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Dear readers! 
 
In a new issue of the analytical bulletin "IISEPS News" we offer to your attention analysis and data reflecting the 

most interesting results of the Institute researches in the third quarter of 2013. 
Our researches show that the positive trend in the "economic feeling" of Belarusians, outlined in the second quar-

ter, displays unstable character again in the third quarter: the ratio of those whose financial standing improved during 
the last three months, and those, for whom it had worsened, decreased. In spite of the fact that the real income of 
Belarusians grew up, the level of optimism for the future decreased considerably. In this context the efforts of the au-
thorities, directed on the strengthening of the national currency, numerous assurances that there will be no devalua-
tion and appeals "not to listen to "rascals" and not to run to exchange offices" don't convince the majority of the popu-
lation – 72% consider the threat of Belarusian ruble devaluation real or possible, nearly a half still trust US dollar more 
than Belarusian ruble, and therefore over 62% of respondents follow the exchange rate of ruble to dollar. As a result, 
the trend towards a decrease of number of those who consider that "in general the  state of things in our country is 
developing in the wrong direction" in comparison with those who gave the opposite answer registered in the second 
quarter, turns in the opposite direction again. 

IISEPS publications more than once noted that the attitude of Belarusians towards the government has become 
more and more skeptical during recent years and this is related not only to the "economic feeling" drop, but also to the 
increasing gap between the state and the people. It becomes apparent in different ways. For example, while answer-
ing the question about whom in Belarusian society succeeds most of all today, the majority of respondents told 
"someone on a high post, close to the regime" and "someone well-connected". Nearly 37% of Belarusians "during the 
last five years were obliged to give money, valuable presents or to render a service for a positive decision in their fa-
vor". No wonder that over 42% of citizens "don't feel themselves under protection of law". 

However these moods aren't transferred to the head of state directly and the resource of public trust to him is still 
not exhausted: his trust rating practically didn't change, and his electoral rating continues to grow little by little. The 
reasons of A. Lukashenko’s rating stability are diverse and cannot be reduced only to the total control over society. 
These reasons include also a skillful "shifting of responsibility" for various mistakes and failures in policy and econo-
my on others, as well as the absence of convincing alternative for the majority of voters, and many other things. How-
ever, it should be noted that not everyone who is ready to vote for him completely shares the views of the president: 
only 18.4% of voters really share his views, 13.5% are ready to support him "until he defends the independence of 
Belarus", 14% support him "in the absence of other worthy politicians". Still the main reason is in the long-term politi-
cal tradition of a "powerful hand" – nearly 55% of respondents consider that "there are such situations (for example, 
now) when it’s necessary to engross the absolute power in a single pair of hands" or that "our people always need a 
"powerful hand". Much less people consider that "it’s absolutely inadmissible if all the power is given into the hands of 
one person". 

Despite the fluctuations of "economic feeling", readiness of society for changes, including opposition support, re-
mains low: even though every second respondent would like revolutionary changes in internal and external politics of 
Belarus to happen during the next five years, only every fourth considers these changes possible, 56.1% think they 
are unlikely, and 13.8% consider them impossible at all. Less than 15% of respondents consider themselves in oppo-
sition to the current regime, and a little more than 15% trust opposition political parties. As well as in the case of pres-
ident support, the weak support of opposition can't be explained only by propaganda and fear factors. In spite of the 
fact that the gap between the power and the people gradually increases, there is no corresponding rapprochement 
between the opposition and the people yet: less than a quarter of respondents think that Belarusian opposition under-
stands problems and concerns of people like them, and 56.6% answered this question negatively. 

Though the trends of Belarusians’ foreign policy orientations remain generally the same, some "fall of temperature" 
in the relation to Russia is noted again, however it didn't lead to the growth of the pro-European orientations automati-
cally. Geopolitical choice for the majority of Belarusians is a multilevel and multipart process determined by the fac-
tors of current policy, fundamental values and real opportunities. For example, though the majority of those who would 
like to move to another country for permanent residence name Germany and the USA, in reality an absolute majority 
of 25.8% of the Belarusian citizens working abroad today, work in Russia, and not in the West. 

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

In our "Open Forum" rubric we continue to provide to our colleagues from neighboring countries the possibility to 
share the results of their last researches. 

For the readers of our "Bookshelf" rubric we announce the forthcoming brochure which will be published soon re-
vealing the results of the project "Belarusian Youth on the Labor Market and in the Labor Relations" recently conduct-
ed by IISEPS in cooperation with Belarusian Schuman Society. 

As usual your feedback and comments are welcome! 
 

IISEPS Board 
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M O N I T O R I N G  O F  P U B L I C  O P I N I O N  I N  B E L A R U S   
 

In September of 2013 independent sociologists have conducted the nation opinion poll (those face-to-face in-
terviewed are 1.510 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 topi-
cal aspects of life in Belarus. 

Below you will find commentaries to the most important findings of these and previous sociological proce-
dures. "No answer" and "Find it difficult to answer" alternatives are not available in most points of the question-
naire. 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 – 2013 
 

 

It’s difficult to live, but still possible  

to put up with it 

 
The struggle between the growth of population’s 

income and prices hike for the right to form the na-
tional opinion is going on with varying success in 
2013. The current results of this struggle are record-
ed in the social indices (Tables 1-3). Their changes 
during the last year and a half reminds of light ripples 
on a pond. In June they had simultaneously in-
creased relatively to March, and in September they 
have decreased in the same simultaneous way. 

 
But since the historic minimums of 2011 neither 

the financial standing index (FSI) nor expectation in-
dex (EI) nor the policy correctness index (PCI) didn’t 
manage to leave the negative zone. This means that 
the part of Belarusian pessimists, who register the 
worsening of their financial position (Table 1), who 

await the worsening of the socio-economic situation 
in the country within the next year (Table 2) and who 
estimate that the country is developing in the wrong 
way, is invariably higher than the part of Belarusian 
optimists. 

In our opinion, the fixation of social indices in the 
negative zone should be regarded as the main char-
acteristic of Belarusian stability of the last years. Two-
digit growth of the population’s income turned out to 
be powerless to change this. It is not complicated to 
suppose how social indices will conduct themselves 
in case of deceleration of the growth of population’s  

 
income. But if it comes to a real (and not nominal) re-
duction of salaries and pensions, then the absolute 
minimums, recorded in June-September of 2011, 
could be surpassed. 

As a case of another characteristic of social stabil-
ity model of 2013 we should mention high shares of 

Table 1 

Dynamics of answering the question: "How has your personal financial standing changed for the last 

three months?", %  
 
Variant of answer 12'10 06'11 03'12 06'12 09'12 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

It has improved 24.9 1.6 15.3 12.8 14.7 17.4 13.3 13.7 11.6 
It has not changed 57.7 23.2 43.4 54.7 58.8 54.0 56.4 63.1 63.9 
It has become worse 16.0 73.4 40.6 31.9 25.0 26.7 28.7 21.6 21.6 
FSI* 8.9 –71.8 –25.3 –19.1 –10.3 –9.3 –15.4 –7.9 –10.0 

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

Table 2 

Dynamics of answering the question: "How is the socio-economic situation going to change in Belarus 

within the next few years?", %  
 
Variant of answer 12'10 06'11 03'12 06'12 09'12 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

It is going to improve 30.6 11.9 22.5 21.4 18.4 23.3 15.3 17.7 17.5 
It is not going to change 40.7 20.3 34.4 38.5 43.6 34.6 44.7 49.1 46.7 
It is going to become worse 17.2 55.5 32.7 30.4 27.8 29.7 27.3 23.7 28.1 
EI* 13.4 –43.6 –10.2 –9.0 –9.4 –6.4 –12.0 –6.0 –10.6 

 
* Expectation index 
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respondents, who had chosen the variant "didn’t 
change"/"won’t change" while answering the ques-
tions of Tables 1-2. Therefore there should be no 
surprise that only 11.6% of respondents registered an 
improvement in their financial standing and the part 
of optimists, having confidence in the improvement of 
the socio-economic situation during the following 
years, not even hauled as far as a fifth. 

Comparative stabilization of social indices affected 
the answers to the question "Do you think that Bela-
rusian economy is in crisis?" as well (Table 4).The 
changes of last three month did not exceed the limit 
of the statistical error. 

 
Crisis perception traditionally turned out to be ex-

tremely politically loaded. Among Belarusians trusting 
A. Lukashenko (46.7% in September) the share of 
those, who agree with the presence of crisis in the 
country amounted to 37.8%, while among those not 
trusting the head of the state (36.6% in September) 
this share amounted to 81.7%. This considerable dif-
ference in the answers of two groups gives evidence 
of the importance of subjective factors’ influence on 
reality perception. The list of subjective factors is tra-
ditionally topped by state TV, as it creates the “image” 
according to the state demand. 

Table 5 data confirms the previous conclusion. In 
Belarus "everything’s not so bad and it’s possible to 
live", but for whom? For the A. Lukashenko support-
ers in the first place. And it doesn’t matter that among 

those supporters are mainly the pensioners, who live 
on a paltry pension. Still they have enough money for 
bread and watery milk. So it’s possible to live! 

Absolute majority of Belarusians complain about 
difficulties to live, but agree to put up with them. Eve-
ry forth declare the impossibility to put up with it any-
more, but we would not recommend to take their dec-
larations for the readiness to perform real actions. 

Let us mention that the structure of answers to the 
similar question by Russians ("Levada-Center", July 
2013) is similar to the structure of answers by Bela-
rusians – 31%, 49%, 16% respectively. Thus we face 
the subjective factors once again. Though not Rus 

 
sians go to Belarus, but Belarusians in large numbers 
go to Russia to work, the difference in incomes inside 
the union state doesn’t considerable affect life per-
ception in two countries. 

The next question (Table 6) to some extent re-
peats the previous. From the numerous survival 
techniques modern Belarusians and Russians still 
choose the way of adaptation. Belarusians to a great-
er extent than Russians adapt to the changes by 
abandoning their habitual way of life (negative adap-
tation). Russians, on the contrary, prefer to "dodge" 
to support their way of life on a tolerable level. And 
only 7.5% of Belarusians and 10% of Russians man-
age to find new possibilities for improving their lives. 

Table 3 

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you think the state of things is developing in our country in 

the right or in the wrong direction in general?", % 
 
Variant of answer 12'10 09'11 03'12 06'12 09'12 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

In the right direction 54.2 17.0 35.3 32.4 34.1 33.5 34.5 39.6 39.1 
In the wrong direction 32.5 68.5 52.5 54.3 47.4 46.1 51.4 45.5 46.7 
DA/NA 13.3 14.5 12.2 13.3 18.4 20.4 14.1 14.9 14.2 
PCI* 21.7 –51.5 –17.2 –21.9 –13.3 –12.6 –16.9 –5.9 –7.6 

 
* 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 03'13 06'13 09'13 

Yes 87.6 81.5 77.2 71.7 64.1 64.8 59.8 57.4 
No 8.0 8.0 15.1 21.5 23.8 24.6 29.5 32.4 
DA/NA 4.4 10.5 7.7 6.8 12.1 10.6 10.7 10.2 

Table 5 

Distribution of answers to the question: “Which one of the following statements do you consider the 

most appropriate to the current situation?” depending on attitude towards the president A. Lukashenko, 

% 

 
Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Attitude towards A. Lukashenko 

Trust Do not trust 

Everything’s not so bad, it’s possible to live 27.3 44.4 7.8 
It’s difficult to live, but still possible to put up with it 51.3 46.7 54.6 
It’s impossible to put up with our misery anymore 18.5 6.6 34.7 
DA/NA 2.9 2.3 2.9 
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Table 7 data permit to estimate adaptive abilities 
of Belarusians depending on gender, age, education 
and attitude towards the President A. Lukashenko. 

