseudo-civil society organizations
than civil society ones. They play an important role in redistribution of social benefits. Official trade unions
whose trust level among electoral supporters of the head of state made up 60.3% are a typical example (2.5
times more than by his political opponents)!

Political parties and movements traditionally enjoy no confidence by Belarusians. There is no and cannot be
any politics, as it is understood today, in the country where the right to represent society’s interests is
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monopolized by "the only politician". Under such conditions political parties registered in the Ministry of Justice
represent "hobby groups" at best.

Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you trust the following social institutions"?", %

Social institutions Trust Difficult to answer Do not trust
Official trade unions 38.1 37.6 24.0
Civil society organizations in general 33.9 48.5 17.2
Organizations protecting the disabled 33.9 49.1 16.7
Human rights organizations 325 44.9 22.3
Independent research centers 29.0 51.7 18.8
Independent trade unions 28.8 51.9 18.8
Local public initiatives 221 54.7 22.9
Political parties and movements 15.4 47.5 36.6
Table 22

Distribution of affirmative answers to the question: "Do you trust the following social institutions?"
depending on respondents’ electoral preferences, %

Social institutions Supporters of Supporters of opposition
A. Lukashenko politicians
Official trade unions 60.3 24.0
Civil society organizations in general 46.9 30.3
Organizations protecting the disabled 42.6 30.6
Human rights organizations 37.6 33.0
Local public initiatives 30.1 18.2
Independent trade unions 28.8 36.6
Independent research centers 274 39.9
Political parties and movements 18.1 21.2

The data of Table 23 let us connect the level of trust in civil society organizations with the degree of
respondents’ participation in their activity. As it follows from the table, if every third Belarusian trusts civil society
organizations in general, then every fourth participated in their activity or received their services. At that, just as
in the previous case, official trade unions proved to be in the lead (53.7%), and political parties and movements
turned out to be anti-leaders (10%).

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you aware of the activity of any civil society
organizations?", %

Social institutions Yes, | am, as | have participated in I heard about | know nothing
their events or received their services it from others about it
Official trade unions 53.7 36.1 9.6
Civil society organizations in general 25.1 56.2 18.3
Independent research centers 17.3 56.8 25.5
Human rights organizations 14.4 60.5 24.3
Local public initiatives 141 46.9 38.5
Independent trade unions 10.2 65.5 23.9
Political parties and movements 10.0 67.8 21.6
Organizations protecting the disabled 9.9 54.6 35.0

Only 16.4% confirmed their personal involvement in public activity (Table 24). It is an interesting detail that
7.1% of respondents were not able to answer the question of Table 24. The level of involvement among men
proved to be higher than among women, but only slightly. Dependence on age turned out to be not so univocal.
When passing from the first age group to the third, the level of involvement in public life drops. Family, children
and a career require time. Fifty-year-old respondents who have reached the upper limit in their careers and
whose children are already grown up have not spent the powers for social activity yet; the same, however,
cannot be said about those who are over 60.

Every third possessor of a University diploma answered the question of Table 24 in the affirmative. It is
difficult to say, to what extent it is connected with the heightened social activity of educated people, and to what
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extent it is a continuation of their employment duties. For instance, it is hardly possible to imagine a school
teacher not involved into public activity.

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question: "Can you say that you are involved in public activity?"
depending on socio-demographic characteristics and electoral preferences of respondents,* %

Characteristics Yes (16.4) No (76.5)
Gender:

Male 18.4 74.7
Female 14.8 78.0
Age:

18-29 22.9 73.4
30-39 17.4 76.2
40-49 13.9 78.3
50-59 18.6 73.8
60+ 9.3 80.8
Education:

Primary 7.2 78.4
Incomplete secondary 10.2 83.3
Secondary 11.4 81.9
Vocational 15.2 77.7
Higher 32.2 61.9
Electoral preferences:

Supporters of A. Lukashenko 154 73.9
Supporters of opposition politicians 21.0 73.7

* The table is read across

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question: "Various forms of social and political activity are given below.
Have you ever done this or could you do it?", %

Forms of social and political activity Have done Could do Could not do
Participation in an activity valuable to the community (voluntary 70.6 17.8 10.8
Saturday work and other)

Participation in a charity event 31.5 35.9 31.6
Participation in an authorized manifestation 14.8 27.7 56.3
Sign a petition or a letter 13.8 36.8 48.6
Financial support of a public organization 13.0 22.0 64.2
Paste notices, hand out newspapers of an organization 10.8 29.5 58.5
Participation in an unauthorized manifestation, a protest action 3.2 13.9 80.1
Other 1.8 3.5 4.7
Table 26

Distribution of affirmative answers to the question: "Various forms of social and political activity are
given below. Have you ever done THIS or could you do it?" depending on respondents’ electoral
preferences, %

Forms of social and political activity Supporters of  Supporters of opposition
A. Lukashenko politicians

Participation in an activity valuable to the community (voluntary 70.5 73.2
Saturday work and other)

Participation in a charity event 29.2 31.2
Participation in an authorized manifestation 14.1 21.7

Financial support of a public organization 13.2 10.7

Sign a petition or a letter 12.4 21.2

Paste notices, hand out newspapers of an organization 8.3 16.9
Participation in an unauthorized manifestation, a protest action 15 8.4

Other 1.9 3.1
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As for the influence of the political constituent, the slight difference in favor of A. Lukashenko’s electoral
opponents should rather be counted towards the difference in socio-demographic characteristics of supporters
and opponents of the Belarusian "father" (women and representatives of the older age group with a low level of
education prevail among the former).

The main form of a Soviet person’s public and political activity was participation in the voluntary Saturday
work. Today, too, it has no rivals (Table 25) including among A. Lukashenko’s electoral supporters and among
his opponents (Table 26). However, participation in manifestations, especially in unauthorized ones, is the lot of
opposition-leaning Belarusians. It is important to mention that opponents of the authorities gather for protest
actions on their own initiative ("The Square"), and supporters of the authorities — under orders from above. An
important conclusion follows from here: the present political regime rests not upon support of its adherents, but
upon their passivity.

As cross-country research shows, the size of per capita income depends directly on the ability of citizens to
organize themselves. Let us cite the finding of such a research (2007): 4 business organizations were
accounted for by 1 million of the population in the countries with the annual per capita income from $ 200 to
$ 2000; and 27 business organizations — with the income from $ 15000 to $ 20000.

In the 90s a wanton growth in the number of registered civil society organizations was observed in Belarus.
The peak fell at 1999 when there were 2502 organizations; their number began to decrease after that not
without help on the part of the state. Here one cannot but agree with the numerous statements of
A. Lukashenko about the unpreparedness of Belarusians to jump over several development stages into the
"happy democratic future". What jumps is it all about, if the jumpers’ feet are tied together?

Whose wind is stronger?

The rule here is to consider that form the geopolitical preferences point of view Belarusian society is divided
into approximately two equal parts — supporters of the western (European) and eastern (Russian) vectors of
development. The opposite orientation of the geopolitical vectors does exclude a possibility of an exchange
between the two ideologically incompatible parts of society, which happens from time to time under the impact
of fluctuations in the foreign policy course of the country.

It might seem that Belarusians being squeezed between two European civilizations are doomed to such a
choice. One cannot help remembering S. Hantington with his theory of the civilizations’ clash in this connection!
However, reality is more complicated than any scheme, and the data of Tables 27 and 28 confirm it.

Table 27

Dynamics of answering the question: "What is Belarus historical way, in your opinion?", %

Variant of answer 04'06 12'09 09'12
Its own special way 56.8 55.0 42.1
The common way of the European civilization 17.3 23.6 25.2
A return to the Soviet way 25.5 20.7 20.3
DA/NA 0.4 0.7 12.4
Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is Belarus historical way, in your opinion?", %

Variant of answer Supporters of Supporters of opposition
A. Lukashenko politicians

Its own special way 55.2 32.2

The common way of the European civilization 20.3 25.3

A return to the Soviet way 11.2 34.0

DA/NA 12.9 8.2

If respondents are offered two variants of answer to the geopolitical question, they will choose from what has
been offered. For this reason the French sociologist P. Bourdieu stated in his article "Public Opinion Does Not
Exist" that sociologists are inclined to ask respondents what is interesting for politicians and not what is
interesting for respondents themselves. Let us back the above said by a corresponding quotation: "A short
statistical analysis of the questions that had been asked showed us that their overwhelming part was directly
connected with political concerns of "staff politicians". If we decided to amuse ourselves with a game of forfeits
and | asked you to write five questions in the field of education which are most important in your opinion, we
would undoubtedly receive a list that would differ considerably from the one revealed in the course of making an
inventory of questions which had been actually asked while holding public opinion polls".

Expansion of the variants list for answering the question of Table 27 destroys our habitual idea about
geopolitical preferences of Belarusians. "One’s own special way" proves to be beyond comparison. In April 2006
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and in March 2009 the number of its supporters exceeded the total number of supporters of the common
European and Soviet ways of Belarus development.

In September 2012 the popularity of the special way decreased appreciably. Perhaps, the economic crisis
contributed its mite into the geopolitical preferences. However, it is significant that almost all the "released"
votes replenished the "DA/NA" column!

To explain the revealed phenomenon let us use the theoretical concept of limitrophe. Notions about
civilizations being clearly outlined in space are an abstraction. "In reality it is possible to find out centers of local
civilizations where the qualitative characteristics inherent in the given civilization predominate, and vast
transition spaces where a gradual dying away of the given quality takes place. At that an alternative quality
which increases as the limitrophe is being crossed can be observed from a certain moment parallel to the dying
away of some civilization quality” (I. Yakovenko, a culture expert).

The ideology of a special way is formed on a limirophe. It is one of its fundamental characteristics. The data
of Tables 27 and 28 confirm the existence of this peculiarity in its Belarusian version.

However, it does not follow from the aforesaid that a limitrophe adopts an equal volume of cultural qualities
from each frontier civilization. Thus, in the Belarusian case the eastern wind obviously prevails over the western
one. According to G. Pomerants, the basis of the European civilization is formed by the Jewish religion in its
Catholic and Protestant versions, Greek philosophy and Roman Civil law. Let us leave the last two components
without comments and refer to the first one (Table 29).

Table 29

Dynamics of answering the question: "What is your religion?", %

Variant of answer 12'93 09'02 09'10
Orthodox 435 67.4 78.8
Catholic 8.4 13.1 11.1
Christian 15.3 7.4 -

Other religion 1.6 0.8 1.2
Nonbeliever/atheist 11.8 5.9 8.8
NA 19.4 5.4 0.1

Prevalence of orthodoxy on the territory of Belarus is unquestionable (the matter does not concern
truthfulness of faith in the given case). It is no coincidence that A. Lukashenko reckoned himself among
Orthodox atheists. For a politician disposed towards populism the mentioned decision should be recognized as
a reasonable one.

Let us refer to Table 28 again. Its data fit with difficulty the traditional picture of geopolitical preferences of
the two traditional parts of split Belarusian society. The main anomaly is the choice of supporters of opposition
politicians in favor of returning to the Soviet way (a threefold excess over A. Lukashenko’s supporters)!

It is not ruled out that the reason for the anomaly is purely technical. What historical way is at issue: the one
desirable from the respondents’ point of view, or the real one which Belarus has been following under the
guidance of A. Lukashenko for 18 years already? If the matter concerns the second one, then the choice of
opposition politicians’ supporters in favor of the Soviet way should not surprise.

In any case, analyzing the results of opinion polls it is necessary to remember that life is more complicated
than our ideas about it, and that opinion polls are only one of the tools for analyzing social reality.

The geopolitical swing swung aside from Russia

The September opinion poll of 2012 registered a marked change in the population’s geopolitical preferences.
A dramatic increase in sentiment in favor of integration with Russia gave place to an equally sharp decrease in
it, and the ratio between "Belo-Russians" and "Euro-Belarusians" virtually returned to the level of the previous
summer — the height of the economic crisis.

Apparently when the situation stabilized, the “downpour” of Russian economic bounties was forgotten
somehow. Perhaps, a recent conflict concerning solvents and thinners, together with the declared reduction in
deliveries of Russian oil caused a change in sentiment. These conflicts were not so resounding in comparison
with the economic and information wars of the previous years; however, they, too, were reflected in the
information space.

It is more difficult to explain the growth in pro-European sentiment, however slight but statistically important.
Generally speaking, a decrease in pro-Russian aspirations does not automatically lead to an increase in the
share of the European choice supporters; although this is exactly what happened in the given case.

The data of Table 30 show that on the whole changes in geopolitical priorities have had an oscillatory
character for the last five years. An approximate parity of supporters of the first and the second choices has
been observed, and a deviation from the balance has changed by coming full circle.
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It has already been mentioned more than once that the population combines a rather high level of readiness
for integrating with Russia with a much more restrained attitude to the prospect of privatizing the Belarusian
economy’s key assets by Russian capital.

Table 30

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

Variant of 11'04 12'05 06'06 12'07 12'08 12'09 1210 0311 06'11 12'11 0312 06'12 0912
answer

Integration 493 516 565 475 46.0 423 381 315 353 414 470 436 36.2
with the RF

Joiningthe EU  33.7 24.8 29.3 333 30.1 421 380 505 445 39.1 373 39.8 44.1

Table 31

Distribution of answers to the question: "Last year Belarusian government sold its share of the gas
transport enterprise "Beltransgaz" that completely became the property of the Russian gas concern
"Gazprom". How do you assess the decision?"

Variant of answer %

Negatively, "Beltransgaz" should not have been sold 43.3
Negatively, but Belarus did not have another way out 29.9
Positively 10.5
DA/NA 16.3

A generally negative attitude to selling the "Beltransgaz" stock of shares which remained in the hands of the
Belarusian government to Russia last year has not virtually changed thus far. In March the transaction was
assessed positively by 15.1% of respondents and 53.5% assessed it negatively. In September assessments
looked as follows (Table 31).

As it can be seen, the questions of the two opinion polls are not exactly comparable and they can be viewed
in different ways. On the one hand, 30% are ready to heed the reasons laid down by the authorities and accept
the selling as a bitter necessity. On the other hand, the share of those who assessed the transaction negatively
grew up to almost three quarters, and the share of those who assessed it positively, modest as it was,
decreased by a third.

To all appearances, this attitude is not a secret for A. Lukashenko. Thus his stubborn resistance to sell large
assets to Russian business is explained not only by his political interests, but also by his understanding how it is
perceived by Belarusian public opinion. In particular, counteraction of selling "Belaruskali" fully corresponds to
the mass sentiment (Table 32).

Table 32

Distribution of answers to the question: "Negotiations for selling the Belarusian complex "Belaruskali"
mining potash to a Russian investor have been conducted for a long time already. What is your attitude
to the possible selling transaction?"

Variant of answer %

It is negative, "Belaruskali" should not be sold even for all the money in the world 58.7
It is positive, but only if the price is really high 17.5
It is positive 7.6
DA/NA 16.2

Negative attitude does not, of course, mean that in case of selling "Belaruskali" people will rush to defend the
"property of the republic" or assault the presidential palace. However, accumulation of decisions which people
considered and still consider unsuccessful may entail political consequences. The return of pro-Russian
sentiment to the previous level shows that mass consciousness does not remember presents very well. Money
received from selling the assets will be taken for granted and its receipt will be soon forgotten, but the distress
from the loss of the assets will remain.