 
It’s more difficult to adapt to the modern life for 

men than for women, because not anyone can cope 
with the role of "material benefits getter". Thus the 
stronger sex has to "dodge" more. However the dif-
ference between men and women in this nomination 
is not very important. Women are more inclined to be 
conservative, which is reflected in the fifth column. 

Age is traditionally considered to be a strong fac-
tor influencing life strategies. The lot of the youth is to 
"dodge" and to look for new possibilities. The lot of 
older ones is to get used to life circumstances and to 
resist changes (to live as before). 

Education, regardless of deserved criticism of its 
Belarusian model, remarkably raises odds for the 
search of new possibilities. But from those, who are  

 
given more, more is taken. So every third of the uni-
versity diploma holder is obliged to "dodge". 

Among political opponents of A. Lukashenko 
those who are obliged to "dodge" are 2.4 times more 
numerous than among his supporters. Such a con-
siderable difference is quite related to the age differ-
ence of politically loaded social groups.  

The readiness to "put up" and other strategies of 
passive adaptation to the outer world still prevail in 
Belarusian society. The main merit belongs to the pa-
ternalistic state, interested in obedient homagers and 
not active citizens. Bit in the conditions of globaliza-
tion a society and a state of homagers are noncom-

Table 6 

Distribution of answers to the question: "People arrange their lives differently, they adapt themselves to 

the circumstances to a different extent. Which of the following statements describes your attitude to the 

current life in the most accurate way?", % 
 
Variant of answer Belarus Russia* 

I cannot adapt to the current life 10.0 9 
I got used to the urge to abandon the habitual way of life, to live cutting down my  
big and small needs 

26.8 20 

I have to “dodge”, to take up any opportunity to earn some money, if only I want to  
provide a tolerable level of life for my family and myself 

24.8 31 

I managed to use new possibilities to achieve more in life 7.5 10 
I live the same way as before, nothing really changed for me in the last years 28.0 27 
DA/NA 2.9 3 
 
* "Levada-Center", July 2013 

Table 7 

Distribution of answers to the question: "People arrange their lives differently, they adapt themselves to 

the circumstances to a different extent. Which of the following statements describes your attitude to the 

current life in the most accurate way?" depending on gender, age, education and attitude towards the 

president A. Lukashenko, % 

 
Social groups Did not adapt Got used to "Dodge" Found new possibilities Live as before 

Gender: 
Male 12.1 26.4 26.4 8.2 23.8 
Female 8.4 27.1 23.4 7.0 31.6 
Age: 
18-29 8.9 20.1 33.5 7.4 26.4 
30-39 11.5 23.0 30.1 11.2 22.3 
40-49 10.9 25.7 29.2 7.7 24.6 
50-59 11.4 30.4 22.1 9.5 23.6 
60+ 7.8 34.4 10.4 3.2 40.5 
Education: 
Primary 3.1 32.0 6.2 3.1 54.6 
Incomplete secondary 9.6 31.2 10.8 3.8 40.8 
Secondary 12.5 27.8 25.5 6.4 24.5 
Vocational 10.5 27.4 27.1 7.6 23.8 
Higher 7.6 19.7 33.4 13.1 24.8 
Attitude towards A. Lukashenko 
Trust 6.9 28.8 15.4 7.9 38.5 
Don’t trust 15.0 24.8 36.7 6.7 14.1 
 
* Table is read across 
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petitive. And they do understand it on the top of the 
command structure. Hence the constant appeals to 
struggle with the parasitic attitude and to switch eve-
rything still alive to self-sufficiency. 

 

Confidence in ruble as a derivation from  

confidence in A. Lukashenko 
 

"Which currency do you have? – they say. – Don’t 
be afraid, – I answer, – not dollars". The sense of 
fears of V. Vysotski’s lyrical hero of is not so clear for 
young Belarusians today. To make ends meet today 
most people have to follow the head of the state’s 
example, that is to take decisions "as life goes by", 
while life taught to follow attentively the exchange 
rate of Belarusian ruble to US dollar, otherwise you 
could get into a big trouble. The last lesson our native 
state gave to its citizens in 2011, when national cur-
rency was devaluated by the factor of three, so that 
ruble savings of its electors were decreased in the 
same proportion. 

 
The crisis of 2011 started with the stopping of cur-

rency selling in exchange offices and stopped with 
the re-starting of the open currency market. So it’s 
not a surprise that almost two thirds of Belarusians 
follow the ruble/dollar exchange rate (Table 8), and 
every sixth of them indulge in this several times a 
week. In this sense Russians are not rivals to Bela-
rusians, so they are unable to evaluate the price of 
their cars and flats in dollars. Strange and careless 
people they are, aren’t they? 

Regardless of rascals and "conscious", who "bub-
ble rubbish" in all mass media (those juicy epithets 
we borrowed from the head of the state), Belarusians’ 
confidence in dollar end euro slightly decreased dur-
ing the last six month (Table 9). We cannot offer any 
other explanation but the anomalous activity of na-
tional mass media in the first half of August, caused 
by the arrest of the CEO of Russian potash producer 
Uralkali. 

Our supposition is also supported by the increase 
by 7 points (from 28.1% to 35.1%) of trust in national 
mass media in September comparatively to June, 
while the trust in not-national mass media increased 
only by 0.8 point (from 28.8% to 29.6%). 

The answers to the question "Do you fear a new 
devaluation of Belarusian ruble within the next few 
months?" didn’t record an increase in anxious waits 
(Table 8) as well, but at the same time they permit to 
formulate an additional hypothesis of Belarusians’ 
anxiousness rate stabilization, and of decrease of 
trust in dollar and euro too. 

The point is that the currency problem in Belarus 
is extremely politically loaded. Pay attention to the 
first line in Table 10. The share of respondents fear-
ing the threat of devaluation of Belarusian ruble is 
three times higher among the opponents of 
A. Lukashenko than among his supporters. But dur-
ing the gap between two polls trust rating of the head 
of the state increased by 3.3 points (from 43.4% to 
46.7%)  and  electoral rating increased by 9.2 points  

 
(from 33.4% to 42.6%). Correspondingly an equal 
shift happened in the answers to politically loaded 
questions. 

We had already mentioned repeatedly that the 
support of the national currency’s stability is the area 
of responsibility of the state. That is why public at-
tempts of A. Lukashenko to shift the responsibility on 
people are equal to admitting his own failure. In any 
democratic country that would write off the career of a 
politician. But there is a special type of democracy 
which is cultivated in Belarus. It doesn’t anticipate the 
responsibility of politicians for their deeds. 

 

Dangerously explosive stability 
 

Against the background of social indices’ de-
crease the electoral rating of A. Lukashenko raised 
by 5.3 points in a quarter (Table 11), which is re-
markably higher than the statistical error (3%). As for 

Table 8 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you follow the ruble/dollar exchange rate? If yes, then how 

often do you check the exchange rate?", % 
 
Variant of answer Belarus Russia* 

Several times a week 17.2 7 
About once a week 25.1 14 
About once a fortnight or less often 20.2 14 
Don’t follow 37.3 65 
 
* Data from "Levada-Center", June 2-13 

Table 9 

Dynamics of answering the question: "What currency enjoys your greatest confidence?", % 

 
Variant of answer 06'06 06'11 03'13 09'13 

US dollars 46.2 53.0 53.6 48.5 
Euro 17.5 19.9 15.3 14.9 
Belarusian rubles 27.6 16.7 19.7 26.9 
Russian rubles 1.4 4.0 7.9 6.0 
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the trust rating, though formally it hadn’t changed a 
lot, but the number of those who don’t trust the presi-
dent decreased perceptibly (Table 12), which led to a 
record (during the last three years) share of respond-
ents, who found it difficult to answer. This is a sure 
sign of the growth of the feeling of uncertainty in so-
ciety. 

Social indices increased slightly, but synchronous-
ly. Real income growth rate started to slow down 
(January-May – 120.6%, January-July – 119.1%), 
while the official reports about recurrent price rises of 
goods and services arrive as regularly as the sun ris-
es and sets.  

 
But in September the reality shaped by mass me-

dia was opposed to the reality perceived by the popu-
lation through the purchasing power of their salaries 
and pensions. During the first half of the month (when 
the poll was conducted) the mass media reality was 
especially aggressive. An image of an enemy was 
shaped in the persons of Russian partners of the 
"Belarusian Potash Company" (oligarchs) and "top-
level crooks" from the government of Russian Feder-
ation. But the intentions to make good at Belarusian 
people’s expense were disclosed and neutralized in 
time (we suppose we don’t need to explain who was 
the saviour). 

Conflicting signals from two realities caused some 
uncertainty in the dynamics of A. Lukashenko’s rat-
ings (Tables 11-12). "We can say that current public 
opinion polls, – constantly repeats the head of the 
"Levada-Center" L. Gudkov, – register not so much 
the dynamics of moods and ideas in society devoid of 
independent information sources, as the effective-
ness of the state propaganda". 

But the effectiveness of the state propaganda has 
its limits even under the condition of TV-monopoly. 

Mobilization potential of the modern Belarusian socie-
ty is considerably inferior to the one of the soviet 
times society, that is why the success of the propa-
ganda cannot be long-lasting. And propaganda is 
completely powerless against large-scale economic 
problems (e.g. the economic crisis in 2011). 

Let’s get back to Table 11. The poll of March 2011 
was conducted before the panic, caused by the stop-
ping of selling foreign currencies in exchange offices. 
The last pre-crisis poll recorded as well the pre-crisis 
value of A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating. It took two 
years and a half and the raise of average salary up to 
$ 600 to recover the old level of the electoral rating.  

 
The success is evident, but what’s the price? There 
are reasons to believe that it will be hard to secure 
the reached level of electoral support. 

Production of hopes for the masses is a major 
function of a public politician. A politician giving hope 
is devoid of drawbacks like a beloved person. But 
passionate love is fleeting, and in our dynamic times 
no one cannot maintain himself in the position of a 
"politician giving hope" regardless of his charisma. 
A. Lukashenko is not an exception to this rule. Today 
his high electoral rating is due to the lack of alterna-
tive. The September poll is confirming that: 81.5% of 
respondents said that they don’t know a candidate 
who could compete with A. Lukashenko during the 
presidential elections, and only 18.5% know such a 
candidate.  

42.6% of Belarusians are ready to vote for 
A. Lukashenko today, and only less than a fifth of 
voters completely share his views (Table 13). This is 
the approximate extent of the electorate of the "na-
tion-wide chosen" president. His other supporters are 
situational. Depending on the stars in the sky which 
means a mix of accidental circumstances, appearing 

Table 10 

Dynamics of answering the question "Do you fear a new devaluation of Belarusian ruble within the next 

few months?" depending on attitude towards the president A. Lukashenko, % 

 
Variant of answer 03'13 09'13 Attitude towards A. Lukashenko 

Trust Don’t trust 

It’s a real threat 32.1 32.3 17.2 51.3 
It’s possible, but unlikely 42.7 39.7 43.8 34.5 
It won’t happen 19.4 20.5 29.9 10.8 
DA/NA 5.8 7.5 8.8 3.4 

Table 11 

Dynamics of the president A. Lukashenko’s electoral rating, % 
 
Date 03'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 09'12 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

Rating 42.9 29.3 20.5 24.9 34.5 29.7 31.6 31.5 33.4 37.3 42.6 

Table 12 

Dynamics of the president A. Lukashenko’s trust rating, % 
 
Date  06'11 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

Trust 33.6 33.6 24.5 31.2 42.2 38.5 39.1 43.4 48.9 46.7 
Don’t trust 53.8 53.8 62.0 54.5 48.5 51.9 49.1 43.2 40.6 36.7 
DA 12.6 12.6 13.5 14.3 9.3 9.6 11.8 13.4 10.5 16.7 
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"here and now", they can switch from his supporters 
to his opponents and vice versa.  