The data of Table 33 show how the attitude to selling "Beltransgaz" and to prospective selling of
“Belaruskalij” is connected with geopolitical priorities and readiness to vote for the incumbent president.

Although "Euro-Belarusians" are devoted to the principals of the market economy more than "Belo-
Russians”, the former are inclined to assess transactions concerning sale of the core assets to Russian
business negatively to the fullest extent; at that they assess them negatively in principle, i.e. they think the
assets should not be sold for all the money in the world. Geopolitical preferences turn out to be stronger than
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market attitude. However, for the most part adherents of the Russian vector do not approve of such transactions
either. The same also applies to supporters of A. Lukashenko: their attitude to the fact that "Beltransgaz" and
"Belaruskali" may find themselves in the hands of Russian capital is just a little bit worse than the one of "Belo-
Russians".

Table 33

Connection of the attitude to selling "Beltransgaz" and "Belaruskali" with geopolitical priorities and
readiness to vote for A. Lukashenko, %

Variant of answer Choice between integration with the RF and joining the EU Will vote for
Integration with the Russia___Joining the EU DA/NA A. Lukashenko

Attitude to selling "Beltransgaz":

Negative, "Beltransgaz" should 32.2 56.1 35.3 30.4

not have been sold

Negative, but Belarus did not 38.6 23.5 27.8 35.7

have another way out

Positive 18.6 7.2 3.1 14.4

Attitude to selling "Belaruskali™:

Negative, "Belaruskali" should 49.9 68.4 53.6 451

not be sold even for all the
money in the world

Positive, but only if the price is 23.8 15.6 10.5 24.7
really high
Positive 13.1 4.8 3.7 10.8

Attitude of Belarusians to the problem that has come as a bombshell for Russian public opinion in recent
months also presents some interest. The matter concerns the case of Pussy Riot. Perhaps, one should not
overestimate the general interest of Russian society to it, but it caused heated ideologycal discussions among
the educated public which extended beyond the scope of concrete circumstances of the performance and the
subsequent trial (Table 34).

Table 34

Distribution of answers to the question: "In August in Russia three participants of the group Pussy Riot
who had organized a punk-church service in the Cathedral of Christ the Savior on the eve of the
presidential elections, were sentenced to 2 years of incarceration on a charge of hooliganism. How do
you assess the sentence?”

Variant of answer %

| consider it just 35.9
| think the punishment should be more severe 19.2
| consider the deed of the accused blameworthy, however the sentence is excessively severe 18.5
| consider the sentence unjust, the accused were not guilty 4.8
| do not know what it is all about 21.4
NA 0.2

For the sake of comparison let us cite the data concerning the attitude of Russians to the case received by
the Levada-center (Table 35).

As it can be seen, the shares of those who consider the sentence just have virtually coincided in Belarus and
in Russia. In Belarus there were a little bit more of those who thought that the group participants should not
have been punished at all (although the wordings of the answers differed somewhat). In Russia three times less
respondents than in Belarus were not at all informed about the case, which is natural as the matter concerned a
Russian, not a Belarusian event. However, what really impresses is a more than twice as large share of Russian
respondents who considered that the "term was too short".

This can also be explained by the remoteness of the event from Belarus: to display ardent passion for an
event which took place abroad even though not so far away, is somewhat inconvenient. However, taking into
account proximity, in every sense of the word, of the foreign country, including the fact that the Belarusian
Orthodox Church is part of the Russian Orthodox Church, it should be ascertained that Belarusian respondents
displayed appreciably more tolerance to the action of the Pussy Riot participants.

The data of Table 36 show how attitude to the sentence of the punk-performance participants differs among
Belarusian respondents depending on socio-demographic characteristics and political preferences.

Education is a factor differentiating attitude to the sentence more than anything else — the higher its level is,
the more respondents are inclined to a liberal attitude to the performers of the spectacle "God’s Mother, send
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Putin away". However, the gap in assessments is not so large; moreover, the "surge", i.e. the share of
respondents who think that the participants of the punk-group should have been punished more severely, which
is the largest among the people with primary education, draws attention to itself. The share sinks considerably in
the groups with a higher level of education, and grows again in the group of respondents with university level
education.

Table 35

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think 2 years of general regime penal colony which
participants of the group Pussy Riot were sentenced to after their action in the Cathedral of Christ the
Savior is an appropriate punishment?", %

Variant of answer 09'12
Appropriate punishment 35
Inadequate punishment 43
Excessive punishment 14
Such actions should not be punished criminally at all 2
DA 7
Table 36

Connection assessments of the Pussy Riot sentence with socio-demographic characteristics and
political preferences, %

Characteristics Attitude to the sentence of the Pussy Riot participants
Not guilty Excessively severe Just Not severe enough
Gender:
Male 6.9 19.6 35.5 18.6
Female 3.1 17.5 36.2 19.7
Age:
18-29 8.6 27.1 28.3 17.4
30-59 4.4 20.0 394 18.0
60 and older 1.8 6.1 35.4 23.7
Education:
Primary 0 4.1 20.6 29.9
Incomplete primary 4.6 7.3 41.3 16.5
Secondary 5.3 16.3 37.5 19.0
Vocational 4.8 221 38.5 16.2
Higher 5.6 25.5 324 21.6
If presidential elections were held tomorrow, who would you vote for?
For A. Lukashenko 2.7 10.3 38.2 19.8
Is the state of affairs in our country developing in general in the right or in the wrong direction, in your opinion?
In the right direction 2.9 11.3 40.3 22.4
In the wrong direction 7.2 26.1 31.7 17.5
Geopolitical choice:
Integration with Russia 3.5 114 42.8 23.3
Joining the EU 7.2 26.7 30.3 18.3

* The table is read across

It is not ruled out that the fact can be explained by a larger involvement of the group with higher education in
the Russian political and intellectual discourse: a split there influences a split here. At the same time "ordinary
and non-book" people are less interested in passions seething by their neighbors, and reason as they see it, as
if it happened in Belarus.

Age exerts apparent influence on assessments: the older the age cohort is the more severe the
assessments are. The largest share of those who see no guilt at all in the action of the performance participants
is among the young people.

Gender does not almost influence assessments; men are just a little bit more liberal.

Political preferences are connected with the assessments in an expected manner — those who are
discontented with the authorities and supporters of the European choice are more inclined to treat the accused
Pussy Riot participants more indulgently. However, the difference is not big; it is smaller than among the age
and education groups.
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How Belarusians assessed the plush "landing force"

Results of the September opinion poll of 2012 registered a decrease in pro-Russian and intensification of
pro-European sentiment in Belarusian society: 36.2% of respondents declared for integration with Russia, and
44.1% - for Belarus joining the EU (still in June, 2012 the shares of "Belo-Russians" and "Euro-Belarusians"
made up 43.6% and 39.8% respectively).

In spite of a fairly high level of pro-European sentiment in Belarusian society it is rather ill-informed about
European initiatives concerning Belarus (Table 37).

Table 37

Distribution of answers to the question: "Not long ago the European Union announced beginning of a
new program "A dialogue about modernization of Belarus". It provides for an exchange of opinions and
ideas between the EU and representatives of Belarusian civil society and political opposition about the
reforms necessary in Belarus, development of relations with the EU and possible support on the part of
the European Union. Do you know/have you heard anything about this program?"

Variant of answer %
No 79.1
Yes 20.9

Every fifth respondent who simply knows about the existence of the EU program "A dialogue about
modernization of Belarus" is not much, to put it mildly. It is not ruled out, either, that some respondents who
displayed familiarity with the program derived their knowledge from the question itself.

However, even the lack of knowledge did not prevent the relative majority of respondents from assessing the
program positively (Table 38).

Table 38

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think Belarus needs such a program?"

Variant of answer %

Yes 40.3
No 18.2
DA/NA 41.5

As we can see, twice as many respondents being guided by the name and a brief summary of the EU
program in the previous question of the questionnaire declared for it than among those who knew about the
program. At that the share of those who were against it was comparatively small which testifies to the absence
of considerable Euro-phobia in Belarus: an unclear and not well-known program of the European Union does
not at least arouse a prior negative attitude (Table 39).

The connection is quite natural — there are two times more of those who heard about the program among
"Euro-Belarusians” than in the groups of other geopolitical preferences. However, a lot of respondents heard
about the program in the two other groups, too.

Table 39

Connection of the knowledge about the EU program "A dialogue about modernization of Belarus"
and attitude to it with geopolitical preferences, %

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

Integration with Russia Joining the EU DA/NA

Not long ago the European Union announced beginning of a new program "A dialogue about modernization of
Belarus". It provides for an exchange of opinions and ideas between the EU and representatives of Belarusian
civil society and political opposition about the reforms necessary in Belarus, development of relations with the
EU and possible support on the part of the European Union. Do you know/have you heard anything about this

program?

Yes 14.2 29.3 145
No 85.8 70.7 85.5
Do you think Belarus needs such a program?

Yes 26.2 58.2 26.0
No 25.8 11.5 19.6

DA/NA 48.0 30.3 54.4
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The data of Table 39 confirm the above suggested idea that Belarusians lack prior Euro-phobia; an
approximate balance is being observed among supporters and opponents of the program even in the group of
supporters of integration with Russia. On the other hand, not all "Euro-Belarusians” support the program either.
It is not ruled out that regret at the EU not offering deeper and more binding forms of collaboration is partly the
reason for the indifferent or even negative attitude to the program in this group.

An illegal flight to Belarus of Swedish admen who dropped teddy bears with an appeal to the freedom of
speech in Belarus over lvenets and Minsk became one of the most resounding political events of the summer.
Some people considered the Swedes heroes, others — irresponsible adventurers, agents of the “global cabal”,
or marionettes in a special-forces raid of Lubyanka; eventually public opinion had mixed feelings about the
action (Table 40).

Table 40

Distribution of answers to the question: "In July a group of Swedish subjects conducted an
unauthorized flight over Belarus and dropped teddy bears with an appeal to the freedom of speech in
Belarus over Ivenets and Minsk. What is your attitude to the action?"

Variant of answer %

It was a stupid act 31.7
It was a brave protest against violation of human rights 23.0
It was a provocation of western special forces 13.8
| do not know what it is all about 31.2
NA 0.3

A relative majority treated the action negatively. At the same time the conspiracy version proved to be the
least popular.

The incident with the "plush landing force" gradually developed into a tough diplomatic conflict.

As it often happens when respondents answer a question about culpability for such clashes, a relative
majority of Belarusians hold to the opinion that both parties are guilty (Table 41).

Table 41

Distribution of answers to the question: "In July after the "plush landing force" of Swedish subjects
Belarus demanded from the entire Swedish embassy to leave Belarus. Accordingly, the entire
Belarusian embassy left Sweden. Who do you think is to blame for the conflict?"

Variant of answer %
Both parties equally 30.1
Swedish authorities 21.0
Belarusian authorities 16.1
| do not know what it is all about 31.8
NA 1.0
Table 42

Connection between attitude to the "plush landing force" and the diplomatic conflict with Sweden
depending on geopolitical preferences, %

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

Integration with Russia Joining the EU DA/NA

In July a group of Swedish subjects conducted an unauthorized flight over Belarus and dropped teddy bears
with an appeal to the freedom of speech in Belarus over Ivenets and Minsk. What is your attitude to the action?

It was a stupid act 39.3 28.8 24.1
It was a brave protest against violation 11.8 32.6 22.4
of human rights

It was a provocation of western special 15.6 12.1 14.6
forces

In July after the "plush landing force" of Swedish subjects Belarus demanded from the entire Swedish embassy
to leave Belarus. Accordingly, the entire Belarusian embassy left Sweden. Who do you think is to blame for the
conflict?

Both parties equally 26.3 35.9 23.6
Swedish authorities 30.4 14.0 19.6
Belarusian authorities 10.7 23.4 9.8
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The data of Table 42 show how answers to the question about the "plush landing force" and its diplomatic
consequences distributed among adherents of different geopolitical choice options.

Correlations are quite expected: "Euro-Belarusians" are inclined to consider participants of the plush
"bombing" heroes and blame the home authorities for the subsequent diplomatic conflict to the fullest extent.
However, it should be mentioned that a general geopolitical attitude does not unambiguously predetermines
"friends" and "foes". More than every tenth "Belo-Russian" considers the Swedes from Studio Total brave
people protesting against violation of human rights in Belarus. Approximately the same number of people
among them blames official Minsk for the recall of the embassy. In their turn, 40% among "Euro-Belarusians"
assess the “plush landing force” negatively, and 14% blame Belarusian authorities for the diplomatic conflict.

The data, especially distribution of assessments as far as the guilty of the diplomatic conflict are concerned,
testify, in our opinion, to the instability of geopolitical attitude.

Nevertheless, there are socio-demographic characteristics which condition a geopolitical choice to a large
extent (Table 43).

Table 43

Dynamics of connection of a geopolitical choice with socio-demographic and political characteristics*,
%

Variant of answer If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the
European Union, what choice would you make?
Integration with Russia Joining the EU

06'12 (43.6) 09'12 (36.2) 06'12 (39.8) 09'12 (44.1)
Age:
18-29 28.8 26.6 57.6 551
30-39 34.9 28.3 494 54.3
40-49 43.2 30.6 375 48.0
50-59 48.5 40.2 36.5 40.9
60 + 61.2 53.8 19.3 24.3
Gender:
Male 38.3 34.6 45.9 48.7
Female 48.1 37.6 34.6 40.3
Education:
Primary 65.2 495 13.0 29.9
Incomplete secondary 54.2 51.4 22.4 26.6
Secondary 42.5 37.0 42.0 43.4
Vocational 42.3 31.8 42.5 47.7
Higher 374 314 45.9 51.3

* The table is read across

Connection of a geopolitical choice is stable and traditional: youth, the educated, and men are more strongly
attached by Europe; elderly people, those with a low level of education, and women — by Russia. The ratio
remains the same in all opinion polls; however, it is interesting to note owing to what groups a considerable
shift in geopolitical priorities has happened for the quarter. In general, owing to almost all of them as virtually all
the demographic groups described in Table 43 have become less inclined to integration with Russia and more
— to integration with the EU for the quarter. It is interesting, though, that the most appreciable shifts occurred in
"no one’s own" groups. Among the young people the share of "Euro-Belarusians" remained almost immutable,
whereas among the respondents of mature age — 40-49 years old — it increased by 10 percentage points. At
the same time, an 8 percentage points’ reduction in the number of "Belo-Russian” men occurred in the oldest
age groups, and the number of "Belo-Russian"” women decreased by 10 points. The share of adherents of
integration with Russia among respondents with the lowest level of education decreased almost by a quarter,
and the share of Euro-integration supporters grew more than twice among them.

Social portrait of a supporter of the civil campaign "Our House" and its leader

In the survey carried out by IISEPS in September 2012 respondents were asked 11 questions about their
attitude towards the civil campaign "Our House" and its leader O. Karach. The tables 44-54 below present the
results of the survey and also illustrate the dynamics of the results basing on 12 opinion polls carried out since
December 2009.