Similar pendulous oscillations were recorded more 
than once. In 2011 they formed the so-called "new 
majority" of A. Lukashenko’s opponents. There were 
political forces which tried to rely on this majority. But 
in the second half of 2012 it came to evidence that 
the political pendulum started to go back. Today it is 
in the extreme position again, and in medium-term 
outlook that gives the supporters of the "new majori-
ty" theory a possibility to look into the future with op-
timism. 

 
The fact that the "new majority" in Belarus cannot 

be sustainable is supported by the answers to the 
question of Table 14. The opponents of the concen-
tration of full authority in a single pair of hands are a 
minority (look at the third line of Table 14), hence un-
der the banner of "new majority" are gathered not on-
ly the opponents of authoritarianism, but also those 
who are disappointed in A. Lukashenko personally 
(but not in the authoritarian political system). There-
fore it should be noted that the trust rating of opposi-
tional political parties didn’t change during the last 
three months (June – 15.4%, September – 15.3%) 
regardless of the decrease of A. Lukashenko’s trust 
rating. 

Who in Belarus constantly needs a "powerful 
hand"? Naturally first of all those who trust 
A. Lukashenko: 40.5% of those who trust him, and 
10.8% of those who don’t trust him. The base of the 
first group (let’s call it conventionally "budget-getters") 
is composed of women (29.1%), elderly persons of 
60 years old and older (37.6%) and people with pri-
mary education (44.8%). The share of men, youth up 
to 30 years old and people with higher education is 
substantially lower: 22.4%, 21.5% and 22.2% respec-

tively. Nevertheless, each fifth of young Belarusians, 
each fifth man and each fifth holder of the higher ed-
ucation diploma needs a "powerful hand"! 

Demand of stability is one of basic demands in 
any society, but to support stability by dynamic devel-
opment is a lot of chosen ones. Unfortunately Bela-
rusian society is not in the circle of chosen (according 
to the latter characteristic). 

We should remember that in absence of interests’ 
concordance mechanism the stability which is regis-
tered today could be no less explosive then instability.  
 

 
"The greatest catastrophe of the century" (the Soviet 
Union’s collapse) is one of examples of this danger-
ously explosive stability. 

 

A. Lukashenko is not an obstacle  

for cardinal changes 

 
Who succeeds today in the Belarusian "state for 

the people"? According to the people, first of all those 
who are in power, and, therefore, don't belong to the 
people (Table 15). Among the Belarusians who didn’t 
manage to get in power succeed well-connected 
people, and there is a huge gap between them and 
businesslike and talented people. But connections 
are a mean that helps representatives of people to 
resolve their private issues with those who are in 
power, i.е. with government officials. 

Impossible not to quote the leader of the Italian 
fascists B. Mussolini, one of the most authoritative 
experts in construction of the centralized states: "All 
within the state, nothing outside the state, nothing 
against the state". But a state, as K. Marx taught, is 
nothing but a group of officials. And if "all for the ben-
efit of the state", then this "all" finally gets in the dis-

Table 13 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Various people make various evaluations of A. Lukashenko’s 

work on the post of the President of Belarus. Which one would you rather agree with?", % 
 
Variant of answer % 

I completely share A. Lukashenko’s views 18.4 
I’m ready to support A. Lukashenko until he defends the independence of Belarus  13.5 
I used to appreciate A. Lukashenko formerly, but lately he has disappointed me 10.9 
Until now I didn’t appreciate A. Lukashenko much, but I hope that later on he will be good for Belarus 4.6 
I support A. Lukashenko in the absence of worthy politicians 14.0 
I’m not an A. Lukashenko supporter 23.2 
I consider it important to support anyone but A. Lukashenko 9.7 
DA/NA 5.7 

Table 14 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Are there situations in the life of a country when people need a 

strong and authoritative leader, a "powerful hand"?" 
 
Variant of answer % 

Our people always need a "powerful hand" 26.1 
There are such situations (for example, like now) when it’s necessary to engross the absolute power 
in a single pair of hands 

28.3 

It’s absolutely inadmissible if all the power is given into the hands of one person 38.4 
DA/NA 7.2 
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posal of officials and their friends (well-connected 
people). The majority of Belarusians perfectly realizes 
this simple logic, which is reflected in the answers to 
the question of Table 15. 

 
Among A. Lukashenko's supporters the official 

mytheme "the state for the people", naturally, enjoys 
bigger popularity, than among his opponents, but the 
priority order is preserved. Power is the main factor of 
prosperity even for the supporters of the head of 
state. Criminal and mafia structures unexpectedly 
turned out to be on the last place, but if "all is within 
the state" then criminal elements have to take a rest. 
They aren't rivals for those who are in power. In a so-
ciety where a majority of people sees the state as the 
only source of personal prosperity, the "western" 
model of social system doesn’t enjoy great popularity. 
The European values in pure form are supported to-
day only by each tenth Belarusian. The difference be-
tween supporters and opponents of A. Lukashenko is 
not considerable: 8.6 % vs. 13.7 %. Even among the 
Belarusians with higher education the evaluation of 
the western model as a universal social order model 
is only 1.5 points higher than the national evaluation 
which proves the existence of a sort of consensus in 
the Belarusian society (Table 16). 

A special case of the western universality is the 
universality of the private property right. But there is 
no mass demand for such a special case in Belarus 
therefore the majority of Belarusians (57%) resolutely 
answer "no" to a question "Do you consider it admis-
sible if foreigners possess lands in Belarus?" 36.3% 
have nothing against "homeland sale". 

But rejection of West as a model of social order 
doesn't mean that people are satisfied with the do-
mestic and foreign policy of the native state. 50.3% of 
Belarusians are for cardinal changes, 20.2% are 

against, 21.1% are indifferent to these changes, and 
8.4% had difficulties to define their attitude. 

25.5% of respondents believe in possibility of such 
changes in the following five years.  Among A. Luka- 

 
shenko's supporters the share of "believers" is three 
times higher than among his opponents – 35.4% vs. 
13.9 %. Therefore, for a considerable part of Belarus-
ians the belief in cardinal changes can be combined 
with the belief in the head of state who heads the 
country for the same course for 19 years! 

56.1% of respondents consider cardinal changes 
in domestic and foreign policy unlikely. Level of mod-
erate pessimism among A. Lukashenko's supporters 
is much lower than among his opponents – 67.8% vs. 
45.8 %. The share of those who don’t believe in 
changes is the smallest – 13.8% (13.5% vs. 15.2 % 
respectively). 

The western matrix consists of the balance of so-
ciety and power interaction, the priority of the human 
rights question, the development of democratic insti-
tutes which resist to the governor, and the state as 
the social compact and principle. The eastern matrix 
means that society concentrates around the power 
bearer; the priority is given to collectivist values and 
to serving to the state. 

In the split Belarusian society the bearer of the 
eastern matrix is the so-called "majority", and the 
bearer of the western matrix is the "minority". Twenty 
years' researches of IISEPS show that the transition 
from "majority" to "minority" is extremely complicated 
while the reverse transition happens constantly: with 
age the representatives of "minority" lose their per-
sonal resources and a part of them starts to behave 
as a typical "budget-getter". At the expense of this 
transition the constancy of electoral structure of the 
Belarusian society is maintained. 

Table 15 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Who succeeds more than others in Belarusian society  

today?", % (more than one answer is possible) 

 
Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Attitude towards A. Lukashenko 

Trust Don’t trust 

Someone on a high post, close to the regime 45.2 37.3 51.2 
Someone well-connected 44.3 34.7 56.1 
Someone enterprising, businesslike 27.1 26.3 28.0 
Someone well-qualified, talented 23.8 28.5 21.2 
Someone hardworking 21.2 29.6 13.0 
Criminal and mafia structures 17.8 15.2 18.4 
DA 3.4 4.4 0.7 

Table 16 

Distribution of answers to the question: "According to you to what extent the "western" (i.e. West-

European, American) social order suits to Belarus?" 
 
Variant of answer % 

It’s a universal social order model and it suits Belarusian conditions completely 10.3 
Only social order model which can be adapted to Belarusian conditions is suitable 38.3 
It’s not quite suitable for Belarusian conditions and unlikely to take on in Belarus 21.1 
This model is completely unsuitable for Belarusian conditions and it contradicts Belarusian way of life 16.4 
DA/NA 13.9 
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Necessary, but insufficient condition 
 

Current level of negative values of social indices 
doesn't lead to growth of oppositional moods in the 
Belarusian society (Table 17). For such growth ex-
traordinary events, accompanied not by a decrease, 
but by a collapse of social indices, are required, as it 
was observed in June-September, 2011: 28.3% is an 
absolute record. In two years the share of Belarus-
ians who answer affirmatively the question "Do you 
consider yourself in opposition to the current re-
gime?" was cut by half. 

 
When the level of oppositional moods in society is 

low, there is no point in counting on a high trust rating 
of opposition parties (Table 18). Thus the activity of 
parties is secondary. Let’s look at the phenomenon of 
the Russian politician A. Navalny as an illustration. 
His local success in Moscow wasn't reflected in any 
way on the federal level. According to "Levada-
Center"’s last poll (September 20-24), only 1% of 
Russians is ready to support A. Navalny as a presi-
dential candidate! 

The trust rating of oppositional parties is connect-
ed with the level of oppositional moods in society, but 
doesn't follow it like a thread follows a needle. On the 
whole it should be recognized as quite stable and 
therefore its quarterly changes don’t always go be-
yond the statistical error. 

Answers to the question “Various people make 
various evaluations of A. Lukashenko’s work on the 
post of the President of Belarus. Which one would 
you rather agree with?” are presented in Table 19 
depending on attitude towards A. Lukashenko, and in 
Table 20 answers to the same question are present-
ed depending on attitude towards political parties. 
Let's remind that in the first case the trust rating is 
46.7%, and in the second – 15.3%. 

A fleeting glance is enough to notice a great soli-
darity of the Belarusians trusting A. Lukashenko. 
Among this group of respondents 38% completely  

 
share A. Lukashenko's views and only 0.7% are 
ready to support anyone, but him. It should seem, it 
couldn’t be different. 

However among the Belarusians trusting the op-
positional political parties, 16.5% completely share 
A. Lukashenko's views and only 18.7% consider it 
necessary to support anyone, but "the last dictator of 
Europe". 

Trying to explain the friability of oppositional elec-
torate exclusively by absence of a single democratic 
leader would be a mistake. People sharing democrat-
ic views around the world unlike their authoritative 
opponents are very reluctant to form a single rank. 
Therefore those who don't consider themselves as 
supporters of A. Lukashenko are not necessarily go-
ing to support anyone but him. 

Table 17 

Dynamics of answering the question: "Do you consider yourself in opposition to the current regime?", % 
 
Variant of answer 12'10 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 06'12 12'12 03'13 09'13 

Yes 18.9 25.8 28.3 22.6 23.4 19.2 21.3 16.9 14.2 
No 72.4 60.3 56.0 63.8 66.0 71.6 65.8 72.0 75.6 
DA/NA 8.7 13.9 15.7 13.6 10.6 9.2 12.9 11.1 10.2 

Table 18 

Dynamics of opposition parties’ trust rating, % 
 
Date 12'10 06'11 09'11 12'11 03'12 12'12 03'13 09'13 

Rating 16.3 20.1 12.3 13.4 17.0 20.0 13.1 15.3 

Table 19 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Various people make various evaluations of A. Lukashenko’s 

work on the post of the President of Belarus. Which one would you rather agree with?" depending on at-

titude towards A. Lukashenko, % 

 
Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Attitude towards A. Lukashenko 

Trust Don’t trust DA 

I completely share A. Lukashenko’s views 18.4 38.0 0.5 2.4 
I’m ready to support A. Lukashenko until he defends the  
independence of Belarus  

13.5 23.5 1.6 11.4 

I used to appreciate A. Lukashenko formerly, but lately  
he has disappointed me 

10.9 6.8 11.7 20.3 

Until now I didn’t appreciate A. Lukashenko much, but  
I hope that later on he will be good for Belarus 

4.6 5.8 2.3 6.1 

I support A. Lukashenko in the absence of worthy politicians 14.0 17.7 5.8 22.4 
I’m not an A. Lukashenko supporter 23.2 3.8 49.6 19.1 
I consider it important to support anyone but A. Lukashenko 9.7 0.7 24.9 1.6 
DA/NA 5.7 3.3 3.4 16.7 
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Table 19 data allows us to estimate approximately 

A. Lukashenko's firm electorate. In September 18.4% 
of respondents completely shared his vies, which was 
277 people of 1510 respondents (trust 
A. Lukashenko – 268, don't trust – 3, DA – 6). But the 
total of the respondents trusting A. Lukashenko was 
706 people (46.7% of respondents). Therefore, not all 
"trusters" completely share his views. A simple calcu-
lation shows that the share of those who completely 
share his views is 40% from those who trust him and 
17.7% from the total number of respondents. The last 
percent means the sought capacity of 
A. Lukashenko’s firm electorate. 