In the last quarter the organization deliberately did not take part either in the elections, or in a boycott, or, to
our knowledge, in monitoring of the elections. What is more, according to our information, during the election
period "Our House" was busy restructuring. Thus, the organization devoted a great deal of time to improve its
organizational structure, and spend little time for publicity. Other national media, in contrast, paid most attention
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to the forces which were engaged in the election campaign. Most likely, it affected people’s attitude towards the
organization. However, it has positive effects as well.

Table 44

Dynamics of answering the question: "How do you evaluate activities carried out by the civil campaign
"Our House"?", %

Variant of answer 12'09 03'10 06'10 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 0312 06'12 09'12
Positively 54 54 53 8.5 10.6 8.6 6.1 6.8 9.4 6.5 8.5 7.1

Negatively 1.6 2.4 1.4 2.8 4.2 2.5 1.6 2.4 1.7 3.3 2.3 2.0

Indifferent 10.6 17.8 10.8 9.8 6.7 6.7 4.4 5.9 7.5 8.2 8.6 6.2

Have no information 824 739 821 775 7777 681 610 454 536 66.7 59.1 432
DA/NA 5.4 0.5 0.4 1.4 0.8 141 269 395 278 153 215 415
Table 45

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you know anything about the activities of the civil campaign
"Our House"?", %

Variant of answer 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
Yes 16.8 11.9 14.2 18.5 15.7 17.3 16.0
No 82.1 88.1 85.3 81.1 83.8 81.6 82.7
NA 1.1 0 0.5 0.4 0.5 1.1 1.3

Table 46

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

Variant of answer 09'10 12'10 0311 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
They protect rights of ordinary people 3.9 6.8 3.7 4.0 3.9 6.1 4.3 3.9 3.4
They fight with lawlessness of the civil 35 6.4 5.2 2.9 3.8 54 35 4.2 2.7
servants

The help to solve real social problems 3.0 3.8 4.1 2.4 3.7 3.9 1.9 1.9 2.4
They are funny people 0.9 1.2 0.2 1.1 0.4 0.7 0.6 0.9 0.2
Table 47

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

Variant of answer 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
They don’t care about people, they only 15 2.3 1.0 0.9 2.2 1.3 15 11 1.3
struggle for power

They are against the authorities, throw 1.2 1.6 0.8 0.7 0.9 1.2 1.3 1.1 1.0
stones in muddy water

They break laws 1.0 1.1 1.0 0.7 0.7 0.5 1.1 0.3 0.2
They are like clowns 1.5 1.1 0.8 0.9 0.3 0.7 0.5 0.8 0.2
Table 48

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

Variant of answer 12'09 03'10 06'10 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 0612 09'12
Positively 4.1 4.8 4.6 69 102 6.9 5.2 5.8 8.2 6.8 7.5 5.8
Negatively 14 1.9 1.7 2.4 3.4 1.7 2.0 21 2.5 2.4 2.8 2.2
Indifferent 87 158 93 7.3 5.8 5.4 3.0 3.8 5.2 6.7 59 5.2
Have no information 858 77.3 839 712 777 737 644 774 795 768 769 795
DA/NA 4.1 0.2 05 122 29 122 254 109 4.6 7.3 6.9 7.3

The number of people willing to take part in the organization’s activities, as well as those who negatively
evaluate "Our House" and O. Karach, has not changed. Also, there are no more fluctuations in the number of
people who believe that the organization does not represent their interests, namely, during the quarter it has
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dropped from 29.7% to 5%. In other words, the loss of people’s support is lower than the decline in its informing
activeness. The Tables 55-56 partly explain why it has happened.

Table 49

Dynamics of answering the question: "If you evaluate Olga Karach positively, choose why?", %
(more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 0312 06'12 09'12
Cares about people and provides real help 2.9 5.5 3.4 2.8 2.7 4.0 3.1 3.2 2.7
Inspires trust 3.0 3.6 2.8 2.2 24 2.9 2.2 2.4 2.3
A real leader 1.6 3.4 1.0 1.3 1.9 2.2 2.3 1.8 1.0
A beautiful woman 1.6 2.1 0.7 1.2 0.6 0.9 1.1 1.1 0.5
Table 50

Dynamics of answering the question: "If you evaluate Olga Karach negatively, choose why?", %
(more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer 09'10 12'10 0311 06'11 0911 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
A career woman, strives for power 15 2.2 1.2 13 1.8 1.3 1.1 1.0 0.4
Women shouldn’t be involved in social 15 0.8 1.4 0.6 15 1.3 1.3 1.2 0.3
activity

Doesn’t know anything about politics 0.5 1.1 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.2 1.8 1.6 0.8
or economics

A populist, she is always criticizing the 0.5 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.7 0.8 0.2
authorities

Table 51

Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you ever received any information materials from the civil
campaign "Our House" (leaflets, newspapers, text messages, electronic newsletter)?", %

Variant of answer 12'09 03'10 06'10 09'10 12'10 0311 06'11 0911 12'11 0312 06'12 09'12
Yes 7.6 9.4 9.4 125 150 111 8.9 11.3 8.4 10.9 105 6.9

No 917 903 899 650 830 792 805 542 740 819 846 64.8
NA 0.7 0.3 0.7 22.5 2.0 9.7 106 345 17.6 7.2 4.9 28.3
Table 52

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do the activities of the campaign "Our House" correspond to the
interests of people like you?", %

Variant of answer 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
Yes 7.1 8.9 6.7 5.8 6.1 8.2 6.4 7.6 6.2

No 10.4 14.7 13.6 7.6 4.9 15.8 16.9 29.7 5.0

NA 82.5 76.4 79.7 86.6 89.0 76.0 76.7 62.7 88.8
Table 53

Dynamics of answering the question: "Have you ever wanted to participate in any activities carried out
by the civil campaign "Our House"?", %

Variant of answer 06'12 09'12
Yes 5.4 5.3

No 85.5 61.1
NA 9.1 33.6

Earlier, most of the supporters of the campaign and its leader accounted for the people who received
information materials of "Our House". According to the last survey, it is approximately half of the respondents. It
demonstrates that there are other channels of information, such as the awareness of the campaign’s present
activities, memory of the past information campaigns and articles in the national media. Due to these factors,
the decline in favorable attitude towards the organization is lower than the decrease in its informing activeness.

The attitude to a political campaign includes three levels: the level of knowledge and awareness of the
organization's activities/campaigns in the Belarusian society (the so-called cognitive element of the personality),
the nature of people's attitudes to their activities (the emotional element of the personality) and the potential
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willingness to participate in the activities carried out by the organization / campaign as well as support it
(behavioral element of the personality).

Table 54

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you have any items with the logo of the civil campaign "Our
House"?", %

Variant of answer 06'12 09'12
Yes 3.0 2.2

No 87.8 64.7
NA 9.2 33.1
Table 55

Connection between the attitude towards "Our House" and received information materials of the
campaign, %

Received information Positive attitude towards the civil campaign "Our House"

materials from "Our

House" 12'09 03'10 06'10 0910 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 0312 06'12 09'12
Yes 646 585 763 654 838 794 813 825 528 755 724 533
No 354 415 238 346 16.2 206 187 175 472 245 276 46.7
Table 56

Connection between the attitude towards O. Karach and received information materials of the campaign,
%

Received information Positive attitude towards O. Karach

materials from "Our

House" 12'09 03'10 06'10 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
Yes 58.1 685 76.8 70.8 760 752 759 828 423 612 625 50.6
No 419 315 232 292 234 248 241 172 537 388 357 47.1

Knowledge about the organization, the level of awareness about the campaign through information
materials, described in Tables 45 and 51, account for the first, or the cognitive level of attitude. Evaluation of the
organization and its leader, psychological acceptance/rejection of it (Table 44, 48 and 52, correspondingly)
account for the emotional attitude. Lastly, the willingness to get engaged in "Our House" activities, ownership of
items with the campaign’s logo (Tables 53 and 54) account for the third, behavioral attitude.

Almost all of the supporters of the organization are aware of its activities; the opponents are indifferent.
There are almost no respondents who know nothing about the campaign (Table 57).

Table 57

Connection between the attitude towards "Our House" and knowledge about it, as well as psychological
closeness and willingness to be involved, %

Variant of answer How do you evaluate work of the civil campaign "Our House"?
Positively Negatively Indifferent Know nothing about it

Do you know about the civil campaign "Our House"?

Yes 98.1 100.0 100.0 0.9

Do the activities carried out by the civil campaign "Our House" meet the interests of such people like you?

Yes 83.0 0 3.2 0.1

No 4.7 74.2 36.6 1.0

Would you like to be involved in the civil campaign "Our House"?

Yes 52.8 0 2.2 1.7

No 47.2 100.0 96.8 58.7

In turn, while transition from the cognitive to the emotional level;, the opponents disappear, while a
dominating majority of the respondents are indifferent. A striking point is that psychological
acceptance/closeness turns out to be a characteristic factor: most of the respondents with the positive attitude
toward the organization, experience psychological acceptance/closeness to it, while almost none of the
opponents who are indifferent or unaware feel it. The next stage of transition from the cognitive to the behavioral
level brings additional losses. The supporters willing to participate in the campaign’s activities account only for
the half of the respondents. Among the remaining interviews there is almost nobody willing.



26

The Table 58 shows how these categories of people differ in terms of their social and demographic
characteristics.

Table 58

Social and demographic characteristics of various groups of various levels of positive attitude towards
the civil campaign "Our House", %
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Age:
18-29 23.3 18.8 15.5 19.6 16.3 26.2 27.3
30-59 53.9 69.6 75.7 72.0 75.0 67.5 57.6
60 + 22.8 11.7 8.7 8.4 8.7 6.2 15.2
Gender:
Male 45.5 50.4 50.0 49.5 52.7 47.5 51.5
Female 54.5 49.6 50.0 50.5 47.3 52.5 48.5
Education:
Primary 6.5 0.4 0 0 11 0 0
Incomplete secondary 7.2 3.8 2.9 2.8 3.2 2.5 2.9
Secondary 36.8 27.6 27.9 31.1 32.3 31.6 32.4
Vocational 29.1 33.9 38.5 33.0 32.3 34.2 38.2
Higher 20.3 34.3 30.8 33.0 31.2 31.6 26.5
Status:
Manager (owner) of a company 3.8 7.5 4.8 6.5 7.5 6.2 2.9
Self-employed 5.1 7.5 12.5 9.3 9.7 10.0 11.8
An employee of a private company 16.6 21.3 23.1 26.2 24.7 26.2 41.2
A civil servant 6.9 11.7 15.4 5.6 6.5 8.8 2.9
An employee of a public enterprise 31.7 31.0 28.8 33.6 31.2 28.8 17.6
A student 6.5 5.0 3.8 3.7 3.2 5.0 0
A pensioner 22.8 10.5 3.8 11.2 12.9 8.8 14.7
A housewife 2.7 2.9 2.9 0.9 1.1 1.2 2.9
An unemployed 2.1 2.5 4.8 2.8 3.2 5.0 5.9

There is an evident connection between various aspects of attitude to the organization and age. The number
of older people is lower in all samples of the survey. One can trace an almost linear relationship: the higher the
level of attitude to the organization, the fewer of the respondents are 60 years and older. However, there is an
exception, the number of older people is higher among those who said that they owned items with the logo of
"Our House". The older generation in Belarus is not spoiled with gifts and many elderly people who have
received a mug or bag with the logo of the organization, remember and value these gifts.

The situation with the proportion of youth is more complicated. Those who are willing to participate in the
activities carried out by "Our House" and have items with the campaign’s logo account for the biggest
proportion.

Gender is almost non-related to the different levels of attitude to "Our House"; there are more man than
woman in the sample as a whole. The proportion remains stable during the transition from one level of attitude
to the other. Among the respondents there are fewer people with unfinished secondary education; the number
of interviewees with higher education is by 6-14% bigger. However, there is no obvious change in the proportion
while transition from one level of attitude to the other.

As for the status, the proportion of respondents who work in the private sector and are engaged in "Our
House" activities is much bigger among the people interviewed. The proportion of pensioners is lower.

Summing up, it should be said that people engaged in some way in the relationships with "Our House",
namely, those who know about it, approve of it and willing to participate, differ as of their social and
demographic characteristics. However, there is no obvious change in the proportion while the transition from
one level of attitude to the other.

The connection between various levels of attitude to organization and political preferences is much more
evident (Table 59).
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Socio-political evaluation of different levels of attitude to the civil campaign "Our House'
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How has your personal financial standing changed for the last three months?
It has improved 14.7 11.2 5.6 19.4 15.2 15.3 5.4 3.8
It has not changed 58.8 55.4 51.4 67.7 54.3 59.6 48.4 46.8
It has become worse 25.0 31.7 43.0 12.9 27.2 23.7 46.2 48.1
Is the state of affairs in our country developing, in general, in the right or in the wrong direction, in your opinion?
In the right direction 34.1 32.0 22.6 54.8 34.4 34.6 23.9 225
In the wrong direction 47.4 51.9 65.1 35.5 43.0 46.6 64.1 66.2
Do you agree that a strong leader can give more to the country today than good laws?
Yes, | do 43.3 33.3 20.8 58.1 38.3 45.2 22.8 215
No, | do not 49.2 57.5 69.8 41.9 52.1 47.4 67.4 68.4
What principle of relationships between the state and its people would you personally support?
People should make some sacrifices for 10.3 10.0 7.5 9.7 11.8 10.4 6.5 5.1
the weal of the state
The state should take more care of the 62.7 56.2 57.0 64.5 53.8 63.8 54.3 58.2
people
People should display the initiative and 22.7 30.4 32.7 194 33.3 21.1 35.9 32.9
take care of themselves
Have authorities offended you in the last three months?
No, they haven't 62.9 55.4 55.1 73.3 50.5 64.2 53.3 56.2
Yes, once 13.8 12.9 15.9 6.7 12.6 13.8 16.3 125
Yes, several times 14.7 22.1 22.4 13.3 24.2 134 23.9 20.0
Yes, repeatedly 4.7 6.7 5.6 0 10.5 4.2 5.4 11.2
Trust to public organizations
Public organizations in general 33.9 43.8 43.0 61.3 38.3 32.1 39.8 36.2
Independent trade unions 28.8 41.2 55.1 16.1 35.1 26.5 54.8 49.4
Governmental trade unions 38.1 33.8 23.4 48.4 39.8 38.9 23.9 25.0
Independent research centers 29.0 41.1 52.8 32.3 32.3 26.8 54.8 56.2
Local civil initiatives 221 36.2 39.6 22.6 35.1 19.7 40.2 34.2
Human rights organizations 325 43.3 48.1 48.4 36.6 30.4 50.5 38.8
Political parties and movements 15.4 23.2 25.2 35.5 19.1 13.8 25.0 21.5
Can you say that you are involved in civil activity?
Yes 16.3 33.1 33.0 23.3 37.2 13.2 35.9 38.8
No 76.6 59.0 55.7 76.7 56.4 79.9 54.3 52.5
Forms of civil activities which the respondents took part in
Participation in socially useful initiatives 70.6 79.6 80.4 83.3 80.9 68.6 80.6 77.5
(subbotniks, landscaping works)
Charities 315 45.8 49.5 40.0 46.2 28.7 47.8 40.0
Financial support of a public organization 13.0 29.0 28.3 26.7 31.9 10.1 30.4 21.2
Place advertisements, distribute 10.8 19.2 16.0 6.5 26.6 9.3 194 22.5
newspaper of the organization
Sign a petition/a letter 13.8 22.1 23.6 12.9 24.7 12.2 28.3 26.2
Participation in a permitted demonstration  14.8 22.1 22.4 32.3 20.2 134 22.6 18.8
Participation in a banned demonstration, 3.2 7.1 9.4 3.2 5.4 25 11.0 8.8
protest action
If tomorrow were elctions of the President of Belarus, who would you vote for?
A. Lukashenko 31.6 19.6 5.6 46.7 29.8 37.0 5.4 8.8
V. Neklyaev 5.5 11.7 16.8 6.7 9.6 4.0 18.3 11.2
A. Sannikov 5.9 6.7 121 3.3 4.3 5.7 10.8 12.5
If you were to choose between joining Russia or the European Union, which would you choose?
Integration with Russia 36.2 29.2 15.0 45.2 40.4 37.4 12.9 12.7
Joining the EU 44.1 52.1 71.0 29.0 40.4 42.5 78.5 79.7
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Attitude towards potential sale of "Belaruskali"

Positive 7.7 6.7 8.5 6.5 6.5 7.3 4.3 6.3
Positive, if the selling price is high 17.5 17.5 18.9 19.4 14.1 15.6 18.3 15.2
"Belaruskali" cannot be sold for any 58.7 65.8 62.3 61.3 72.8 59.0 67.7 65.8
money

Did you vote in the parliamentary elections on September 23, 2012?