All other trusters trust with certain conditions.  

 
Therefore if the conditions change for worse for 
A. Lukashenko, the share of his supporters will start 
to reduce. Let's note that at the peak of crisis of 2011 
the electoral rating of the head of state made up 
20.5%, otherwise, electoral "nucleus" dumped almost 
all its "shells". 

From a course of nuclear physics we can learn 
that a change of structure of nuclei requires funda-
mentally larger expenses of power in comparison with 
the expenses allowing changing of their electronic 
shell. Extending the analogy let’s note that the 
change of electoral "nucleus" of personalistic leaders 
of modern authoritative states requires economic cri- 

Table 20 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Various people make various evaluations of A. Lukashenko’s 

work on the post of the President of Belarus. Which one would you rather agree with?" depending on at-

titude towards oppositional parties, % 

 
Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Attitude towards  

oppositional parties 

Trust Don’t trust DA 

I completely share A. Lukashenko’s views 18.4 16.5 23.0 6.2 
I’m ready to support A. Lukashenko until he defends the  
independence of Belarus  

13.5 10.4 15.9 8.7 

I used to appreciate A. Lukashenko formerly, but lately he  
has disappointed me 

10.9 7.4 11.3 12.5 

Until now I didn’t appreciate A. Lukashenko much, but I hope 
that later on he will be good for Belarus 

4.6 4.3 5.2 3.1 

I support A. Lukashenko in the absence of worthy politicians 14.0 6.5 15.7 14.0 
I’m not an A. Lukashenko supporter 23.2 33.9 17.3 32.7 
I consider it important to support anyone but A. Lukashenko 9.7 18.7 6.4 13.1 
DA/NA 5.7 2.2 5.0 9.3 

Table 21 

Distribution of answers to the question: "In Ostrovetsky district of Grodno region a nuclear power plant 

is being built with the support from Russia. Some people regard it positively, others negatively. What do 

you think about it?" depending on gender, age, education and attitude towards A. Lukashenko, % 

 
Characteristic Positively Indifferently Negatively 

Gender: 
Male 39.4 21.6 34.5 
Female 29.6 23.4 40.2 
Age: 
18-29 33.2 25.5 36.7 
30-39 31.2 20.8 42.8 
40-49 35.3 20.8 37.8 
50-59 38.8 21.3 36.9 
60+ 32.2 23.6 35.7 
Education: 
Primary 25.8 27.8 40.2 
Incomplete secondary 31.2 26.1 29.3 
Secondary 35.5 24.5 36.2 
Vocational 34.0 22.1 39.3 
Higher 35.3 15.9 41.5 
Attitude towards A. Lukashenko: 
Trust 46.0 23.9 25.1 
Don’t trust 21.9 21.9 51.7 
 
* Table is read across 



IISEPS NEWS 

 

 12 

 
ses of other depth and other duration in comparison 
with the crisis of 2011. 

24.4% of respondents answered the question "Do 
you think that Belarusian opposition understands 
problems and concerns of people like you?" affirma-
tively, 56.6% – negatively and every fifth had difficul-
ties with the answer (19%). The share of affirmative 
answers thus exceeded the trust rating of opposition 
parties by 9.1%. 

Undoubtedly, the ability to understand problems 
and concerns of potential voters is an indispensable 
condition for receiving electoral support. This condi-
tion is necessary, but not sufficient. A politician has to 
inspire confidence in his capability to fulfill the obliga-
tions. But the world experience shows that in condi-
tions of the consolidated authoritarianism the fulfilling 
of the second condition is extremely complicated. 

 

Female face of Chernobyl fears 

 
On the 17

th
 of August in Ostrovets there was held 

a public Belarusian-Lithuanian discussion of the re-
port on Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of 
the Belarusian nuclear power plant under construc-
tion. The official point of view on the safety problem 
during the discussion was represented by the Deputy 
Minister of Energy of Belarus M. Mikhadyuk. We are 
not going to retell it, but, naturally, it was reduced to 
unconditional priority of safety and reliability of the fu-
ture nuclear station and commitment of Belarus to 
observance of IAEA norms and standards. 

As for the public opinion, after the Chernobyl dis-
aster it’s naturally impossible to expect from Belarus-
ians a unanimous support of construction of own nu-
clear power plant. In September 34% of Belarusians 
had a positive attitude towards the construction of the 
nuclear power plant, 37.6% had a negative attitude, 
22.6% felt indifferent and 5.8% had difficulties with 
answering the question. 

Table 21 allows to estimate the social and demo-
graphic structure of supporters and opponents of the 

 
construction of the nuclear power plant. 

There is nothing unexpected in the fact that the 
share of supporters among the respondents who trust 
A. Lukashenko is twice higher than among the re-
spondents who don’t trust the "father". The final deci-
sion on the beginning of construction was made per-
sonally by the head of state; he assumed the role of 
the chief lobbyist of the project as well. What comes 
as a surprise is the prevalence of men among sup-
porters of construction, the lack of respondents’ age 
influence on the attitude towards the construction and 
a rather low share of supporters among respondents 
with primary education. 

Among A. Lukashenko's supporters, as we know, 
dominate women, pensioners and people with a low 
education level. Why then these social groups speak 
against nuclear power plant construction more active-
ly? 

Let's look at the Table 22. Three from four re-
spondents consider that their personal health and the 
health of their relatives worsened after the Chernobyl 
disaster! The exclamation mark wasn’t put casually 
here since the respondents were asked about real in-
fluence of the Chernobyl disaster on their health, and 
not about its potential threat. Because of the reasons 
which don’t need any comments, women are much 
more preoccupied with health issues than men, 
therefore they have surpassed men in the choice of 
answer "I agree" by 4.8 points. 

The answers to the question: "27 years have 
passed since the disaster on the Chernobyl NPP, but 
its consequences will affect the life of Belarusians for 
a long time. What feelings do these consequences 
cause in you?" were shaped under the influence of 
gender specifics as well. From three offered versions 
of answer the option "I feel anxious" was chosen by 
28.8% of respondents (25.1% men, 31.9% women), 
"I feel concerned" – 46.4% (46.1% men, 46.7% 
women) and "I don’t care much about it" – 22.5% 
(26.2% men, 19.3% women). 
 

Table 22 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Some people think that their health and the health of their rela-

tives worsened after the Chernobyl disaster, others do not agree with that. And what do you think?" de-

pending on gender, % 

 
Variant of answer All respondents Males Females 

I agree 76.1 73.5 78.3 
I disagree 15.0 16.2 14.0 
DA/NA 8.9 10.3 7.5 

Table 23 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you satisfied with what Belarusian authorities do to elimi-

nate the consequences of the Chernobyl disaster?" depending on gender, % 

 
Variant of answer All respondents Males Females 

Completely satisfied 19.1 17.1 20.8 
Partially satisfied 41.9 37.5 45.5 
Not satisfied 30.9 35.1 27.4 
DA/NA 8.1 10.3 5.9 
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But as soon as we pass from the common level of 

the Chernobyl disaster perception to the political level 
the gender factor starts working in the opposite direc-
tion. Men are more skeptic in estimation of official ac-
tions in comparison with women, and there is nothing 
unexpected in it. This is a general rule for the authori-
tative power: it’s easier to satisfy women than men 
(table 23). 

With age the share of women in the gender struc-
ture of population increases. Among Belarusians with 
primary education (who are elderly people as a rule) 
women prevail absolutely. Therefore the surprises re-
vealed during the analysis of Table 21 shouldn’t be 
perceived as random deviations. They are quite logi-
cal since they result from a peculiar compromise be-
tween the tendency of women to support the authori-
tative power which claims responsibility for the solu-
tion of all problems in society, and fears, generated 
by this society. 
 

Geopolitical preferences: what has changed  

in 10 years? 
 

During the quarter that has elapsed since the last 
IISEPS survey, geopolitical preferences of 
Belarusians did not change significantly. 

However, a slight decrease in respondents’ 
disposition to integration with Russia should be noted. 
Nevertheless some quite noticeable changes 
occurred over a longer period of time (see Tables 24-
25). 

The change of the share of "Euro-Belarusians" 
during the quarter didn't exceed the non-sampling 
error. The share of "Belo-Russians" in the formulation 

 
of the question of Table 25 is record low for the whole 
time of observations, but at the same time it has not 
deviated very much from the figures of June poll. 

The answers to the question of a dichotomous 
choice between Russia and the EU show that some 
weakening of the pro-Russian intentions has 
nevertheless happened during the past quarter 
(Table 26). 

The share of those who opt for integration with 
Russia in the responses to this question also proved 
to be record low for the time of observations. The 
plausible hypothesis is that the attitude of Belarusians 
to Russia was influenced by the "potash scandal" and 
its presentation by the state media. The scandal 
happened just at the time of the survey. Although the 
Belarusian officialdom did not accused Russian 
authorities of Uralkali "crimes" directly, the 
atmosphere of the conflict, the speeches of some 
Russian officials in defense of Uralkali and its general 
director Vladimir Baumgertner, who was arrested in 
Minsk, somewhat lowered the degree of the desire to 
integrate with Russia. 

However, the question formulation matters as 
well. As it was shown above, the decrease was not 
significant when the question was formulated as in 
Table 25. Also in comparison with June 2012 the es-
timations of the practical integration form, within the 
framework of which Belarus and Russia cooperate 
since the beginning of 2012, practically didn't change 
(Table 27). 

The balance of estimations of the future Eurasian 
Union is approximately the same as well: the relative 
majority supports it, approximately the same amount 

Table 24 

Dynamics of answering the question: "If a referendum on the question whether Belarus should join the 

European Union was held today, what would be your choice?", % 
 
Variant of 

answer 

12'02 03'03 03'05 04'06 05'07 09'08 03'09 03'10 03'11 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

For 60.9 56.4 52.8 32.4 33.5 26.7 34.9 36.2 48.6 38.9 37.9 37.7 37.8 
Against 10.9 11.9 44.4 33.8 49.3 51.9 36.3 37.2 30.5 37.6 39.2 38.1 37.5 

Table 25 

Dynamics of answering the question: "If a referendum on the integration of Belarus and Russia was held 

today, what would be your choice?", % 
 
Variant of 

answer 

11'99 08'01 12'02 03'03 06'04 06'06 12'07 12'08 03'09 03'10 12'11 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

For 47.0 57.4 53.8 57.5 42.9 44.9 43.6 35.7 33.1 32.1 29.0 28.7 28.1 31.2 27.6 
Against 34.1 20.9 26.3 23.8 25.0 28.9 31.6 38.8 43.2 44.5 42.9 47.5 51.4 46.5 46.9 

Table 26 

Dynamics of answering the question: "If you had to choose between integration with Russia and joining 

the European Union, what choice would you make?", % 
 
Variant of answer 06'06 12'07 12'08 12'09 12'10 12'11 12'12 03'13 06'13 09'13 

Integration with the RF 56.5 47.5 46.0 42.3 38.1 41.4 37.7 37.2 40.8 35.6 
Joining the EU 29.3 33.3 30.1 42.1 38.0 39.1 43.4 42.1 41.0 42.4 
DA/NA 14.2 19.2 23.9 15.6 23.9 19.5 18.9 20.7 18.2 22.0 
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of respondents are indifferent to the new integration 
association (Table 28). 