Voted early on September 18-22 17.4 17.8 9.4 25.8 23.7 17.4 9.8 11.4
Voted on September, 23 49.1 50.2 52.8 38.7 51.6 48.9 52.2 41.8
Boycotted the elections 9.6 19.1 27.4 16.1 12.9 7.7 28.3 32.9
| didn’t take part for other reasons 23.9 12.9 104 19.4 11.8 26.0 9.8 13.9
Were the last parliamentary elections free and fair, in your view?

Yes 47.5 41.2 33.6 46.7 44.7 48.9 35.5 31.2
No 27.0 36.7 49.5 30.0 26.6 25.1 52.7 53.8

In this case there are clear differences not only between the parties and the respondents engaged in
relationships with “Our House”, but also between the levels of attitudes toward the organization. The higher the
level is, the more opposition political views the respondents have. The gap in views/preferences is much larger
between those who are aware of the organization's activities and assess it positively on one hand, and those
who sympathize the organization and are willing to be engaged in "Our House" work. Moreover, it is true about
virtually all aspects of social and political situation, starting from assessment of material conditions to the
geopolitical choice between Russia and the EU.

The Table 59 partly explains the mechanism of "loss" of people in the course of transition from the cognitive
to the emotional level. Some people who know about the campaign find it too oppositional to the existing regime
to feel a positive attitude to it.

Another striking point is that the respondents engaged in some way into the activities carried out by "Our
House" are more socially active. They have a more positive attitude towards the non-governmental public
organizations of various kinds and greater experience in various forms of social activity, including the activities
which are not approved by the authorities. The Table 60 shows how the political preferences of the respondents
with different attitudes to "Our House" have changed in the last quarter.

Table 60

The dynamics of the relationship between the attitude to "Our House" and political preferences, %

How do you evaluate activities carried out by of the civil
campaign "Our House"?
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How has your personal financial standing changed for the last three months
It has improved 10.2 6.1 10.1 135 5.6 194 152 153
It has not changed 441 60.6 59.7 552 514 677 543 59.6
It has become worse 441 333 287 309 430 129 272 237
Is the state of affairs in our country developing, in general, in the right or in the wrong direction, in your opinion
In the right direction 157 606 400 325 226 548 344 346
In the wrong direction 780 303 508 529 651 355 43.0 46.6
If tomorrow were elctions of the President of Belarus, who would you vote for?
A. Lukashenko 103 429 315 311 5.6 46.7 298 37.0
V. Neklyaev 111 8.6 13.8 4.7 16.8 6.7 9.6 4.0
A. Sannikov 15.1 5.7 2.3 4.5 12.1 3.3 4.3 5.7

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

Integration with the RF 242 529 535 443 150 452 404 374
Joining the EU 61.7 265 380 380 710 290 404 425

During the last quarter, political beliefs of the supporters of "Our House" have changed: there was a
decrease in the number of people whose financial situation improved. The number of people willing to vote for
A. Lukashenko has significantly decreased. However, while A. Lukashenko’s rating has grown slightly during the
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three months, the number of "Euro-Belarusians" has grown in the whole sample of respondents. Therefore, it

can be said that change in preferences of

"Our House" supporters has occurred within the general trend,

although the proportion of "Euro-Belarusians" twice exceeds them in the sample. At the same time, there is an
evident rise in the number of those who believe that Belarus follows the right direction in policy.
The Table 61 illustrates the dynamics of social and demographic characteristics of supporters of OH.
A noteworthy change is a decline in the number of youth and increase in the number of women and workers
of state companies among "Our House" supporters. Other social and demographic characteristics remained

practically unchanged.

Similar changes in the structure of supporters of "Our House" were observed in June 2012 (Table 62).

Table 61

Dynamics of social and demographic characteristics of a supporter of "Our House", %

Social and demographic Positive attitude towards the civil campaign "Our House"
characteristics 12'09 03'10 06'10 09'10 12'10 0311 06'11 0911 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
Age:

18-29 195 122 263 231 264 285 297 350 239 306 258 19.6
30-59 63.4 67.1 588 569 566 531 626 56.3 59.9 531 633 720
60 + 171 20.7 150 200 170 185 7.7 87 16.2 163 109 84
Gender:

Male 488 50.0 575 473 46.9 577 53.8 583 615 531 543 495
Female 51.2 50.0 425 527 531 423 46.2 417 385 46,9 457 505
Education:

Primary 3.7 4.9 6.3 0.8 5.7 0.8 0 0 2.1 2.0 1.6 0
Incomplete secondary 9.8 49 113 85 9.4 3.8 3.3 2.9 4.2 2.0 0.8 2.8
Secondary 439 378 463 395 365 354 341 369 308 253 211 311
Vocational 20.7 256 213 295 270 277 264 291 315 354 39.8 330
Higher 220 268 150 217 214 323 363 311 315 354 36.7 330
Status:

Manager (owner) of a 42 122 38 9.1 94 114 109 128 7.0 80 133 6.5
company

Self-employed 7.2 8.5 6.3 5.3 88 16.0 141 137 85 8.1 8.7 9.3
An employee of a private 21.7 159 225 153 17.0 183 228 284 232 283 244 262
company

A civil servant —* —* —* —* —* 9.9 7.6 78 106 2.0 7.9 5.6
An employee of a public 349 402 450 359 403 16.0 196 137 239 232 244 336
enterprise

A student 3.6 3.7 25 6.9 5.7 4.6 8.7 8.8 2.8 6.1 4.7 3.7
A pensioner 169 171 113 206 151 191 8.7 98 204 172 102 11.2
A housewife 3.6 1.2 5.0 15 1.9 2.3 2.2 2.0 1.4 3.0 0.8 0.9
An unemployed 2.4 1.2 3.8 4.6 1.9 2.3 5.4 2.9 2.1 4.0 5.5 2.8
* This answer option was not suggested in a corresponding opinion poll

Table 62

Dynamics of social and demographic characteristics of supporters of O. Karach, %

Social and demographic Positive attitude to O. Karach

characteristics 12'09 03'10 06'10 09'10 12'10 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12
Age:

18-29 18.0 11.0 246 255 252 276 241 264 236 294 19.6 23.0
30-59 60.7 685 565 557 561 524 646 59.8 56.1 539 705 71.3
60 + 21.3 205 188 189 187 20.0 114 138 203 16.7 9.8 5.7
Gender:

Male 50.0 486 580 49.1 458 59.0 487 557 589 510 549 535
Female 50.0 51.4 420 509 542 410 513 443 411 49.0 451 46.5
Education:

Primary 4.9 5.6 7.2 3.8 5.8 1.0 0 0 2.4 2.0 0 0
Incomplete secondary 131 42 116 75 9.1 4.8 2.6 23 4.1 2.0 2.7 3.4
Secondary 41.0 389 435 377 357 343 325 345 374 294 268 345
Vocational 19.7 264 203 255 286 295 286 322 309 363 39.3 31.0
Higher 213 250 174 255 208 305 364 310 252 304 312 31.0
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Status:

Manager (owner) of a 115 84 43 104 112 76 142 114 441 3.0 100 45
company

Self-employed 82 69 58 66 92 181 103 161 81 88 100 6.9
An employee of a private 180 194 203 179 170 19.0 218 253 220 235 255 241
company

A civil servant —* —* —* —* —* 86 26 69 81 29 64 46
An employee of a public 344 417 449 330 333 162 256 149 260 294 273 345
enterprise

A student 33 42 14 57 52 57 77 92 41 49 55 80
A pensioner 18.0 16.7 145 20.8 196 210 115 149 252 186 9.1 103
A housewife 3.3 14 58 19 20 19 26 0 08 29 09 23
An unemployed 3.3 14 29 38 26 19 38 11 16 59 55 46

* This answer option was not suggested in a corresponding opinion poll

Table 63

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are a pensioner, do you continue work after you have
retired?"

Variant of answer %

Yes 8.1
No 21.6
NA 70.3

One of the noticeable changes in the group of O. Karach’s supporters is an increase in the number of young
people and reductions in the number of elderly people. The survey also studied a pensioners’ group (Table 63).

There were 22.8% respondents in the sample who identified themselves as pensioners. When answering the
guestion in the Table 63, 29.7% of the interviewees gave a positive or a negative answer, which signals that
indirectly they had identified themselves as pensioners. The Table 64 partly explains this paradox.

Table 64

Connection between status, age and answers to the question "If you are a pensioner, do you continue
work after you have retired?", %

Social and demographic characteristics "If you are a pensioner, do you continue work after you have retired?"
Yes No
Age:
18-29 0 3.1
30-39 0 4.3
40-49 0 4.0
50-59 24.0 14.5
60 + 76.0 74.1
Status:
Head of a non-state enterprise 0 0
Head of a public enterprise 25 0.3
Owner (co-owner) of a private business 0 0.3
Self-employed 1.7 0.9
An employee of a private company 9.1 15
A civil servant 5.8 2.8
An employee of a public company 27.3 6.5
A student 4.1 2.2
A pensioner 49.6 82.7
A housewife 0 2.2
An unemployed 0 0.6

It is most probable that the respondents didn’t fully understand the question in Table 63, because they
answered that they were not pensioners who worked after they had retired, although they were not even retired.
At the same time, most of the people identifying themselves as pensioners who work after they have retired are
in the group of pensioners or of post-retirement age. It is likely that some of the pensioners who work perceive
themselves as working people, but not like the retired.
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Table 65 illustrates that pensioners are the most conservative social group of all respondents. They support
the authorities and share their values to a greater extent than any other major professional group. Meanwhile,
the supporters of the civil campaign "Our House" are less likely to support the authorities than any other
professional group. There is only one professional group among the respondents that expresses more radical
evaluation of the chosen policy and the recent elections than the supporters of "Our House", namely, the self-
employed. On all other issues the adherent of "Our House" are the most radical group.

Table 65

Comparison of political assessment of supporters of "Our House" and other professional groups, %
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Is the state of affairs in our country developing, in general, in the right or in the wrong direction, in your opinion
In the right direction 341 226 184 241 269 324 265 541
In the wrong direction 474 65.1 750 578 452 46.7 50.0 29.7
Do you agree that a strong leader can give more to the country today than good laws?
Yes, | do 433 20.8 347 502 327 397 454 50.0
No, | do not 49.2 698 573 422 56.7 519 495 442
If tomorrow were elections of the President of Belarus, who would you vote for?
A. Lukashenko 31.6 5.6 128 185 283 239 23.0 609
V. Neklyaev 55 159 103 9.2 5.7 6.3 1.0 11
A. Sannikov 5.9 12.1 9.0 4.8 5.7 6.5 12.0 35

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

Integration with the RF 36.2 150 237 309 375 352 255 521
Joining the EU 441 71.0 605 450 442 461 56.1 26.3
Did you vote in the parliamentary elections on September 23, 20127

Voted early on September, 18-22 17.4 9.4 105 112 26.7 135 278 234
Voted on September, 23 49.1 528 316 365 429 56.1 351 56.8
Boycotted the elections 9.6 274 289 149 9.5 7.4 8.2 5.2
Did not participate due to other reasons 239 104 289 373 21.0 230 289 145
Do you think that the recent parliamentary elections in Belarus were free and fair?

Yes 475 336 21.3 305 413 498 388 68.6
No 27.0 49.5 54.7 43.4 27.9 21.7 39.8 10.7
Table 66

Distribution of answers to the question: "What should government do so that pensioners could live
well?", % (more than one answer is possible)

Variant of answer All Pensioners Working
respondents pensioners

Economic situation in the country must improve 57.8 60.0 60.8
Low inflation rate 325 29.2 33.9
Saving pension system 31.0 21.9 26.4
Stable legislation 25.1 19.8 22.3
People should take care of themselves and save money for the 21.1 16.9 22.3
retirement

Government must cut other expenditures to increase pensions 195 28.6 24.8
We must have non-state pension funds 10.5 9.0 13.2
Reduction of corruption 9.8 13.4 14.9
Government must increase taxes in order to increase pensions 6.9 16.1 9.1

Numerous studies prove that the Belarusian pensioners are much more conservative in giving their own
political assessments than the population as a whole. It is worth noting that pensioners turn out to be less
conservative when they answer the question about the ways to improve their welfare. Working pensioners are
less conservative than pensioners in general (Table 66).



32

Political preferences of pensioners affect assessment of independent public organizations that are mostly in
opposition to the current government. The Table 67 demonstrates the attitude to the campaign "Our House"
among various professional groups.

Table 67

Connection between the attitude to "Our House" and status*, %

Variant of answer "How do you evaluate work of the civil campaign "Our House"?"
Positively  Negatively Indifferent Know nothing about OH

Status:

Head of a non-state enterprise 125 0 125 75.0

Head of a public enterprise 2.6 5.1 10.3 82.1

Owner (co-owner) of a private business 125 0 7.5 80.0

Self-employed 13.2 6.6 5.3 75.0

An employee of a private company 11.2 1.6 6.8 80.3

A civil servant 5.8 4.8 154 74.0

An employee of a public company 7.6 21 5.9 84.5

A student 4.1 0 7.2 88.7

A pensioner 3.5 1.2 20 93.3

A housewife 25 2.5 10.0 85.0

An unemployed 9.7 0 6.5 83.9

If you are a pensioner, do you continue work after you have retired?

Yes 5.0 3.3 7.4 84.3

* The table is read across

Only housewives and heads of state-owned enterprises tend to support "Our House" less than the
pensioners. The support of the campaign among the working pensioners is higher, although there are more
opponents of the organization among them. Pensioners in general account for majority of respondents who
have answered that they did not know anything about "Our House" or avoided answering the question. Recent
figures suggest that the organization has a certain potential to work with this group of people.