 
However on a wider time interval changes are no-

ticeable nevertheless. Table 26 question by default 
represents a choice between the Russian Federation 
and the EU as two mutually exclusive alternatives. 
Some time ago the IISEPS polls asked a question 
about geopolitical choice, which had a variant of an-
swer explicitly mentioning integration both with the 
East and with the West. In September, 2013 this 
question was repeated (Table 29). 

The dynamics is quite revealing. In the second 
half of the noughties two trends were apparent: the 
decrease of the share of adherents of "bilateral" 
integration and the increase of the share of 
opponents of integration both with the Russian 
Federation and with the EU. At the same time there 
was a gradual decline of the share of supporters of 
integration with Russia only. Reiteration of the 
question 5 years later showed that all three trends 
(and respectively an increase of the share of "Euro-
Belarusians") clearly went upwards. 

IISEPS polls in the beginning of noghties showed 
the famous paradoxical attitude of Belarusians to 

Russia – the supporters of integration with the 
Russian  Federation  evaluated the Russian standard 

 
of living compared with the Belarusian one not higher 
than the "Euro-Belarusians" but at the same or even 
at the lower rate (see Table 9 in Yu. Drakakhrust 
"Where does Belarus end?", "Neprikosnovenniy 
Zapas" 2006, № 3 (47) 
http://magazines.russ.ru/nz/2006/47/dr13.html and 
Tables 2 and 3 in Yu. Drakakhrust "From Russia with 
love. Paradoxes Belarusian Westernism", "Belarusian 
News", April 18, 2004 
http://news.tut.by/politics/38153.html). This in 
particular leads to a conclusion about the importance 
of ideological and cultural components in the 
motivation of the choice in favor of Russia: this 
choice is not so much in favor of the rich, but in favor 
of the neighborhood. 

10 years later the paradox is gone, rationalization 
of the geopolitical choice is evident (Table 30). 

The nature of connection has become more 
logical: the adherents of integration with Russia are 
inclined to highly appreciate the Russian standard of 
living and democracy in comparison with the 
Belarusian one (thus the desire for integration can be  

Table 27 

Dynamics of answering the question: "Since the 1
st

 of January, 2012 Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia 

are united in the Common Free Market Zone. What are the consequences of entering this intergovern-

mental structure for Belarus according to you?", % 
 
Variant of answer 06'12 09'13 

Only positive 14.2 15.5 
More positive than negative 32.2 29.9 
More negative than positive 13.9 12.3 
Only negative 4.1 4.3 
No consequences 24.6 25.4 
DA/NA 11.0 12.6 

Table 28 

Distribution of answers to the question: "It is expected that in 2015 an Eurasian Union of Belarus, Ka-

zakhstan, Russia and possibly other countries will be created. It will have a common market of goods, 

services, labor force and stocks. Some people take it positively considering it will intensify the integra-

tion raise people’s standards of life. Others take it negatively considering it will lead to slackening of in-

dependence and lower people’s standards of life. How do you take it?" 
 
Variant of answer % 

Positively 37.6 
Indifferently 37.4 
Negatively 13.8 
DA/NA 11.2 

Table 29 

Dynamics of answering the question: "If a referendum on choosing the path of development for Belarus 

was held today, how would you vote?", % 
 
Variant of answer 09'03 03'04 06'04 11'04 03'05 09'05 12'05 06'06 01'07 05'07 09'13 

For integration with 
Russia 

37.9 30.0 32.0 31.2 31.5 38.1 37.6 36.5 27.3 26.9 21.6 

For joining the EU 23.4 25.1 25.3 20.8 18.9 17.4 16.0 19.5 21.0 22.7 31.2 
For both 23.2 17.6 21.2 18.9 23.4 20.2 16.1 7.0 16.4 13.7 9.0 
Against both 6.5 13.4 12.0 17.3 16.7 18.4 18.0 29.4 25.4 28.8 30.9 
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explained by the desire to join this higher level); the 
supporters of Belarus joining the EU tend to evaluate 
the Russian and Belarusian manner of life equally 
(probably equally bad). Cultural proximity to the 
Russians and to Russia has not disappeared, but it 
affects the geopolitical choice less, paradoxical 
inversion is no longer present. 

 
The variant of answer "integration with the 

Russian Federation", which is used in the IISEPS 
polls for many years allows various interpretations. 
Apparently, respondents also understand it 
differently. However, there is a formulation that does 
not allow different interpretations – Belarus becoming 
a part of Russia.  It  is worth reminding that 11 years 

Table 30 

Connection between geopolitical choice and wellbeing evaluation in the RF and the RB, % 
 
Variant of 

answer 
Voting on a referendum on the future of Belarus "If you had to choose between integration 

with Russia and joining the European Union, 

what choice would you make?" 

For integration 

with the RF 

For joining 

the EU 

For both Against 

both 

Integration 

with the RF 

Joining the 

EU 

DA/NA 

How do you think, where do people live better today: in Belarus or in Russia? 
In Belarus 27.0 29.9 33.1 33.8 30.1 30.6 27.8 
In Russia 49.7 21.4 38.2 20.6 40.7 25.0 19.6 
Equally 19.9 38.6 23.5 37.0 25.5 36.0 37.2 
How do you think, did Belarus or Russia achieve a better progress in building of a democratic state and a civil 
society? 
Belarus 21.1 19.7 17.6 23.8 23.8 20.5 13.6 
Russia 49.2 27.6 38.2 24.8 40.2 29.9 26.0 
Equally 22.3 32.7 28.7 36.2 28.3 31.9 34.1 

Table 31 

Dynamics of answering the question: "According to you, during the following ten years Belarus will:", % 
 
Variant of answer 03'03 12'05 06'06 09'13 

Join Russia 33.4 21.7 20.6 18.0 
Remain an independent state, but its dependency on Russia will grow 34.9 

47.1* 
35.8 37.9 

Remain an independent state and its independence from Russia will grow  9.6 24.6 25.1 
DA/NA 22.1 31.2 19.0 19.0 
 
* In this poll there were only variants "Join Russia" and "Remain an independent state" 

Table 32 

Dynamics of answering the question: "If Belarus joins Russia, will it have a positive or a negative effect 

on Belarusians?", % 
 
Variant of answer 03'03 09'13 

A positive effect 45.5 23.5 
A negative effect 30.1 44.1 
No effect 13.5 21.9 
DA/NA 10.9 10.5 

Table 33 

Dynamics of answering the question: "Would you like to move to another country provided you’d have 

such a possibility?", % 
 
Variant of answer 10'01 06'06 03'11 09'13 

To Germany 18.5 11.4 16.0 11.2 
To the USA 6.1 7.2 10.3 9.3 
To Poland 5.8 5.0 5.9 6.4 
To Russia 3.6 4.3 4.9 3.8 
To the Baltic States 1.8 2.9 2.5 2.9 
To another country 6.3 2.7 5.8 6.2 
Total 42.1 33.5 45.4 39.8 
I don’t want to move anywhere 52.0 27.6 50.6 52.3 
DA/NA 5.9 8.9 3.9 7.9 
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ago, in August 2002, Russian President Vladimir 
Putin suggested this.  

How Belarusians estimated the probability of such 
a scenario then and now? Table 31 shows it. 

In March 2003, every third respondent considered 
it highly probable that today, in 2013, Belarus will be a 
part of Russia. Perhaps such a high share of this 
response is due precisely to the fact that at the time 
of the poll public opinion has not forgotten Putin's 
proposal of 2002. This share decreased considerably 
(by a factor of three) by 2005 and remained 
approximately at the same level. In other words, the 
radical joining option is considered only by few 
people. There is a noteworthy twofold increase 
compared with 2003 of number of those who believe 
that the independence of Belarus over the years will 
increase. Indirectly, it testifies the accustoming of the 
population to independence. Table 32 shows that its 
value increases as well. 

 
Certainly, in comparison with an ideal, independ-

ence in the public consciousness remains quite un-
steady; only about a half of respondents in 2013, 22 
years after the country gained its independence, es-
timate negatively the outlook of the loss of this inde-
pendence. At the same time the dynamics is evident 
– a share of those, who evaluate this possible loss 
positively, decreased by half in 10 years. 

 

Wanderlust 

 
The latest IISEPS survey showed that emigration 

intentions of the population declined slightly in com-
parison with the 2011 crisis. The share of those who 
think of departure from Belarus for permanent resi-
dence decreased by five percentage points, and this 
change happened mainly due to the German direc-
tion (Table 33). 

Table 34 

Connection between answers to the question: "Would you like to move to another country provided 

you’d have such a possibility?" and socio-demographic characteristics and preferences*, % 
 
Characteristics Would like to emigrate Wouldn’t like to move anywhere 

Age: 
18-29 65.2 28.9 
30-59 42.4 47.6 
60+ 17.6 79.3 
Gender: 
Male 44.6 45.9 
Female 35.8 57.6 
Education: 
Primary 19.8 79.2 
Incomplete secondary 22.9 70.7 
Secondary general 43.8 48.5 
Secondary vocational 44.3 47.9 
Higher 41.5 47.1 
Are you involved with public activities? 
Yes 58.8 36.2 
No 35.6 55.8 
How do you think, the state of things in our country is developing in a right or in a wrong direction? 
In a right direction 29.3 65.8 
In a wrong direction 50.3 41.8 
Do you trust the President? 
Yes 30.3 64.3 
No 53.0 39.8 
"People arrange their lives differently, they adapt themselves to the circumstances to a different extent. Which of 
the following statements describes your attitude to the current life in the most accurate way?" 
I cannot adapt to the current life 45.7 48.3 
I got used to the urge to abandon the habitual way 
of life, to live cutting down my big and small needs 

35.8 56.8 

I have to “dodge”, to take up any opportunity to earn 
some money, if only I want to provide a tolerable 
level of life for my family and myself 

47.1 41.4 

I managed to use new possibilities to achieve more 
in life 

45.6 45.6 

I live the same way as before, nothing really 
changed for me in the last years 

34.8 59.8 

 
* The table is read across 
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It is worth noticing that data from a survey con-

ducted by the agency SATIO with the Belarusian In-
stitute for Strategic Studies 
(http://www.belinstitute.eu/ru/node/777) showed a 
much lower emigration potential – according to a poll 
carried out in late 2012 and early 2013, the share of 
those who were ready to emigrate was 15.1%. Ap-
parently, the reason lays in the difference of ques-
tion’s formulation: the question in the SATIO survey 
measured certain, real intentions, while the IISEPS 
survey measured the mood, a possible life option 
which respondents do not exclude for themselves. 
The data from Table 33 which reflect those who think 
about leaving from time to time show rather a re-
spondent’s evaluation of their position in Belarus than 
a rate of practical emigration plans. 

This point of view reveals which categories of 
people are more sensitive to this indicator (Table 34). 

Many correlations are quite expected: it’s the 
youth that thinks of emigration more than others, men 
are more prone to such thoughts than women, more 
educated people are also more inclined to emigration 
than people with a low education level (though it 
should be noted that higher education doesn't in-
crease immigration sentiment in comparison with the 
average). Naturally enough there is a connection to 
political preferences and assessment of the country’s 
course– negative attitude to the head of state and to 
the country’s course promotes immigration sentiment. 

Like a bitter paradox (but only for people who are 
not informed on the features of the situation in Bela-
rus) looks the connection to the public activity: emi-
gration is more frequently considered not by passive 
people, not by those whose relations with Belarusian 
society  weakened,  but  on the contrary by those who 

 
are socially engaged and try to change something. 

Connection to the self-assessment of the situation 
is not evident as well: emigration is considered equal-
ly often (more often than in average) by the losers 
(those who cannot adapt to the current situation) and 
by the winners (those who managed to achieve 
something). And those who have simply adapted to 
life situation or for whom nothing have changed con-
sider emigration to a much smaller extent. 

It was noted above that answers to the Table 33 
question reflect rather a possible wish, than a real in-
tention. At the same time the answers to the Table 35 
question about labor migration of relatives concern a 
much more certain situation.  

The data in Table 35 should not be interpreted to 
the effect that every fourth adult citizen of Belarus 
works abroad. The share of labor migration should be 
contributed not to the population but to the families. 
According to the census of 2009 there were 3.8 mil-
lion households in Belarus. A quarter of them (about 
a million people) are working abroad, which is theo-
retically consistent with other estimations of the num-
ber of labor migrants. 

The following Table 36 describes the directions of 
this labor migration. 

The lion's share of labor migrants work in Russia. 
It is interesting to note that this country attracts rather 
few people as a country of permanent residence (see 
Table 33). 

Russia together with three neighboring countries 
drains 80% of the labor migration stream. Hence the 
wanderlust is not typical for Belarusians – for various 
reasons they don’t get too far even when they are 
leaving their homeland for the sake of earnings. 

Table 35 

Distribution of answers to the question: "Does any of the members of your family work overboard at 

present?" 
 
Variant of answer % 

Yes 25.8 
No 72.3 
DA 1.9 

Table 36 

Distribution of answers to the question: "If at present any of the members of your family works over-

board, then in what country does he or she do it?" 
 
Variant of answer % 

In Russia 14.4 
In Poland 2.8 
In Ukraine  2.0 
In Lithuania 1.3 
In the USA 0.9 
In Kazakhstan 0.5 
In the UK 0.4 
In Germany 0.3 
In Israel 0.3 
In Canada 0.3 
16 countries more (each less than 0.3%) 2.3 



IISEPS NEWS 

 

 18 

 
 

Some results of the opinion poll conducted in September, 2013 (%) 
 
 

1. "Which one of the following statements do you consider the most appropriate to the current situa-

tion?" 
 
Table 1.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Everything’s not so bad, it’s possible to 
live 

27.3 36.0 26.2 22.8 26.8 23.3 23.6 35.0 

It’s difficult to live, but still possible to put 
up with it 

51.3 52.0 48.3 55.7 49.8 49.1 54.0 51.4 

It’s impossible to put up with our misery 
anymore 

18.5 10.0 20.1 18.8 21.6 24.0 19.4 11.3 

DA/NA 2.9 2.0 5.4 2.7 1.8 3.6 3.0 2.3 

 

Table 1.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including in-

complete higher) 

Everything’s not so bad, it’s possible 
to live 

53.1 35.0 24.3 25.5 22.8 

It’s difficult to live, but it’s possible to 
put up with it 

43.8 51.0 50.2 50.1 57.8 

It’s impossible to put up with our  
misery anymore 

3.1 10.2 22.3 21.7 16.6 

DA/NA 0 3.8 3.2 2.7 2.8 

 

Table 1.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Everything’s not so bad, it’s  
possible to live 

23.7 24.4 35.8 35.1 15.4 

It’s difficult to live, but it’s possible 
to put up with it 

56.3 50.4 44.2 50.4 47.4 

It’s impossible to put up with our 
misery anymore 

17.4 21.8 17.9 12.5 32.1 

DA/NA 2.6 3.4 2.1 2.0 5.1 

 

Table 1.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Everything’s not so bad, 
it’s possible to live 

20.4 19.9 18.4 31.0 21.0 38.4 46.3 

It’s difficult to live, but it’s 
possible to put up with it 

53.4 58.8 61.3 46.2 51.5 41.2 42.3 

It’s impossible to put up 
with our misery anymore 

25.5 19.9 17.1 18.7 18.0 17.5 11.0 

DA/NA 0.7 1.4 3.2 4.1 9.5 2.9 0.4 

 

Table 1.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Region centers Cities Towns Villages 

Everything’s not so bad, it’s possible to live 20.4 36.6 24.1 32.6 24.5 

It’s difficult to live, but it’s possible to put up with it 53.4 47.9 55.7 48.4 50.6 

It’s impossible to put up with our misery anymore 25.5 13.8 16.3 15.9 20.2 

DA/NA 0.7 1.7 3.9 3.1 4.7 
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2. "Do you follow the rouble/dollar exchange rate? If yes, then how often do you check the exchange 

rate?" 
 

Table 2.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Several times a week 17.2 14.0 16.7 26.8 24.1 19.8 14.1 8.4 

About once a week 25.1 16.0 34.7 29.5 33.7 28.3 23.7 12.1 

About once a fortnight or less often 20.2 22.0 18.0 20.8 21.5 24.0 22.9 14.7 

Don’t follow 37.3 48.0 30.7 22.8 20.4 27.6 39.3 64.3 

NA 0.2 0 0 0 0.4 0.4 0 0.6 

 

Table 2.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Several times a week 5.2 5.7 15.2 17.4 30.8 

About once a week 12.5 8.2 25.5 29.4 31.5 

About once a fortnight or less often 14.6 18.2 18.3 23.4 22.1 

Don’t follow 67.7 66.7 41.0 29.6 16.3 

NA 0 1.3 0 0.2 0.3 

 

Table 2.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Several times a week 29.3 16.8 15.6 6.9 13.0 

About once a week 32.2 29.6 20.8 13.7 18.2 

About once a fortnight or less of-
ten 

21.2 23.4 17.7 14.8 24.7 

Don’t follow 17.3 29.8 45.8 64.1 44.2 

NA 0 0.4 0 0.5 0 

 

Table 2.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Several times a week 9.2 14.2 19.4 27.1 14.1 18.2 22.9 

About once a week 25.3 22.6 37.3 17.6 31.2 17.6 21.6 

About once a fortnight or 
less often 

23.9 18.1 9.7 16.5 25.1 19.3 27.3 

Don’t follow 41.6 45.1 33.6 38.8 28.6 44.3 27.8 

NA 0 0 0 0 1.0 0.6 0.4 

 

Table 2.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Several times a week 9.2 24.4 23.4 18.1 12.7 

About once a week 25.3 32.6 27.3 23.2 18.7 

About once a fortnight or less often 23.9 22.3 15.6 17.0 21.5 

Don’t follow 41.6 20.3 33.3 41.7 46.6 

NA 0 0.3 0.4 0 0.5 

 
 

3. "Do you fear a new devaluation of Belarusian ruble within the next few months?" 
 

Table 3.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

It’s a real threat 32.3 28.0 31.3 42.3 39.8 40.5 29.8 18.5 

It’s possible, but unlikely 39.7 26.0 40.7 42.3 45.7 38.4 42.4 34.4 

It won’t happen 20.5 28.0 21.3 9.4 11.2 15.5 22.9 33.5 

DA/NA 7.5 18.0 6.7 6.0 3.3 5.6 5.0 13.6 
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Table 3.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

It’s a real threat 14.4 12.7 31.1 37.9 43.1 

It’s possible, but unlikely 29.9 40.8 39.4 41.2 41.0 

It won’t happen 44.3 31.2 22.2 16.2 10.0 

DA/NA 11.4 15.3 7.3 4.7 5.9 

 

Table 3.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

It’s a real threat 48.8 31.6 24.0 19.3 33.8 

It’s possible, but unlikely 38.1 45.6 35.4 36.0 28.8 

It won’t happen 10.8 16.7 30.2 32.0 26.0 

DA/NA 2.3 6.1 10.4 12.7 11.4 

 

Table 3.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

It’s a real threat 36.2 27.4 40.7 40.9 22.2 28.2 30.4 

It’s possible, but unlikely 38.6 45.1 32.9 28.7 35.4 41.8 52.9 

It won’t happen 21.5 24.3 18.1 22.2 28.8 16.4 12.3 

DA/NA 3.7 3.1 8.3 8.2 13.6 13.6 4.4 

 

Table 3.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

It’s a real threat 36.2 39.4 34.4 25.6 27.2 

It’s possible, but unlikely 38.6 39.4 40.4 44.2 37.3 

It won’t happen 21.5 12.3 19.5 23.6 24.6 

DA/NA 3.7 8.9 5.7 6.6 10.9 

 
 

4. "Do you consider it admissible if foreigners possess lands in Belarus?" 
 

Table 4.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes 36.3 60.0 24.3 45.6 38.7 40.3 31.9 18.8 

No 57.0 40.0 45.1 45.0 52.8 52.3 62.7 74.6 

DA/NA 6.7 0 0.6 9.4 8.5 7.4 5.4 6.6 

 

Table 4.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes 28.1 19.0 41.2 34.0 42.2 

No 64.6 72.8 53.1 58.6 50.9 

DA/NA 7.3 8.2 5.7 7.4 6.9 

 

Table 4.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes 45.7 37.2 53.1 19.6 46.8 

No 48.3 55.0 43.8 74.3 41.6 

DA/NA 6.0 7.8 3.1 6.1 11.7 
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Table 4.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes 36.9 33.3 36.6 57.3 18.1 40.1 35.0 

No 58.7 63.1 56.0 39.8 65.3 51.4 60.2 

DA/NA 4.4 3.6 7.4 2.9 16.6 8.5 4.8 

 

Table 4.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes 36.9 32.0 37.6 42.5 33.9 

No 58.7 59.8 55.3 51.7 58.3 

DA/NA 4.4 8.2 7.1 5.8 7.8 

 
 

5. "Do you consider revolutionary changes in internal and external politics of Belarus possible in the 

next five years?" 
 

Table 5.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Quite possible 25.5 23.6 30.7 26.8 24.5 22.6 19.8 30.3 

Unlikely 56.1 52.9 56.7 60.4 59.5 60.4 60.5 45.4 

Impossible 13.8 17.6 10.6 8.7 13.8 13.4 14.4 17.1 

DA/NA 4.6 5.9 2.0 4.1 2.2 3.6 5.3 7.2 

 

Table 5.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Quite possible 39.8 31.8 23.0 21.9 27.0 

Unlikely 30.6 43.3 58.1 59.8 62.6 

Impossible 23.5 16.6 14.3 14.0 8.0 

DA/NA 6.1 8.3 4.6 4.3 2.4 

 

Table 5.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Quite possible 17.6 25.7 29.5 32.3 23.7 

Unlikely 68.2 58.2 55.8 43.8 44.7 

Impossible 13.2 11.3 11.6 16.8 23.7 

DA/NA 1.0 4.8 3.1 7.1 7.9 

 

Table 5.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Quite possible 10.6 22.6 25.5 42.1 17.0 15.9 50.2 

Unlikely 70.2 57.1 64.4 39.2 51.1 64.8 39.6 

Impossible 16.1 17.7 6.9 17.0 21.0 11.9 6.2 

DA/NA 3.1 2.6 3.2 1.7 10.9 7.4 4.0 

 

Table 5.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Quite possible 10.6 26.8 27.0 31.7 30.6 

Unlikely 70.2 55.7 55.9 56.0 46.2 

Impossible 16.1 10.3 14.6 8.5 17.9 

DA/NA 3.1 7.2 2.5 3.8 5.3 
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6. "And would you like those changes to happen?" 
 