Table 68

Connection between the attitude to "Our House" and status*, %

Variant of answer Positive attitude Ready to vote for:

to O. Karach A. Lukashenko V. Neklyaev A. Sannikov
Status:
Manager (owner) of a company 4.5 5.2 9.6 4.5
Self-employed 6.9 2.1 9.5 7.9
An employee of a private company 24.1 9.7 27.4 135
A civil servant 4.6 6.3 7.1 6.7
An employee of a public enterprise 345 24.1 35.7 34.8
A student 8.0 4.9 1.2 13.5
A pensioner 10.3 441 4.8 135
A housewife 2.3 3.2 0 3.4
An unemployed 4.6 0.4 4.8 2.2
Gender:
Male 53.5 31.6 51.2 75.3
Female 46.5 68.4 48.8 24.7
Age:
Under 30 23.0 135 24.1 37.1
30-59 713 45.1 68.7 49.4
60 + 57 41.4 7.2 135
Education:
Primary 0 14.1 0 2.2
Incomplete secondary 3.4 12.7 2.4 1.1
Secondary 34.5 32.3 26.5 46.1
Vocational 31.0 25.3 42.2 29.2
Higher 31.0 15.6 28.9 21.3

How is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus within the next few years?
It is going to improve 11.6 34.9 6.0 4.5
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It is not going to change 22.1 47.8 36.1 57.3
It is going to become worse 57.0 8.9 50.6 34.8
Is the state of affairs in our country developing, in general, in the right or in the wrong direction, in your opinion?
In the right direction 19.5 68.1 19.3 12.4
In the wrong direction 65.5 17.1 75.9 75.3
Do you agree with the statement that a strong leader can do more for a country than good laws?

Agree 23.0 62.0 48.2 28.1
Disagree 67.8 30.6 50.6 67.4
What principle of relations between the state and its citizens would you personally support?

People should make some sacrifices for the 5.8 23.3 2.4 1.1
weal of the state

The state should take more care of the people 58.1 56.6 62.7 58.4
People should display the initiative and take 34.9 17.6 33.7 33.7

care of themselves
Have authorities offended you in the last three months?

No, they haven’t 51.7 71.9 63.1 47.2
Yes, once 18.4 13.7 14.3 18.0
Yes, several times 18.4 10.1 155 18.0
Yes, repeatedly 9.2 2.7 6.0 6.7
Trust to public organizations:

Public organizations in general 37.9 44.3 28.9 35.6
Independent trade unions 54.7 29.7 50.0 43.3
Governmental trade unions 21.8 59.9 24.1 18.0
Independent research centers 58.6 26.0 49.4 42.7
Local civil initiatives 36.8 28.9 23.2 19.3
Human rights organizations 58.1 36.9 325 29.2
Political parties and movements 27.6 18.6 20.5 28.4
Can you say that you are engaged in public activity?

Yes 36.8 154 25.3 225
No 51.7 75.6 69.9 73.0
Forms of civil activities which the respondents took part in:

Participation in socially useful initiatives 75.6 70.2 90.4 78.7
(subbotniks, landscaping works)

Charities 45.3 28.5 325 40.4
Financial support of a public organization 26.7 12.2 17.1 11.1
Place advertisements, distribute newspaper of 17.4 6.8 16.9 21.3
the organization

Sign a petition/a letter 25.6 11.8 26.5 16.9
Participation in a permitted demonstration 24.4 13.7 22.0 32.6
Participation in a banned demonstration, protest 8.0 1.3 6.1 18.2
action

Did you vote in the parliamentary elections on September 23, 20127

Voted early on September, 18-22 10.5 28.1 6.0 3.3
Voted on September, 23 52.3 56.5 56.6 38.9
Boycotted the elections 31.4 0 20.5 28.9
Did not participate due to other reasons 5.8 15.4 16.9 28.9
Do you think the parliamentary elections that took place were free and just?

Yes 33.6 80.6 20.5 27.0
No 495 3.6 66.3 53.9
If you were to choose between joining Russia or the European Union, which would you choose?

Integration with Russia 12.6 53.7 14.6 21.1
Join the EU 75.9 27.2 78.0 64.4
Attitude toward a potential sale of "Belaruskali"

Positive 4.7 10.8 2.4 11.1
Positive, if the selling price is high 22.1 24.7 9.6 15.6
"Belaruskali" cannot be sold for any money 67.4 45.1 78.3 67.8

The Table 68 compares the characteristics of O. Karach’s supporters and the electorate of three highest-
rated politicians. Here we compare structural characteristics of public support of O. Karach and other opposition
politicians. During the survey, 5.8% of respondents demonstrated a positive attitude to O. Karach. However,
when asked an open question, "If tomorrow were presidential elections in Belarus, who would you vote for?",
only one out 1502 respondents answered that he would vote for her, while 475 people would vote for
A. Lukashenko, 88 people for A. Sannikov and 82 for V. Neklyaev.
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Regarding several features, the supporters of O. Karach are somewhere in between A. Lukashenko’s
supporters and supporters of the two former presidential candidates, with the characteristics of OH'’s leader’s
"support group” leader more similar to the features of V. Neklyaev's and A. Sannikov's supporters. A portrait of a
supporter of the civil campaign "Our House" has a clear resemblance to the supporters of "Tell the Truth!"
However, if we to compare the number of pensioners engaged, O. Karach’'s supporters are similar to
A. Sannikov’s electorate.

A significant number of the supporters of the leader of "Our House" who took part in the survey expect a
deterioration of the socio-economic situation in the country.

As far as people’s trust in public institutions is concerned, the proportion of supporters of "Our House" who
trust independent research centers, local initiatives, human rights organizations and independent trade unions is
significantly higher than in the electorates of the three other politicians. The supporters of "Our House" account
for the maximum percentage of the respondents engaged in social activities.
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Some results of the opinion poll conducted in September, 2012 (%)

1. "Do you agree that a strong leader can give more to the country today than good laws?"

Table 1.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 [ 20-24 | 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60 +
Yes, | do 43.3 38.0 [ 50.0 46.9 43.0 34.6 40.8 48.7
No, | do not 49.1 56.0 | 44.7 47.6 47.5 56.1 50.2 455
DA/NA 7.6 6.0 5.3 5.5 9.5 9.3 9.0 5.8
Table 1.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes, | do 55.2 56.5 40.9 39.8 44.4
No, | do not 39.6 33.3 50.5 53.6 48.7
DA/NA 5.2 10.2 8.6 6.6 6.9
Table 1.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector Students Pensioners | The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes, | do 45.7 38.7 45.4 49.9 37.1
No, | do not 46.8 52.8 49.5 44.3 52.9
DA/NA 7.5 8.5 5.1 5.8 10.0
Table 1.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk | Minsk | Brestand |Grodno and |Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region its region its region its region its region
Yes, | do 53.6 45.4 34.6 57.1 37.9 33.7 38.5
No, | do not 42.6 50.2 58.1 35.3 49.0 59.4 50.0
DA/NA 3.8 4.4 7.3 7.6 13.1 6.9 11.5
Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
Yes, | do 53.6 33.0 514 38.9 39.7
No, | do not 42.6 59.9 43.8 47.6 51.4
DA/NA 3.8 7.1 4.8 13.5 8.9

2. "Have you been treated badly by representatives of government bodies for the last three years?"

Table 2.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 [ 60+
No, | have not 62.9 66.7 66.7 57.8 54.3 55.7 67.0 72.0
Yes, once 13.8 13.7 15.7 15.6 14.7 13.6 12.1 13.1
Yes, several times 14.7 17.6 10.5 18.4 19.6 20.0 11.0 9.6
Yes, many times 4.7 2.0 3.9 5.4 6.4 5.0 6.4 1.7
DA/NA 3.9 0 3.2 2.8 4.9 5.7 35 3.6
Table 2.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete | Secondary | Vocational Higher

secondary (incomplete higher)
No, | have not 72.2 64.8 62.8 58.4 66.1
Yes, once 15.5 16.7 12.9 16.8 9.4
Yes, several times 6.2 9.3 15.6 15.7 16.3
Yes, many times 4.0 4.6 4.9 5.9 3.6
DA/NA 2.1 4.9 3.8 3.2 4.6
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Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
No, | have not 53.1 66.5 65.7 68.8 51.4
Yes, once 13.1 13.0 14.1 15.5 15.7
Yes, several times 21.7 12.5 13.1 10.2 21.4
Yes, many times 8.0 3.4 5.1 2.9 7.1
DA/NA 4.1 4.6 2.0 2.6 4.4
Table 2.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
No, | have not 78.6 72.7 46.5 56.7 60.4 54.3 62.1
Yes, once 9.3 11.5 18.0 14.0 12.2 13.7 18.9
Yes, several times 10.0 9.7 22.1 18.1 15.7 21.1 10.6
Yes, many times 1.0 4.4 9.2 10.5 6.6 2.9 0.9
DA/NA 1.1 1.7 4.2 0.7 5.1 8.0 7.5
Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
No, | have not 78.6 58.4 52.4 67.9 65.3
Yes, once 9.3 19.6 16.6 10.7 12.7
Yes, several times 10.0 13.9 18.6 19.0 13.2
Yes, many times 1.0 3.9 8.6 1.4 6.5
DA/NA 1.1 4.2 3.8 1.0 2.3
3. "Are you for or against abolition of the death penalty in the republic of Belarus?"
Table 3.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60+
For abolition 40.7 50.0 45.1 | 411 39.5 41.6 44.2 34.7
Against abolition 49.1 48.0 45.8 | 45.9 51.1 45.2 46.0 55.4
DA/NA 10.2 2.0 9.1] 13.0 9.4 13.2 9.8 9.9
Table 3.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
For abolition 41.2 38.9 42.8 40.1 38.1
Against abolition 50.5 50.9 46.8 49.9 50.8
DA/NA 8.3 10.2 10.2 10.0 11.1
Table 3.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
For abolition 45.6 39.6 46.9 33.2 50.7
Against abolition 44.5 48.7 46.9 56.6 40.8
DA/NA 9.9 11.7 6.2 10.2 8.5
Table 3.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk | Minsk | Brest and its [Grodno and | Vitebsk and [Mogilev and| Gomel and
region region its region its region its region its region
For abolition 58.6 61.2 34.1 42.0 32.0 32.0 16.4
Against abolition 34.6 35.7 51.6 50.3 41.6 58.3 77.0
DA/NA 6.8 3.1 14.3 7.7 26.4 9.7 6.6
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Variant of answer Type of settlement

Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
For abolition 58.6 16.0 48.6 40.3 39.5
Against abolition 34.6 69.1 43.5 46.2 51.2
DA/NA 6.8 14.9 7.9 13.5 9.3

4. "Did you participate in voting in the elections into the House of Representatives on September 23,

2012?"
Table 4.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 [ 60+
Yes, | voted early (on September 18- 17.4 14.0 18.3 13.6 125 17.9 17.4 22.7
22)
Yes, | voted on Sunday, September 49.0 40.0 35.3 42.9 49.4 47.9 525 57.1
23
No, | boycotted the elections 9.6 12.0 124 13.6 11.3 9.6 10.9 3.8
| did not participate due to other 24.0 34.0 340 299 26.8 24.6 19.2 16.4
reasons
Table 4.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes, | voted early (on September 18-22) 33.0 20.4 13.8 16.9 19.0
Yes, | voted on Sunday, September 23 45.4 59.3 49.5 50.3 43.9
No, | boycotted the elections 0 4.6 9.6 9.3 14.4
| did not participate due to other reasons 21.6 15.7 27.1 23.5 22.7
Table 4.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector [ Public sector | Students | Pensioners |The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes, | voted early (on September 18-22) 11.8 16.0 27.8 23.3 15.5
Yes, | voted on Sunday, September 23 36.4 54.8 35.1 56.9 47.9
No, | boycotted the elections 16.8 7.6 8.2 5.2 12.7
| did not participate due to other reasons 35.0 21.6 28.9 14.6 23.9
Table 4.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and |Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Yes, | voted early (on 10.0 23.8 6.0 22.9 21.3 12.0 28.0
September 18-22)
Yes, | voted on Sunday, 34.0 40.5 73.6 48.8 49.2 45.7 56.4
September 23
No, | boycotted the elections 18.9 14.5 4.6 8.2 7.6 8.0 0.9
| did not participate due to 37.1 21.2 15.8 20.1 21.9 34.3 14.7
other reasons
Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
Yes, | voted early (on September 18-22) 10.0 11.7 19.0 194 25.1
Yes, | voted on Sunday, September 23 34.0 60.3 36.6 52.8 59.1
No, | boycotted the elections 18.9 7.4 10.3 7.5 4.7
| did not participate due to other reasons 37.1 20.6 34.1 20.3 111
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Table 5.1. Depending on age
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it on your own initiative or because someone (authorities, bosses)

Variant of answer All Age, years old
respondents 18-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60 +
On my own initiative 15.2 6.0 14.4 12.9 9.8 13.8 17.0 21.9
Because | was forced to 2.2 8.0 3.9 0.7 2.6 4.3 0.4 0.6
NA 82.6 86.0 81.7| 864 87.6 81.9 82.6 77.5
Table 5.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
On my own initiative 33.0 18.3 11.6 14.8 15.4
Because | was forced to 0 1.8 2.2 1.8 3.6
NA 67.0 79.0 86.2 83.4 81.0
Table 5.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
On my own initiative 10.2 13.6 18.4 22.7 15.5
Because | was forced to 1.8 2.6 9.2 0.6 0
NA 88.0 83.8 72.4 76.7 84.5
Table 5.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and |Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
On my own initiative 9.3 18.6 6.0 21.9 20.2 10.9 22.5
Because | was forced to 0.3 5.3 0 1.2 1.0 11 5.7
NA 90.4 76.1 94.0 76.9 78.8 88.0 71.8
Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
On my own initiative 9.3 9.9 15.5 16.2 22.6
Because | was forced to 0.3 1.8 34 3.2 2.3
NA 90.4 88.3 81.1 80.6 75.1