Table 6.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes 50.3 48.0 62.7 62.4 58.7 55.1 42.2 35.3 

No 20.2 12.0 6.7 10.7 15.6 19.4 26.2 31.2 

I don’t care 21.1 38.0 20.6 18.1 16.8 17.0 21.7 26.6 

DA/NA 8.4 2.0 10.0 8.8 8.9 8.5 9.9 6.9 
 

Table 6.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes 38.1 31.6 50.5 49.8 64.7 

No 33.0 26.6 20.7 18.1 14.5 

I don’t care 25.8 34.8 20.0 23.3 11.1 

DA/NA 3.1 7.0 8.8 8.8 9.7 
 

Table 6.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes 65.1 48.1 62.5 35.1 54.5 

No 12.6 21.3 12.5 30.0 9.1 

I don’t care 15.2 21.0 20.8 27.0 22.1 

DA/NA 7.1 9.6 4.2 7.9 14.3 
 

Table 6.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and its 

region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes 46.1 55.8 56.2 50.0 51.8 30.5 59.0 

No 18.4 12.8 25.3 32.9 13.6 22.6 19.4 

I don’t care 30.4 24.3 13.4 11.2 20.6 24.3 18.5 

DA/NA 5.1 7.1 5.1 5.9 14.0 22.6 3.1 
 

Table 6.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes 46.1 51.5 50.2 60.1 46.0 

No 18.4 19.9 24.2 16.7 21.2 

I don’t care 30.4 15.8 18.5 19.4 21.2 

DA/NA 5.1 12.8 7.1 3.8 11.6 
 
 

7. "Various people make various evaluations of A. Lukashenko’s work on the post of the President of 

Belarus. Which one would you rather agree with?" 
 

Table 7.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

I completely share A. Lukashenko’s views 18.4 9.8 8.1 10.1 8.1 11.7 18.8 40.6 

I’m ready to support A. Lukashenko until 
he defends the independence of Belarus  

13.5 9.8 12.1 8.1 13.7 13.1 14.2 16.7 

I used to appreciate A. Lukashenko for-
merly, but lately he has disappointed me 

10.9 3.9 8.1 5.4 11.9 11.3 16.1 10.1 

Until now I didn’t appreciate 
A. Lukashenko much, but I hope that later 
on he will be good for Belarus 

4.6 3.9 3.4 6.0 3.0. 6.0 7.7 2.3 

I support A. Lukashenko in the absence of 
worthy politicians 

14.0 7.8 13.4 15.4 14.8 15.2 13.4 13.5 

I’m not an A. Lukashenko supporter 23.2 39.2 35.6 32.2 27.8 25.8 18.4 9.8 

I consider it important to support anyone 
but A. Lukashenko 

9.7 7.8 12.8 16.8 15.2 11.0 6.5 2.7 

DA/NA 5.7 17.6 6.2 6.4 5.4 6.2 5.3 4.1 
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Table 7.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including in-

complete higher) 

I completely share A. Lukashenko’s 
views 

59.8 31.0 15.5 13.6 10.0 

I’m ready to support A. Lukashenko 
until he defends the independence 
of Belarus  

14.4 19.6 9.9 15.0 14.1 

I used to appreciate A. Lukashenko 
formerly, but lately he has disap-
pointed me 

4.1 10.8 12.8 11.7 8.3 

Until now I didn’t appreciate 
A. Lukashenko a lot, but I hope that 
later on he will be good for Belarus 

0 3.8 5.3 5.5 4.1 

I support A. Lukashenko in the ab-
sence of worthy politicians 

11.3 16.5 15.0 12.6 14.1 

I’m not an A. Lukashenko supporter 5.2 8.9 24.1 25.0 32.8 
I consider it important to support 
anyone but A. Lukashenko 

0 3.2 11.9 10.2 11.4 

DA/NA 5.2 6.2 5.5 6.4 5.2 

 

Table 7.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

I completely share 
A. Lukashenko’s views 

6.6 13.7 10.5 40.2 10.4 

I’m ready to support 
A. Lukashenko until he defends 
the independence of Belarus  

9.7 14.9 14.7 15.8 7.8 

I used to appreciate 
A. Lukashenko formerly, but lately 
he has disappointed me 

8.1 13.3 6.3 9.9 15.6 

Until now I didn’t appreciate 
A. Lukashenko a lot, but I hope 
that later on he will be good for 
Belarus 

5.5 4.8 4.2 3.3 5.2 

I support A. Lukashenko in the 
absence of worthy politicians 

13.1 15.4 8.4 13.7 16.9 

I’m not an A. Lukashenko sup-
porter 

36.0 21.1 37.9 10.4 22.1 

I consider it important to support 
anyone but A. Lukashenko 

16.8 9.8 8.4 2.8 11.7 

DA/NA 4.2 7.0 9.6 3.9 10.3 

 

Table 7.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

I completely share 
A. Lukashenko’s views 

16.0 17.3 19.4 22.2 5.5 21.8 27.9 

I’m ready to support 
A. Lukashenko until he defends 
the independence of Belarus  

6.8 8.8 14.7 25.1 11.5 11.7 20.4 

I used to appreciate 
A. Lukashenko formerly, but 
lately he has disappointed me 

6.8 11.5 12.9 18.1 8.5 10.1 10.6 

Until now I didn’t appreciate 
A. Lukashenko a lot, but I hope 
that later on he will be good for 
Belarus 

1.7 4.9 6.0 4.7 4.5 5.0 6.2 

I support A. Lukashenko in the 
absence of worthy politicians 

12.6 11.9 13.4 10.5 22.0 16.8 11.9 

I’m not an A. Lukashenko sup-
porter 

40.8 23.9 16.1 12.3 23.0 18.4 18.1 

I consider it important to support 
anyone but A. Lukashenko 

13.9 19.9 15.7 2.9 5.0 3.9 1.8 

DA/NA 1.4 1.9 1.8 4.1 20.0 12.3 3.1 
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Table 7.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

I completely share A. Lukashenko’s views 16.0 12.7 17.1 20.5 24.2 

I’m ready to support A. Lukashenko until he de-
fends the independence of Belarus  

6.8 14.6 16.7 18.5 12.5 

I used to appreciate A. Lukashenko formerly, but 
lately he has disappointed me 

6.8 15.8 8.9 11.2 11.4 

Until now I didn’t appreciate A. Lukashenko a lot, 
but I hope that later on he will be good for Belarus 

1.7 5.1 4.6 6.2 5.2 

I support A. Lukashenko in the absence of worthy 
politicians 

12.6 19.2 17.1 8.5 12.5 

I’m not an A. Lukashenko supporter 40.8 20.2 23.5 13.1 18.4 

I consider it important to support anyone but 
A. Lukashenko 

13.9 5.8 5.3 14.7 9.4 

DA/NA 1.4 7.6 6.8 7.3 6.5 

 
 
8. "Do you think that Belarusian opposition understands problems and concerns of people like you?" 

 
Table 8.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes 24.4 21.6 26.8 27.5 25.3 29.4 26.2 16.4 

No 56.6 58.8 48.3 54.4 50.6 50.4 55.9 71.2 

DA/NA 19.0 19.6 24.9 18.1 24.1 20.2 17.9 12.4 

 
Table 8.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes 20.6 10.8 25.4 26.2 28.7 

No 73.2 68.8 59.6 50.5 48.1 

DA/NA 6.2 20.4 15.0 23.3 23.2 

 
Table 8.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes 33.9 21.5 30.2 17.8 26.0 

No 50.9 52.5 50.0 71.1 49.3 

DA/NA 15.2 26.0 19.8 11.1 24.7 

 
Table 8.4. Depending on place of residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes 22.5 20.4 23.5 22.2 13.5 29.4 39.5 

No 60.1 62.4 56.2 63.7 59.0 48.0 45.6 

DA/NA 17.4 17.3 20.3 14.0 27.5 22.6 14.9 

 
Table 8.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes 22.5 19.3 18.4 33.3 28.2 

No 60.1 53.8 67.7 50.0 52.3 

DA/NA 17.4 26.9 13.8 16.7 19.5 
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9. "According to you to what extent the "western" (i.e. West-European, American) social order suits to 

Belarus?" 
 

Table 9.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  
respondents 

Age, years old 
18-19 20-24 25-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ 

It’s a universal social order model and it suits 
Belarusian conditions completely 

10.3 17.6 15.3 14.1 7.8 9.9 9.9 7.8 

Only social order model which can be 
adapted to Belarusian conditions is suitable 

38.3 37.3 42.0 38.9 42.0 39.9 39.9 30.9 

It’s not quite suitable for Belarusian condi-
tions and unlikely to take on in Belarus 

21.1 19.6 16.7 22.1 24.2 24.2 20.5 17.9 

This model is completely unsuitable for Bela-
rusian conditions and it contradicts Belarus-
ian way of life 

16.4 15.7 14.7 13.4 14.1 12.4 15.2 24.3 

DA/NA 13.9 9.8 11.3 11.5 11.9 13.5 14.4 19.1 
 

Table 9.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 
Primary Incomplete 

secondary 
Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 
It’s a universal social order model and it 
suits Belarusian conditions completely 

3.1 7.6 11.4 10.7 11.8 

Only social order model which can be 
adapted to Belarusian conditions is suit-
able 

37.1 29.9 36.1 39.7 45.1 

It’s not quite suitable for Belarusian con-
ditions and unlikely to take on in Belarus 

16.5 16.6 21.8 21.9 22.6 

This model is completely unsuitable for 
Belarusian conditions and it contradicts 
Belarusian way of life 

15.5 26.1 18.3 14.3 10.8 

DA/NA 27.8 19.8 12.4 13.4 9.7 
 

Table 9.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 
Private sector 

employees 
Public sector 

employees 
Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 
It’s a universal social order model and 
it suits Belarusian conditions com-
pletely 

11.8 9.6 15.5 8.4 10.5 

Only social order model which can be 
adapted to Belarusian conditions is 
suitable 

43.3 39.4 39.2 33.0 31.6 

It’s not quite suitable for Belarusian 
conditions and unlikely to take on in 
Belarus 

22.8 22.2 22.7 17.0 22.4 

This model is completely unsuitable 
for Belarusian conditions and it con-
tradicts Belarusian way of life 

12.9 14.8 12.4 23.1 15.8 

DA/NA 9.2 14.0 10.2 18.5 19.7 
 

Table 9.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 
Minsk Minsk 

region 
Brest and 
its region 

Grodno and 
its region 

Vitebsk and 
its region 

Mogilev and 
its region 

Gomel and 
its region 

It’s a universal social order 
model and it suits Belarusian 
conditions completely 

8.9 7.4 5.6 10.0 7.5 18.6 15.4 

Only social order model which 
can be adapted to Belarusian 
conditions is suitable 

42.1 40.3 35.2 38.8 28.5 21.5 55.7 

It’s not quite suitable for Bela-
rusian conditions and unlikely to 
take on in Belarus 

26.0 20.4 19.0 25.9 16.0 27.1 13.2 

This model is completely un-
suitable for Belarusian condi-
tions and it contradicts Belarus-
ian way of life 

14.0 12.4 21.8 18.2 24.5 21.5 5.7 

DA/NA 9.0 19.5 18.4 7.1 23.5 11.3 10.0 
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Table 9.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of Settlement 
Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

It’s a universal social order model and it suits Belarus-
ian conditions completely 

8.9 11.0 13.5 3.9 12.7 

Only social order model which can be adapted to Bela-
rusian conditions is suitable 

42.1 33.0 33.8 41.3 40.9 

It’s not quite suitable for Belarusian conditions and un-
likely to take on in Belarus 

26.0 25.8 20.9 20.1 14.5 

This model is completely unsuitable for Belarusian 
conditions and it contradicts Belarusian way of life 

14.4 17.5 20.9 18.5 12.2 

DA/NA 8.6 11.7 10.9 16.2 19.7 
 
 

10. "Are there situations in the life of a country when people need a strong and authoritative leader, a 

"powerful hand"?" 
 