6. "Have you read candidates’ programs in the press, have you heard their speeches/seen their
appearances (including debate) on the radio and TV?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 [ 60+
Yes 49.2 37.3 37.9 | 425 44.2 50.2 58.3 55.0
No 50.8 62.7 62.1 57.5 55.8 49.8 41.7 45.0
Table 6.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete | Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes 48.5 57.8 44.7 50.5 52.6
No 51.5 42.2 55.3 49.5 47.4
Table 6.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 39.6 55.0 39.8 53.9 39.4
No 60.4 45.0 60.2 46.1 60.6
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Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and |Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Yes 50.7 54.6 44.0 58.6 49.2 44.0 43.8
No 49.3 45.4 56.0 41.4 50.8 56.0 56.2
Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Yes 50.7 41.8 41.2 54.9 55.7
No 49.3 58.2 58.8 45.1 44.3
7."If "yes", then did they influence your decision whom to vote for?"
Table 7.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 [ 60+
Yes 28.2 22.0 22.2 | 247 24.5 27.9 33.0 324
No 17.5 10.0 144 | 123 16.6 20.0 22.0 17.2
DA/NA 54.3 68.0 63.4 | 63.0 58.9 52.1 45.0 50.4
Table 7.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes 22.7 41.7 27.2 28.8 26.1
No 18.6 11.1 13.8 19.2 23.2
DA/NA 58.7 47.2 59.0 52.0 51.7
Table 7.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 20.1 31.9 27.8 30.6 27.1
No 14.7 21.1 9.3 17.8 10.0
DA/NA 65.2 47.0 62.9 51.6 62.9
Table 7.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Yes 32.2 37.0 24.1 39.6 22.3 26.3 16.8
No 16.4 15.9 16.7 15.4 21.3 14.9 20.8
DA/NA 414 47.2 59.2 45.0 56.4 58.8 62.4
Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Yes 32.2 19.3 214 33.2 33.7
No 16.4 17.1 14.8 18.6 19.4
DA/NA 51.4 63.6 63.8 48.2 46.9
8. "Do you think the parliamentary elections that took place were free and just?"
Table 8.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 [ 20-24 | 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60 +
Yes 47.5 39.2 37.9 | 34.0 35.0 42.7 55.8 65.3
No 27.0 37.3 359 | 354 34.7 32.4 21.5 12.0
DA/NA 25.5 23.5 26.2 | 28.6 29.3 24.9 22.7 22.7
Table 8.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
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Yes 67.0 66.7 44.9 45.4 42.2
No 6.2 13.0 27.4 29.2 34.6
DA/NA 26.8 20.3 27.7 25.4 23.2
Table 8.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 29.9 49.0 38.8 68.5 35.7
No 45.2 22.7 39.8 10.8 30.0
DA/NA 24.9 28.3 21.4 20.7 34.3
Table 8.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Yes 42.1 50.9 59.9 59.4 35.5 40.0 46.0
No 40.1 37.6 12.9 20.0 30.5 29.7 13.3
DA/NA 17.8 11.5 27.2 20.6 34.0 30.3 40.7
Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
Yes 42.1 38.1 46.9 48.6 57.8
No 40.1 20.6 29.8 23.3 22.0
DA/NA 18.8 41.3 23.3 28.1 20.2
9."If you voted for a candidate, then he/she was:"
Table 9.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60+
Supporter of the president 22.6 9.6 11.1 13.7 15.5 16.0 29.5 39.1
Supporter of the opposition 7.3 5.8 6.5 6.8 9.1 7.5 9.8 4.4
Independent candidate 19.8 26.9 20.3 15.8 18.9 22.4 21.2 17.8
DA/NA 50.3 57.7 62.1| 56.7 46.5 54.1 39.5 38.7
Table 9.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Supporter of the president 30.9 40.4 20.9 20.0 21.0
Supporter of the opposition 8.2 2.8 8.2 7.0 7.2
Independent candidate 175 18.3 18.5 23.6 17.7
DA/NA 43.4 38.5 55.4 49.4 54.1
Table 9.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Supporter of the president 10.7 22.3 11.2 40.5 17.1
Supporter of the opposition 6.1 9.2 8.2 4.7 8.6
Independent candidate 18.2 20.7 27.6 16.9 20.0
DA/NA 65.0 47.8 54.0 37.9 54.3
Table 9.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Supporter of the president 134 34.1 27.3 28.2 23.2 22.4 14.2
Supporter of the opposition 6.5 8.0 111 5.3 9.1 1.7 8.0
Independent candidate 20.5 16.8 23.1 22.9 17.7 14.9 21.7
DA/NA 59.6 41.1 28.5 43.6 50.0 61.0 56.1
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Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Supporter of the president 13.4 23.2 22.4 22.6 29.5
Supporter of the opposition 6.5 6.0 5.5 7.5 9.8
Independent candidate 20.5 18.9 18.3 14.7 24.1
DA/NA 59.6 51.9 53.8 55.2 36.6
10. "Did rigging occur in the course of the elections, in your opinion?"
Table 10.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 60 +
Yes 27.2 43.1 338 | 354 34.0 29.5 23.1 14.5
No 41.7 27.5 31.2 | 333 32.1 36.7 48.9 57.8
DA/NA 31.1 314 351| 31.3 33.9 33.8 28.0 29.7
Table 10.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes 11.2 15.6 27.0 28.5 35.0
No 60.2 62.4 40.5 38.5 35.0
DA/NA 28.6 22.0 32.5 33.0 30.0
Table 10.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 42.2 22.9 36.4 15.2 314
No 26.7 41.7 37.4 59.5 40.0
DA/NA 31.1 35.4 26.2 25.3 28.6
Table 10.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Yes 36.6 34.1 13.8 18.2 29.4 37.5 17.7
No 38.4 51.8 48.2 55.9 34.0 21.6 41.2
DA/NA 25.0 14.1 38.0 25.9 36.6 40.9 41.1
Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers [ Cities | Towns Villages
Yes 36.6 23.4 31.0 20.9 23.8
No 38.4 28.7 40.3 45.1 52.6
DA/NA 25.0 47.9 28.7 34.0 23.6

11. "Do you think the voting results announced by the Central Election Committee are real voting

results or rigged ones?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60 +
Definitely real 18.3 10.0 11.1 12.8 10.9 14.6 21.6 31.2
More likely real 37.3 34.0 39.9 31.1 35.5 33.9 42.4 39.7
More likely rigged 18.1 20.0 24.8 25.0 22.3 18.6 14.4 11.1
Definitely rigged 10.2 14.0 105 | 122 14.0 14.3 9.1 35
DA/NA 16.1 22.0 13.7 | 18.9 17.3 18.6 12.5 14.5
Table 11.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)




42

Definitely real 46.4 28.7 16.8 13.9 15.0
More likely real 28.9 45.4 37.9 38.7 33.7
More likely rigged 5.2 13.0 19.0 18.7 21.9
Definitely rigged 3.1 5.6 8.9 11.6 14.4
DA/NA 16.4 7.3 17.4 17.1 15.0
Table 11.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Definitely real 8.0 16.2 14.1 34.7 17.4
More likely real 31.4 39.6 34.3 40.2 37.7
More likely rigged 23.1 19.9 22.2 8.5 18.8
Definitely rigged 20.9 6.6 9.1 4.6 13.0
DA/NA 16.6 17.7 20.3 12.0 13.1
Table 11.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Definitely real 16.4 20.4 8.8 32.9 24.4 13.7 16.3
More likely real 35.6 34.1 64.1 37.6 21.8 29.1 36.1
More likely rigged 16.1 26.1 9.7 17.1 26.9 22.9 10.6
Definitely rigged 23.3 12.4 3.2 5.9 11.7 9.1 0.4
DA/NA 8.6 7.0 14.2 6.5 15.2 25.3 36.6
Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Definitely real 16.4 10.0 22.4 13.0 26.4
More likely real 35.6 40.6 31.4 42.3 37.3
More likely rigged 16.1 18.1 22.8 17.8 16.1
Definitely rigged 23.3 3.9 114 6.7 6.5
DA/NA 8.6 27.4 12.0 20.2 13.7

12. "Do you know the last name of the deputy of the House of Representatives elected from your
constituency in the recent elections?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 60 +
Yes 41.1 26.0 30.1 32.9 35.1 38.4 50.8 50.7
No 57.1 72.0 69.3 66.4 64.2 58.4 46.2 47.8
NA 1.8 2.0 0.6 0.7 0.7 3.2 3.0 1.5
Table 12.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes 48.5 54.6 38.3 38.4 43.1
No 51.5 45.4 60.4 58.6 54.6
NA 0 1.3 3.0 2.3
Table 12.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 27.1 46.1 28.6 51.6 37.1
No 70.2 52.3 70.4 46.9 61.4
NA 2.7 1.6 1.0 1.5 1.5
Table 12.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
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Yes 25.3 38.1 38.7 54.1 69.5 34.3 37.2
No 74.7 61.5 57.1 43.5 30.5 65.1 57.5
NA 0 0.4 4.2 2.4 0 0.6 5.3
Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages

Yes 25.3 33.0 40.3 46.6 55.8

No 74.7 60.3 59.3 52.2 43.4

NA 0 6.7 0.4 1.2 0.8

13. "Not long ago the European Union announced beginning of a new program "A dialogue about
modernization of Belarus". It provides for an exchange of opinions and ideas between the EU and
representatives of Belarusian civil society and political opposition about the reforms necessary in
Belarus, development of relations with the EU and possible support on the part of the European Union.
Do you know/have you heard anything about this program?"

Table 13.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 [ 60+
Yes 20.9 21.6 25.0 | 26.0 22.3 23.5 24.6 10.5
No 79.1 78.4 75.0 | 74.0 77.7 76.5 75.4 89.5
Table 13.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes 7.2 6.5 18.1 22.3 32.9
No 92.8 93.5 81.9 77.7 67.1
Table 13.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 25.7 21.9 25.5 12.0 24.3
No 74.3 78.1 74.5 88.0 75.7

Table 13.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region

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

Yes 17.8 24.8 14.8 23.1 254 16.7 24.3
No 82.2 75.2 85.2 76.9 74.6 83.3 75.7
Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Yes 17.8 23.5 19.0 18.6 24.4
No 82.2 76.5 81.0 814 75.6

14."Do you think Belarus needs such a program?"

Table 14.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age

respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60+
Yes 40.3 43.1 51.6 48.6 45.8 46.6 38.6 23.1
No 18.2 17.6 15.0 12.3 12.5 16.0 22.7 24.9
DA/NA 41.5 39.3 334 39.4 41.7 374 38.7 52.0

Table 14.2. Depending on education

Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Yes 10.4 23.1 38.1 45.1 50.2
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No 35.4 17.6 20.0 144 15.7
DA/NA 54.2 59.3 41.9 30.5 34.1
Table 14.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Yes 48.3 42.9 45.4 25.7 40.0
No 16.1 16.8 13.4 24.5 17.1
DA/NA 35.6 40.3 41.2 49.8 42.9
Table 14.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Yes 46.1 43.2 36.9 33.5 50.0 30.3 37.6
No 23.2 23.3 12.0 14.1 16.2 13.1 21.7
DA/NA 30.7 33.5 51.1 52.4 33.8 56.6 34.7
Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Yes 46.1 40.8 37.9 37.2 39.1
No 23.2 10.3 21.4 12.6 21.8
DA/NA 30.7 48.9 40.7 40.2 39.1

15. "In July a group of Swedish subjects conducted an unauthorized flight over Belarus and dropped
teddy bears with an appeal to the freedom of speech in Belarus over Ivenets and Minsk. What is your

attitude to the action?"

Table 15.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 60 +
It was a provocation of western 13.8 18.0 19.1 12.3 121 114 125 155
special forces
It was a stupid act 31.7 18.0 27.0 25.7 36.2 34.6 34.8 29.4
It was a brave protest against 23.0 30.0 28.9 34.2 29.1 25.0 22.0 9.3
violation of human rights
| do not know what it is all about 31.2 34.0 24.3 | 26.7 22.6 28.9 30.3 45.5
NA 0.3 0 0.7 1.1 0 0.1 0.4 0.3
Table 15.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher

secondary (incomplete higher)
It was a provocation of western special 7.2 16.7 13.9 15.0 12.7
forces
It was a stupid act 26.8 22.2 31.2 33.5 35.3
It was a brave protest against violation 5.2 13.9 21.2 25.5 31.4
of human rights
| do not know what it is all about 60.8 47.2 33.5 25.5 20.6
NA 0 0 0.2 0.5 0

Table 15.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives

It was a provocation of western 115 13.3 194 16.7 8.7
special forces
It was a stupid act 29.9 37.0 22.4 27.2 30.4
It was a brave protest against 34.8 23.0 23.5 105 20.3
violation of human rights
| do not know what it is all about 23.8 26.6 33.7 45.3 40.6
NA 0 0.1 1.0 0.3 0




Table 15.4. Depending on reside
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Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and |Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
It was a provocation of 8.9 12.8 12.0 31.8 7.1 17.2 12.4
western special forces
It was a stupid act 35.4 30.5 29.0 31.2 34.5 23.0 35.8
It was a brave protest against 28.9 25.7 14.3 24.7 26.4 21.8 18.1
violation of human rights
| do not know what it is all 26.8 31.0 447 12.3 315 37.9 32.7
about
NA 0 0 0 0 0.5 0.1 1.0
Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
It was a provocation of western special forces 8.9 13.9 12.4 18.2 15.6
It was a stupid act 35.4 32.4 28.6 23.7 36.4
It was a brave protest against violation of human 28.9 22.8 19.0 23.7 21.3
rights
| do not know what it is all about 26.8 30.6 39.7 34.0 26.7
NA 0 0.3 0.3 0.4 0

16. "In July after the "plush landing force" of Swedish subjects Belarus demanded from the entire
Swedish embassy to leave Belarus. Accordingly, the entire Belarusian embassy left Sweden. Who do
you think is to blame for the conflict?"

Table 16.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60+
Belarusian authorities 16.1 12.0 20.5 17.0 23.4 18.5 13.6 8.8
Swedish authorities 21.0 24.0 23.8 19.7 16.2 18.1 22.3 24.9
Both parties equally 30.1 30.0 25.8 38.1 35.5 33.8 31.3 20.2
| do not know what it is all about 31.8 34.0 28.5 25.2 24.2 28.5 31.7 44.4
NA 1.0 0 1.4 0 1.7 1.1 1.1 1.7
Table 16.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Belarusian authorities 0 12.8 14.7 18.5 21.6
Swedish authorities 18.8 24.8 19.1 21.2 23.5
Both parties equally 114 18.3 30.7 33.5 33.7
| do not know what it is all about 69.8 44.0 35.2 24.6 19.9
NA 0 0 0.3 2.2 1.3
Table 16.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Belarusian authorities 25.4 15.1 13.3 8.2 18.6
Swedish authorities 16.8 21.7 20.4 25.1 15.7
Both parties equally 32.9 35.5 29.6 19.0 21.4
| do not know what it is all about 24.1 26.9 34.7 45.9 44.3
NA 0.8 0.8 2.0 1.8 0
Table 16.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and| Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Belarusian authorities 31.2 26.0 6.9 154 9.1 12.0 5.7
Swedish authorities 20.2 15.0 16.2 40.8 19.3 24.6 16.7
Both parties equally 21.2 26.9 315 30.2 33.0 26.9 43.2
| do not know what it is all 27.4 31.7 41.2 12.4 38.1 36.5 335
about
NA 0 0.4 4.2 1.2 0.5 0 1.1
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Variant of answer

Type of settlement

Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
Belarusian authorities 31.2 7.1 13.1 13.8 15.3
Swedish authorities 20.2 20.2 18.6 20.6 24.1
Both parties equally 21.2 40.1 28.5 30.0 30.6
| do not know what it is all about 27.4 28.0 39.2 35.6 29.8
NA 0 4.5 0.6 0 0.2

17."If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining the European Union, what choice

would you make?"

Table 17.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60+
Integration with Russia 36.2 29.4 27.6 24.5 28.4 30.6 40.2 53.6
Joining the European Union 44.1 58.8 50.0 59.2 54.5 48.0 40.9 24.2
DA/NA 19.7 11.8 224 | 16.3 17.1 21.4 18.9 22.2
Table 17.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Integration with Russia 49.5 51.4 37.0 31.8 31.4
Joining the European Union 29.9 26.6 43.4 47.7 51.3
DA/NA 20.6 22.0 19.6 20.5 17.3
Table 17.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Integration with Russia 26.7 35.2 25.5 52.2 32.9
Joining the European Union 52.1 46.0 56.1 26.2 55.7
DA/NA 21.2 18.8 18.4 21.6 11.4
Table 17.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and |Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Integration with Russia 43.8 30.5 38.4 48.5 22.2 33.1 35.4
Joining the European Union 46.3 58.4 36.6 35.5 44.9 37.1 45.6
DA/NA 9.9 11.1 25.0 16.0 32.9 29.8 19.0
Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Integration with Russia 43.8 33.1 33.8 34.5 35.3
Joining the European Union 46.3 41.6 48.6 42.5 42.6
DA/NA 9.9 25.3 17.6 23.0 22.1

18. "In August in Russia three participants of the group Pussy Riot who had organized a punk-church
service in the Cathedral of Christ the Savior on the eve of the presidential elections, were sentenced to
2 years of incarceration on a charge of hooliganism. How do you assess the sentence?"

Table 18.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age

respondents 18-19 | 20-24| 25-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60+
| consider the sentence unjust, the 4.8 18.0 9.2 4.8 6.4 2.8 4.2 1.8
accused were not guilty
| consider the deed of the accused 185 24.0 28.1 27.2 22.3 23.1 14.7 6.1
blameworthy, however the sentence
is excessively severe
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| consider the sentence just 35.9 16.0 26.1 34.7 35.5 36.7 46.0 35.4
| think the punishment should have 19.2 22.0 19.0 14.3 18.1 18.1 17.7 23.7
been more severe
| do not know what it is all about 214 20.0 17.6 19.0 17.4 18.9 17.4 32.7
NA 0.2 0 0 0 0.3 0.4 0 0.3
Table 18.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
| consider the sentence unjust, the accused 0 4.6 5.3 4.8 5.6
were not guilty
| consider the deed of the accused 4.1 7.3 16.3 22.1 25.5
blameworthy, however the sentence is
excessively severe
| consider the sentence just 20.6 41.3 37.5 38.5 32.4
| think the punishment should have been 29.9 16.5 19.0 16.2 21.6
more severe
| do not know what it is all about 45.4 30.3 21.6 18.4 14.7
NA 0 0 0.3 0 0.2
Table 18.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
| consider the sentence unjust, the 6.7 4.4 10.2 15 7.0
accused were not guilty
| consider the deed of the accused 275 18.6 245 5.5 25.4
blameworthy, however the
sentence is excessively severe
| consider the sentence just 32.6 40.0 23.5 36.4 31.0
| think the punishment should 15.2 19.3 235 24.2 9.9
have been more severe
| do not know what it is all about 17.9 17.5 18.3 32.1 26.7
NA 0.1 0.2 0 0.3 0
Table 18.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
| consider the sentence 5.5 10.6 0.5 135 3.0 0.6 0.9
unjust, the accused were not
guilty
| consider the deed of the 28.9 28.2 7.4 15.9 141 13.7 155
accused blameworthy,
however the sentence is
excessively severe
| consider the sentence just 43.0 36.6 38.4 41.2 26.8 41.7 23.0
| think the punishment should 12.0 12.3 27.3 19.4 141 20.0 31.0
have been more severe
| do not know what it is all 10.6 12.0 25.9 9.4 41.9 24.0 29.0
about
NA 0 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.1 0 0.6
Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
| consider the sentence unjust, the accused were 5.5 0 7.2 7.1 4.4
not guilty
| consider the sentence unjust, the accused were 28.9 7.1 18.3 20.2 17.9
not guilty
| consider the deed of the accused blameworthy, 43.0 32.4 37.6 39.5 29.5
however the sentence is excessively severe
| consider the sentence just 12.0 33.1 13.4 115 23.6
| think the punishment should have been more 10.6 27.4 23.5 20.9 24.4
severe
| do not know what it is all about 0 0 0 0.8 0.2
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19. "Last year Belarusian government sold its share of the gas transport enterprise "Beltransgaz" that
completely became the property of the Russian gas concern "Gazprom". How do you assess the
decision?"

Table 19.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 [ 20-24 | 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60 +
Positively 10.5 9.8 9.9 8.3 10.2 6.4 12.9 13.5
Negatively, but Belarus did not have 29.9 19.6 25.0 33.1 35.1 34.5 31.1 23.7
another way out
Negatively, "Beltransgaz" should not 43.3 51.0 49.3 | 40.0 39.6 45.9 42.8 42.1
have been sold
DA/NA 16.3 19.6 158 | 18.6 15.1 13.2 13.2 20.7
Table 19.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
Positively 155 13.9 10.5 8.9 9.8
Negatively, but Belarus did not have 19.6 25.9 29.6 28.7 36.8
another way out
Negatively, "Beltransgaz" should not have 37.1 35.2 43.2 48.1 41.7
been sold
DA/NA 27.8 25.0 16.7 14.3 11.7
Table 19.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
Positively 9.4 9.7 9.3 13.1 12.9
Negatively, but Belarus did not 31.6 32.6 27.8 24.4 27.1
have another way out
Negatively, "Beltransgaz" should 46.3 42.9 43.3 42.7 32.9
not have been sold
DA/NA 12.7 14.8 19.6 19.8 27.1
Table 19.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
Positively 12.4 16.8 14 18.3 9.6 7.5 7.9
Negatively, but Belarus did 33.7 23.5 28.7 49.7 23.9 27.0 25.4
not have another way out
Negatively,"Beltransgaz" 48.8 48.2 54.2 24.3 38.1 40.2 43.1
should not have been sold
DA/NA 51 11.5 15.7 7.7 28.4 25.3 24.0
Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages
Positively 12.4 8.5 11.7 7.9 114
Negatively, but Belarus did not have another 33.7 29.4 32.6 31.2 24.6
way out
Negatively, "Beltransgaz" should not have 48.8 41.5 37.8 37.2 48.7
been sold
DA/NA 5.1 20.6 17.9 23.7 15.3
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20. "Negotiations for selling the Belarusian complex "Belaruskali" mining potash to a Russian investor
have been conducted for along time already. What is your attitude to the possible selling transaction?"

Table 20.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer All Age
respondents 18-19 [ 20-24 | 25-29 30-39 | 40-49 50-59 | 60 +
It is positive 7.6 9.8 6.6 4.1 7.5 5.3 8.7 10.2
It is negative, but only if the price is 175 9.8 18.4 17.8 19.6 135 22.7 155
really high
It is negative, "Belaruskali" should 58.7 62.7 60.5 60.3 57.7 67.3 54.2 54.1
not be sold even for all the money in
the world
DA/NA 16.2 17.7 145| 17.8 15.2 13.9 14.4 20.2
Table 20.2. Depending on education
Variant of answer Education
Primary | Incomplete| Secondary | Vocational Higher
secondary (incomplete higher)
It is positive 11.2 11.9 7.3 6.8 6.9
It is negative, but only if the price is really 15.3 18.3 18.7 14.8 19.9
high
It is negative, "Belaruskali" should not be 44.9 47.7 57.9 63.3 62.1
sold even for all the money in the world
DA/NA 28.6 22.1 16.1 15.1 11.1
Table 20.3. Depending on status
Variant of answer Status
Private sector | Public sector | Students | Pensioners The unemployed,
employees employees housewives
It is positive 6.1 6.6 4.2 10.5 14.1
It is negative, but only if the price 18.7 17.6 21.9 15.2 155
is really high
It is negative, "Belaruskali" should 62.0 60.8 52.1 55.1 49.3
not be sold even for all the money
in the world
DA/NA 13.2 15.0 11.8 19.2 31.1
Table 20.4. Depending on residence
Variant of answer Region
Minsk Minsk Brest and [Grodno and | Vitebsk and |Mogilev and | Gomel and
region its region | its region its region its region its region
It is positive 10.3 14.2 0.5 11.2 5.6 2.8 7.1
It is negative, but only if the 20.3 17.7 16.1 21.8 11.6 17.6 16.8
price is really high
It is negative, "Belaruskali" 60.8 55.8 67.9 57.0 54.5 57.4 55.8
should not be sold even for all
the money in the world
DA/NA 8.6 12.5 15.5 10.0 28.3 22.2 20.3
Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement
Variant of answer Type of settlement
Capital Region centers | Cities Towns Villages
It is positive 10.3 6.7 6.2 6.0 8.1
It is negative, but only if the price is really 20.3 16.0 21.4 135 16.4
high
It is negative, "Belaruskali" should not be 60.8 61.7 55.5 54.0 60.8
sold even for all the money in the world
DA/NA 8.6 15.6 15.9 26.5 14.7
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OPEN FORUM

PROSPECTS OF BELARUSIAN CIVIL SOCIETY
IN THE CONTEXT OF EUROPEAN INTEGRATION

Vladimir Matskevich, philosopher, chairperson of the National Platform Interim Coordination Committee of the Eastern
Partnership Civil Society Forum is answering the questions of the "lISEPS News" bulletin

IISEPS: Why do you think
prospects of Belarusian civil
society should be regarded in
the context of European
integration — there are people
and bodies in Belarusian civil
society willing to collaborate
with  Russian partners, or
simultaneously with Russia and
Europe?

V.M.: Civil society was formed
in Europe in the XVIII century,
and has developed greatly for
two and a half centuries. The
modern condition of civil society
differs considerably from the clubs and salons of the
Age of the Enlightenment. The development
proceeded in the historical context of European
civilization (I will not go into historical questions
concerning the types of civilization; | will confine
myself to statement of the fact remembering about all
the stretches as far as singling out the types is
concerned). Forming of civil society had its own
peculiarities in different countries of Europe, which is
why in Scandinavian countries, in Germany, in
France and other countries civil society was formed
in different ways. On the periphery of Europe and on
other continents (with the exception of the English-
speaking USA, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand)
civil society did not simply feel the influence of
Western Europe, but appeared and was formed
within the bounds of Europeanization and
westernization. This also applies to our region of the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth (PLC), the Great
Duchy of Lithuania (GDL) and the Russian Empire.
At first in the XVIII century towns of the GDL still
found themselves in the common European context —
here acted the same tendencies as in Western
Europe, though with some delay and a touch of
unoriginality. Although on the eve of the divisions of
the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth there was a
period of rapid development when our nations almost
leveled with other countries. Later, however,
everything came abruptly to an end. In the XIX
century there were no conditions for the civil society
development within the Russian Empire, even taking
into account the fact that many figures of the PLC
and GDL moved to St. Petersburg and tried to realize
there the ideas they had imbibed at home, tried to
influence the state policy of Russia. Beginnings of
civil society started to emerge in the Russian Empire

only by the second half of the
XIX century. And it happened
under the influence of
borrowings from Europe, and
no strong civil society has been
formed in Russia so far. It does
exist, but it is badly structured.
However, that is not the main
problem. The thing is that
relatively tardy forms  of
organization transferred from
Europe to Russia strike roots
badly and often conflict with the
Russian conditions, the mode of
life and the line of action of
citizens and communities, territorial as well as
exterritorial. The same is true for Belarus. That is
why even those supporters of the civil society
development who are drawn towards Russia in
cultural regard should understand that we are in the
same shoes of unoriginality and borrowing of forms
and relations from Europe with Russian civil society.
However, if we already realize and ponder over our
dependence of European patterns and influence,
why should we borrow them from Russia and not
directly from Europe? Why should we resort to
“second hand”, to already adapted copies, if we can
address ourselves to the original?

This is one aspect, the Aristotelian one. Another
aspect is practical. Borrowing patterns, norms and
forms from Europe we will always lag behind and find
ourselves in the catching up position forever.
However, there exists another possibility now. The
fact is that with the expansion of the European Union
a completely new type of citizenship and relations
between the citizen and the state has emerged in
Europe. Citizenship has remained national, but
society is being formed as transnational and pan-
European. One can directly participate in the life and
activity of European civil society without asking one’s
national state for permission and without looking to it
for protection in conflict situations. On the contrary,
beginning with 1980s European institutes exactly and
pan-European civil society have guaranteed
protection of human rights and freedoms to each
European irrespective of the fact what his/her country
of origin is.

So far the fact has not been learnt well enough by
the citizens of Belarus, Russia and other countries
covered by the Helsinki Accords, especially the ones
that have become members of the Council of



Europe. Belarusian civil society and active citizens
are already quite closely integrated into pan-
European civil society, regardless of the fact that our
country still has not become a member of the Council
of Europe, and in spite of the diehard attempts of the
Belarusian regime to resist Euro-integration. In the
light of the circumstances of contemporary history,
focusing on Russia and mental dependence on it
become more and more abstract. We should either
Europeanize together with Russia or become
outsiders of Europeanization at the tail-end of
Russia. It would be better to go ahead of Russia. In
this case we would be able to help Russia, too.
IISEPS: What exactly should Belarusian civil society
do to broaden its prospects in the context of
European integration, in comparison with what is
being done now?

V.M.: The question can be answered simply:
participate more actively in all European initiatives. It
would be better to do it not simply actively, but
proactively, i.e. initiate certain processes in our
country on our own, as well as in partnership with
civil society of consolidating Europe. Some large
initiatives of the kind supported by the European
Commission exist at the moment: the Polish-Swedish
initiative which in 2009 became the Eastern
Partnership and the European Dialogue for
Modernization. However, one should not limit oneself
to these initiatives alone. It is necessary to expand
collaboration and partnership within the framework of
the Council of Europe, the Nordic Council, bilateral
relations, and regional processes affecting several
neighboring countries. At that European integration
should not be connected only with the political
amalgamation referred to as the European Union.
Norway is tightly integrated into Europe without being
a member of the European Union; and as pertaining
to protection of human rights collaboration between
Norway and Belarusian organizations is developing
rather efficiently.

The National Platform of civil society which has
emerged within the framework of the Eastern
Partnership demonstrates exactly the above
mentioned proactive type of relations. We ourselves
have initiated a number of processes and
undertakings in the Eastern Partnership. This pro-
activity of ours is out of tune with the actions of the
Belarusian authorities. Only 20 or 30 years ago such
state of affairs would be completely impossible, and
today it is possible. And it happened thanks to the
new quality that civil society in Europe has acquired
— pan-European civil society whose full-fledged part
is Belarusian civil society. National borders are
becoming more and more spectral in the new
Europe. Generally they are secured in people’s
consciousness. This can be overcome by formation
and intensification of contacts among people.

IISEPS: To what extent can we in general talk about
any coordination of actions — regardless of the fact
whether they are European or some others — of
Belarusian civil society? De-facto there are only
some of its spheres where coordination is put into
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effect — NGOs Assembly, Belarusian Helsinki
Committee, Belarusian Association of Journalists,
National Platform of the Civil Society Forum of the
Eastern Partnership, Belarusian Think Tank in its day
and others. Even in western countries there are no
common bodies representing their civil societies.
V.M.: There is no need for nation-wide coordination
of the actions of civil society in western countries, as
cooperation of separate movements, associations
and even small initiative groups of citizens with the
state and local government has become the norm
and has been worked through by the practice of
many years. In the countries of Europe civil initiatives
often find understanding and support on the part of
the state. And if they encounter resistance,
constitutional mechanisms of protest and putting
pressure on the authorities snap into action. At that
the matter concerns not only constitutional
mechanisms, but also something that can be
attributed to customs and traditions and which exists
in the unwritten form, but is shared by public opinion.

It is a different story in the countries where there
are no such traditions and authorities act in a reverse
manner, e.g. Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary
in the 1980s, Serbia and Slovakia in the 1990s, and
we at present. At that we are not alone — a similar
situation (with its peculiarities) exists in other
countries of the Eastern Partnership. Exactly due to
the fact our initiative on creating National Platforms
was met with enthusiasm in some of them, and was
accepted one way or another in all the six countries.

| often say that pluralism in civil society is
something that guarantees political stability in the
country and a dynamic balance in social relations.
This is true for democratic sates, as well as for
dictatorial ones. To launch transition from
dictatorship to democracy not pluralism but dualism,
i.e. clear demands of consolidated civil society to the
political regime, to the authorities is required. The
demands must be clearly articulated on behalf of a
wide civil movement which can not only formulate its
demands but also insist on their carrying-out. It is
obvious that no dictator is ready to voluntarily waive
the overall authority. Such situation exactly existed in
its pure form in Poland during the period of
Solidarnos¢ and the martial law. However, pure ideal
situations virtually cannot be encountered, that is
why in other countries it did not look so apparent.
However, the layout is the same everywhere: the
modifiers of place, time and manner differ, but the
common layout remains. This is exactly the layout we
are realizing in Belarus, moving towards it. Then after
the country’s transition to the democratic type of
government it will become possible to transfer from
dualism to pluralism.
IISEPS: Many people in Belarus believe that the
National Platform of the Civil Society Forum of the
Eastern Partnership does not have its own bodies,
including regional ones, that it relies on and uses real
bodies of other organizations and initiatives, and
treat your coordination efforts critically due to the
fact. What/who do you/ will you really rely on in your



activity, why do you think that other bodies and
activists of civil society will support you?

V.M.: Those people are right. The National Platform
does not have its own entities as the National
Platform is, first of all, a communication site where
ideas, suggestions and initiatives are being born.
Everybody who agrees to participate in realization of
the ideas, suggestions and initiatives add their
resources and possibilities, people, equipment,
bodies and information to the realization. We rely on
this readiness, as a matter of fact. It would be not
only stupid to force somebody to something in civil
society; it would contradict the very notion of civil
society. If the National Platform resorted to coercion
at least once, it would stop being the platform of civil
society.

However, there are active organizations within the
National Platform, and there are passive ones. The
active ones not only put more resources and
organizational efforts into common initiatives, they
win more in case of success and victory, although
success here is not always divided equitably. Here is
just one example. In the struggle with the attempt of
V. Makei to get civil society under control in 2010, the
most active role was played by wheelchair users.
The appearance of two dozen activists on
wheelchairs reversed the course of a large meeting
(which took place, by the way, on the fourth floor of a
building not at all fit for the disabled and without
elevators). However, the organization of the disabled
almost did not benefit from it. They did not need
political capital or any other bonuses from the action.
But civil society in general won, and all of us are very
grateful to them for it.

Regular activity of some organizations changes
the established structure of social statuses and roles
in the third sector. This kindles concern by those
whose statuses are threatened by the changes.
However, this is a usual occurrence.

IISEPS: How do you tie European prospects of
Belarusian civil society in the context of the
prospects of the presidential elections of 2015 taking
into account the fact that, first of all, a host of political
and civil entities, you will inevitably compete with,
has been acting "in the vineyards of the European
prospects" for a long time; and secondly, a large
proportion of the Belarusian electorate patterns its
behavior on Russia, rather than on Europe, and if
you participate in the election campaign exactly in
such a capacity, your "corridor of possibilities" will
inevitably grow narrower?

V.M.: According to the data received from the IISEPS
opinion polls, as well as to the observations from
practical experience of working with NGOs and local
communities, according to the research conducted
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by us in regions and towns we are not getting the
impression that pro-Russian sentiments explicitly
prevail over pro-European ones. There are serious
fluctuations from one year to the next. It is difficult to
talk about the balance or parity of the sentiments. It
is clear that fluctuations depend on many factors. To
make responsible decisions in the sphere
guantitative research of the tendencies and
sentiments should be supplemented with structural
one. It is necessary to dissect the social groups in
which pro-Russian and pro-European sentiments
prevail invariably or are subjected to fluctuations only
marginally. It is doubtful whether the geographical,
ownership or age-related distribution principle
operates in our country. Perhaps, the education,
activity type or residence (cities and towns, rural
area), etc. factors are of greater importance.
Nevertheless, a lot can be done already at this level
of knowledge and understanding, as attractiveness of
political entities defending this or that orientation
influences distribution of supporters of the
orientations.

No elections are expected in 2015. You have
used a good turn of speech in your question that is
why | would also talk about the context of the
presidential elections and not about the elections
themselves. In the framework of the National
Platform we are going to do everything possible for
the context to be defined by the unity of civil society
and political opposition. The only means we have for
the purpose is a wide social and political dialogue.
The width of the dialogue, however, i.e. drawing
political parties, NGOs, artistic unions, unorganized
intellectuals, creative people, academic community,
and church communities into it, spread of the
dialogue from the capital to the regions, is only one
side of the question. The other side is intensification
of the dialogue. The dialogue must be pithy, well-
reasoned, and the theses and positions must be
clear and understandable for the broad layers of the
population. A dialogue and communication are
carried on in civil society; but those people who take
to the streets, electors who vote, and average people
who either share or do not share some opinions do
not necessarily attribute themselves to civil society or
identify themselves with it.

All this should be done programmatically, holding
strategic objectives, without confusing roles and
positions, attracting supporters and not rejecting an
extended helping hand. We do not compete with
political parties or NGOs; we do what others have not
done yet. We do it in the general interests, in the
interests of the country’s democratization, in the
interests of transformation and modernization of all
spheres of the country’s life.
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BOOKSHELF

Tamkovich A. L. "Arrhythmia, or the Resistance Code". — Smalensk: "Rodina", 2012. — 278 pp.

THE 16" CHRONICLE OF ALEXANDER TOMKOVICH

Every time and every nation should
have their chronicles and their
chroniclers. Otherwise, being left
without history, a nation gets lost and
disappears in time. Alexander
Tomkovich is exactly from the
chroniclers’ cohort; however, he is
from chroniclers-the-volunteers as he
registers not official (para-
governmental), but alternative history,
which has never been one and the
same thing; they have rather been
diametrically opposed. The new 16th
book by Tomkovich "Arrhythmia, or
the Resistance Code" is another

possibly unite, say, head of The

Belarusian Language Association
Oleg Trusov, artist Ales Marochkin,
philosopher  Vladimir  Matskevich,

economist Leonid Zaiko, poet Andrey
Khodanovich and human rights
advocate Ludmila Gryaznova? On the
other hand, as academician Radim
Goretsky rightfully mentioned in a
conversation with Tomkovich: "Today
almost everything concerns politics,
even the language”. There is an inner
incentive in this statement, a key to
the  selection of  "Arrhythmia"
characters, as virtually our whole life

obvious proof of that.

Among the characters of
Alexander Tomkovich’s new book there are no
faceless rulers superseding each other in a
senseless Brownian reshuffle at senior posts, and
falling off the edge of the earth together with their
names and deeds already within their lifetime. Alexey
Korol, editor-in-chief of the newspaper "Novy Chas"
("New Time"), on whose pages the feature stories
now gathered under one cover first appeared, would
write in one of the prefaces to "Arrhythmia™ "The
faceless regime of extra players, without bright,
talented, independent individuals.

Individuals are in the camp of resistance to the
authoritarian regime.

They are different, with their characters and
abilities, their destinies and outlook on life, their
political preferences and perception of environment.

However, all of them possess a well-developed
feeling of human dignity and pride; all of them are
capable of a deed and this exactly does not let them
submit and bow their heads before the
circumstances and somebody’s evil will".

Gennady Grushevoi (Fund "To the Children of
Chernobyl"), Alena Makovskaya ("Association of
Belarusians of the World “Fatherland"), Ales
Belyatsky (Human Rights Center "Vesna-96"), Oleg
Volchek ("Legal Assistance for the Population™),
Anton Astapovich (Preservation of Monuments
Society), Vladimir Kolas (Belarusian Intellectuals’
Council), Oleg Gulak (Belarusian Helsinki
Committee), Zhanna Litvina (Belarusian Association
of Journalists) — 38 feature stories altogether, 38
biographies, 38 portraits. On the one hand, the
selection of names may seem strange: what can

has become politics. Jesuits’ principle
"he that is not with us is against us"
was taken on board by the ruling clan long ago, and
is methodically splitting the nation into two camps. In
many respects arrhythmia of the civil society follows
from here, as well as the life credo which, in the
opinion of Tomkovich, characterizes artist Ales
Marochkin ("As many others, Ales Marochkin is
asking himself: "What does an artist need politics
for?" He understands, it is the second nature to him,
as he reacts vehemently to lies, disrespect and
obscurantism") and which in reality is the credo of
many characters not only of this book, but of many
books by Tomkovich. It is a life credo or a resistance
code, just as the reader likes.
...At some period of time, soon after World War Il,
a controversy, who would become a new Leo
Tolstoy, who would write a new "War and Peace",
emerged among Soviet literary men. The time was
passing, but neither the new Leo Tolstoy, nor the
new grandiose novel appeared. Nevertheless, a new
epic was created. It was created by the talent and
efforts of not just one, but many best war writers:
Ales Adamovich, Viktor Astafief, Grigory Baklanov,
Uri Bondarev, Vasil Bykov, Boris Vasilev, Konstantin
Vorobiev, Vasili Grossman, Vyacheslav Kondratiev
and Viktor Nekrasov. Our time is not war-time,
thanks to God; however, it does require
generalization, too, if not at the level of an epic novel,
then at least by means of documentary chronicles
united by a common prevailing plot. Tomkovich’s
"Arrhythmia" is exactly one of those chronicles, on
which the author has been selflessly working for the
last several years.



The splendid Russian poet and editor of the
magazine "Novy Mir" ("The New World") Alexander
Tvardovsky once observed that it was necessary to
register each and all events on the pages of a diary
because it was difficult to discern at the moment
what would be important in future — time would judge
everything itself and put everything into place.
Alexander Tomkovich, too, is meticulously keeping a
diary of our time, diligently adding to it public history
with its characters and events which look important
to him today ("...creating an encyclopedia of images
and characters of the most eminent contemporaries”,
as poet Vladimir Neklyaev would write in another
preface to "Arrhythmia"). It is not ruled out that
Tomkovich is keeping this unique diary not without
hope that in future it will be needed much more than
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it is now. Memory is for all that a relative notion: it
may not only malfunction, it can also be corrected (as
someone once remarked wittily: "It is good to correct
the mistakes of one’s youth with the help of
memoirs"). That is why a chronicler who has lived at
a certain time period enjoys more confidence. In
addition, he a priori simply could not but keep a
chronicle as, just like virtually all his characters, he
also reacted vehemently "to lies, disrespect and
obscurantism". It is true that in this respect Alexander
Tomkovich is not unbiased. And here lies one of the
merits of his new book, and his personal "resistance
code" consists in it, too.

Sergey SHAPRAN
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Sergey Nikoliuk is 60!

Belarusian political scientist Sergey Nikoliuk, in spite of his Ukrainian last name, was born in Central Russia
in the town of Kostroma. Such interweaving of history and geography on the family level is a direct consequence
of the war. However, if one moves up from the family level to the national one, it is impossible not to remember
that the name of the first tsar from the Romanovs family, Michael, is connected with Kostroma, as well as the
name of the peasant Ivan Susanin, who saved, according to the legend, the founder of the dynasty from the
Polish and Lithuanian detachment in winter of 1613.

It is not ruled out that Sergey Nikoliuk’s inclination to peruse modern social and political events in Belarus in
the light of theories elaborated by Russian scientists, in particular, by the employees of Levada-Center, should
be explained by his connection with the historical homeland. He is sure that relying solely on the western
humane heritage may easily lead a researcher to a situation similar to the one in which the Polish and
Lithuanian detachment found itself under Kostroma.

Sergey Nikoliuk graduated from the Department of Chemistry of Belarus State University in 1974. His work at
one of the major enterprises of the republic (Production association "Integral”) helped him to gain wisdom by
experience; however, it was not marked by an upward move in his career, as what move could an engineer who
refused to join the Communist Party have?

Gorbachev’s Perestroika gave a chance to the future IISEPS employee, as well as to tens of thousands of
active citizens, to build their life outside government institutions. It is natural that due to the fact many people
had to learn new trades. Sergey Nikoliuk changed production of microcircuit chips for production of information
in independent mass media. However, Belarusian state levied real war against independent sources of
information from the very first years of its existence. Independent television companies were the first to fall
victim to it, then came the turn of print media. This anticonstitutional activity of the state was reflected in the
sequence of recordings in Sergey Nikoliuk's employment record book: director of the TV Company MM4,
director of the newspaper "Svoboda" ("Freedom"), director of the newspaper "Beloruskaya Delovaya Gazeta"
("Belarusian Business Newspaper"), director of the newspaper "Imya" ("Name"), a staff member of the
newspapers "Nasha Svoboda" ("Our freedom"), "Mestnoye Vremya" ("Local Time"), and "Belorusskij Rynok"
("Belarusian Market").

In full conformity with the well-known philosophy law, the administrative quantity had to develop into a new
quality. A constant desire to see behind the trees of facts the forest of processes generating the facts also
played its role in its forming. Collaboration with IISEPS was already within a stone's throw from there.
Fortunately, results of opinion polls were publicly available and their interpretation did not require any special
permission.

His final transformation from a chemical industry worker into a political scientist happened exactly at IISEPS.
Such an unusual combination of experience conditioned his characteristic feature as a social analyst — he
examines not only socio-political processes, but also the "reaction" to them in the "environment".

As strange as it might seem, but a relatively late familiarization with the study of political science contributed
to the conscious selection of Sergey Nikoliuk in favor of the eastern theoretical vector. The first independent
Belarusian political scientists (not young people, as a rule) matured amid renunciation of Marxism which had
acted as the "only true teaching" during the Soviet time. It is natural that after the fall of the "iron curtain" political
scientists-the-neophytes turned their eyes on the West. Where else could they have possibly turned? By that
time Russians had not yet managed to acquire their own approaches to understanding the nature of the
Russian Orthodox civilization.

However, a young political science growth began to emerge gradually. As distinct from their older
colleagues, young people have a good command of the English language. Many of them have studied or
undergone a training course in the West. Thus, with little effort on the part of the authoritarian Belarusian state a
new “iron curtain” was built, this time on the border between Belarus and Russia. It proved to be virtually
impervious for the scientific and research experience of modern Russia in spite of the fact that many social
processes in the two countries are quite similar.

Thereby Sergey Nikoliuk turned out to be alien to the political scientists of the same age, as well as to the
young colleagues of the political science guild. There is some advantage in the fact for those who are not
indifferent to what is going on in modern Belarus. "An electron — as V. Lenin taught — is inexhaustible, just like
an atom". If it is so, then social life is inexhaustible to an inexhaustible degree that is why any nonstandard view
on what is going on should only be welcomed.

In spite of his considerable age, Sergey is still active; he writes a lot, gives talks and participates in various
professional and public initiatives. We wish him strong health and every success!

IISEPS Board
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