Table 10.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  
respondents 

Age, years old 
18-19 20-24 25-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ 

Our people always need a "powerful hand" 26.1 22.4 20.0 22.3 21.6 20.6 27.8 37.6 
There are such situations (for example, like 
now) when it’s necessary to engross the ab-
solute power in a single pair of hands 

28.3 26.5 25.3 22.3 27.9 27.0 32.2 30.3 

It’s absolutely inadmissible if  all the power is 
given into the hands of one person 

38.4 40.8 48.0 50.0 45.7 44.3 32.3 23.1 

DA/NA 7.2 10.4 6.7 5.4 4.8 8.1 7.7 9.0 
 

Table 10.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 
Primary Incomplete 

secondary 
Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 
Our people always need a "powerful hand" 44.8 31.8 24.9 23.8 22.2 
There are such situations (for example, like 
now) when it’s necessary to engross the 
absolute power in a single pair of hands 

36.5 27.4 28.9 28.6 28.6 

It’s absolutely inadmissible if  all the power 
is given into the hands of one person 

13.5 24.9 39.6 41.6 46.9 

DA/NA 5.2 15.9 6.6 6.0 2.3 
 

Table 10.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 
Private sector 

employees 
Public sector 

employees 
Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Our people always need a "powerful hand" 19.7 24.2 22.1 37.7 18.4 
There are such situations (for example, like 
now) when it’s necessary to engross the 
absolute power in a single pair of hands 

25.0 28.2 30.5 30.8 28.9 

It’s absolutely inadmissible if  all the power 
is given into the hands of one person 

51.3 39.4 40.0 22.5 46.1 

DA/NA 4.0 8.2 7.4 9.0 6.6 
 

Table 10.4. Depending on place of residence 

Variant of answer Region 
Minsk Minsk 

region 
Brest and 
its region 

Grodno and 
its region 

Vitebsk and 
its region 

Mogilev and 
its region 

Gomel and 
its region 

Our people always need a 
"powerful hand" 

20.8 25.6 30.6 26.5 10.6 21.0 46.5 

There are such situations 
(for example, like now) when 
it’s necessary to engross the 
absolute power in a single 
pair of hands 

22.2 27.8 32.9 30.0 41.2 33.5 24.1 

It’s absolutely inadmissible if  
all the power is given into the 
hands of one person 

55.3 44.1 32.9 39.4 40.6 38.5 23.2 

DA/NA 1.7 2.5 3.6 4.1 7.6 8.0 6.2 
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Table 10.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Our people always need a "powerful hand" 20.8 24.7 36.5 24.7 24.4 

There are such situations (for example, like now) 
when it’s necessary to engross the absolute power 
in a single pair of hands 

22.2 30.2 27.7 35.1 27.2 

It’s absolutely inadmissible if  all the power is given 
into the hands of one person 

55.3 35.2 28.7 32.8 38.9 

DA/NA 1.7 9.9 7.1 7.4 9.5 

 
 

11. "During the last five years were you (or someone you know) obliged to give money, valuable pre-

sents or to render a service for a positive decision in your favor?" 
 

Table 11.1. Depending on age 

Variant of 

answer 

All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes 36.9 24.0 34.0 45.6 43.9 45.9 36.9 24.0 

No 63.1 76.0 66.0 54.4 56.1 54.1 63.1 76.0 

 

Table 11.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes 17.5 24.2 36.1 42.1 44.3 

No 82.5 75.8 63.9 57.9 55.7 

 

Table 11.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes 50.9 36.7 24.0 26.5 39.5 

No 49.1 63.3 76.0 73.5 60.5 

 

Table 11.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes 33.1 34.1 46.8 47.4 31.2 28.8 39.0 

No 66.9 65.9 53.2 52.6 68.8 71.2 61.0 

 

Table 11.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes 33.1 46.0 36.2 39.8 31.6 

No 66.9 54.0 63.8 60.2 68.4 

 
 

12. "Do you feel yourself under the protection of law?" 
 

Table 12.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes 47.1 36.0 43.7 29.3 33.7 37.1 53.8 71.1 

No 42.3 48.0 48.4 57.3 52.2 49.5 37.0 22.3 

DA/NA 10.6 16.0 7.9 13.4 14.1 13.4 9.2 6.6 

 

Table 12.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes 83.5 64.6 43.5 43.2 37.4 

No 10.3 26.6 45.9 46.1 49.1 

DA/NA 6.2 8.8 9.6 10.7 13.5 
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Table 12.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes 32.7 43.0 44.8 70.6 28.6 

No 59.4 43.2 42.7 22.0 53.2 

DA/NA 7.9 13.8 12.5 7.4 18.2 

 

Table 12.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes 39.6 45.6 41.9 52.6 40.2 53.7 59.9 

No 52.9 48.2 49.8 37.4 36.7 33.3 30.8 

DA/NA 7.5 6.2 8.3 10.0 23.1 13.0 9.3 

 

Table 12.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes 39.6 41.4 44.7 53.7 54.0 

No 52.9 42.8 43.3 37.5 36.4 

DA/NA 7.5 15.8 12.0 8.8 9.6 

 
 

13. "Are you satisfied with what Belarusian authorities do to eliminate the consequences of the Cherno-

byl disaster?" 
 

Table 13.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Completely satisfied 19.1 13.7 14.6 14.1 13.4 15.2 20.5 30.6 

Partially satisfied 41.9 39.2 38.4 42.3 46.5 44.0 39.8 39.9 

Not satisfied 30.9 19.6 29.8 30.9 33.5 34.0 35.2 25.1 

DA/NA 8.1 27.5 17.2 12.7 6.6 6.8 4.5 4.3 

 

Table 13.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Completely satisfied 50.5 26.8 19.0 14.8 10.4 

Partially satisfied 33.0 38.9 39.2 46.2 45.5 

Not satisfied 16.5 27.3 33.3 29.3 35.8 

DA/NA 0 7.0 8.5 9.7 8.3 

 

Table 13.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Completely satisfied 10.8 16.5 21.1 30.8 16.7 

Partially satisfied 39.2 47.3 34.7 39.2 37.2 

Not satisfied 41.1 27.7 23.2 26.0 39.7 

DA/NA 8.9 8.5 21.0 4.0 6.4 

 

Table 13.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Completely satisfied 11.6 26.7 16.2 20.5 8.0 31.6 22.5 

Partially satisfied 42.3 46.2 40.7 42.1 37.7 28.2 52.0 

Not satisfied 39.2 21.3 31.5 29.2 42.7 29.9 21.1 

DA/NA 6.9 5.8 11.6 8.2 11.6 10.3 4.4 
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Table 13.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Completely satisfied 11.6 11.3 24.6 23.3 23.6 

Partially satisfied 42.3 47.3 39.5 43.7 37.8 

Not satisfied 39.2 28.8 28.8 26.0 31.1 

DA/NA 6.9 12.6 7.1 7.0 7.5 
 
 

14. "Since the 1
st

 of January, 2012 Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia are united in the Common Free Mar-

ket Zone. What are the consequences of entering this intergovernmental structure for Belarus according 

to you?" 
 

Table 14.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Only positive 15.5 10.0 9.3 14.9 12.6 16.9 17.2 19.1 

More positive than negative 29.9 28.0 30.0 24.3 27.9 30.3 33.6 30.9 

More negative than positive 12.3 12.0 13.3 11.5 16.0 11.6 11.8 10.1 

Only negative 4.3 4.0 4.0 7.4 3.3 4.6 5.0 3.2 

No consequences 25.4 24.0 28.0 29.7 27.5 26.4 22.5 22.0 

DA/NA 12.6 22.0 15.4 12.2 12.7 10.2 9.9 14.7 
 

Table 14.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Only positive 29.2 14.0 14.7 14.8 14.1 

More positive than negative 27.1 30.6 28.1 29.5 34.5 

More negative than positive 12.5 8.9 11.6 12.1 15.9 

Only negative 3.1 1.3 4.4 3.3 6.9 

No consequences 17.7 24.8 29.2 26.4 19.6 

DA/NA 10.4 20.3 12.1 13.8 9.0 
 

Table 14.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 
Private sector 

employees 
Public sector 

employees 
Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Only positive 10.0 16.7 9.3 21.1 11.8 

More positive than negative 26.8 33.0 28.9 29.8 25.0 

More negative than positive 17.3 10.5 14.4 10.7 6.6 

Only negative 8.7 2.3 5.2 2.8 3.9 

No consequences 29.7 25.0 22.7 21.1 31.6 

DA/NA 7.5 12.5 19.5 14.5 21.1 
 

Table 14.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 
Minsk Minsk 

region 
Brest and 
its region 

Grodno and 
its region 

Vitebsk and 
its region 

Mogilev and 
its region 

Gomel and 
its region 

Only positive 8.9 16.0 13.8 24.6 1.5 19.7 27.2 
More positive than 
negative 

26.0 27.6 33.6 32.7 29.5 31.5 30.3 

More negative than 
positive 

18.8 8.4 12.4 11.1 11.0 5.6 14.9 

Only negative 7.9 4.4 2.3 3.5 8.0 1.1 0.9 

No consequences 32.9 33.8 22.1 19.9 25.5 21.3 18.0 

DA/NA 5.5 9.8 15.8 8.2 24.5 20.8 8.7 
 

Table 14.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 
Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Only positive 8.9 13.4 20.2 21.2 14.5 

More positive than negative 26.0 44.1 22.3 32.4 25.9 

More negative than positive 18.8 5.2 12.4 9.3 14.5 

Only negative 7.9 1.4 1.4 3.9 6.2 

No consequences 32.9 22.1 28.8 20.5 23.1 

DA/NA 5.5 13.8 14.9 12.7 15.8 
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15. "It is expected that in 2015 an Eurasian Union of Belarus, Kazakhstan, Russia and possibly other 

countries will be created. It will have a common market of goods, services, labor force and stocks. Some 

people take it positively considering it will intensify the integration and raise people’s standards of life. 

Others take it negatively considering it will lead to slackening of independence and lower people’s 

standards of life. How do you take it?" 
 

Table 15.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Positively 37.6 29.4 31.3 29.5 34.9 40.4 42.6 40.9 

Indifferently 37.4 45.1 40.7 45.0 37.5 34.4 33.5 36.9 

Negatively 13.8 9.8 16.7 13.4 17.8 14.9 12.2 10.4 

DA/NA 11.2 15.7 11.3 12.1 9.8 10.3 11.7 11.8 
 

Table 15.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Positively 44.8 35.7 36.1 37.5 39.0 

Indifferently 38.5 36.9 40.7 37.3 31.4 

Negatively 9.4 11.5 13.0 13.3 18.6 

DA/NA 7.3 15.9 10.2 11.9 11.0 
 

Table 15.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Positively 30.7 42.5 27.1 41.7 27.6 

Indifferently 38.8 34.5 42.7 36.1 52.6 

Negatively 22.6 10.5 14.6 10.7 7.9 

DA/NA 7.9 12.5 15.6 11.4 11.9 
 

Table 15.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Positively 28.0 34.5 38.7 50.0 18.5 41.2 55.7 

Indifferently 49.1 40.7 36.9 28.2 34.5 41.2 26.8 

Negatively 16.0 14.6 10.6 11.2 24.0 6.8 11.0 

DA/NA 6.9 10.2 13.8 10.6 23.0 10.8 6.5 
 

Table 15.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Positively 28.0 46.7 36.9 42.2 35.2 

Indifferently 49.1 26.8 36.2 40.3 35.5 

Negatively 16.0 11.3 11.3 9.3 18.7 

DA/NA 6.9 15.2 15.6 8.2 10.6 
 
 

16. "Does any of the members of your family work overboard at present?" 
 

Table 16.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes 25.8 27.5 26.7 29.1 28.3 30.0 27.0 17.6 

No 72.3 70.5 70.0 69.6 69.5 68.6 71.9 80.1 

DA 1.9 2.0 3.3 1.3 2.2 1.4 1.1 2.3 
 

Table 16.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes 15.6 20.4 23.6 29.5 31.0 

No 84.4 78.3 74.2 69.3 65.9 

DA 0 1.3 2.2 1.2 3.1 
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Table 16.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes 34.4 24.5 31.3 18.4 24.7 

No 63.5 74.1 65.6 79.6 74.0 

DA 2.1 1.4 3.1 2.0 1.3 

 

Table 16.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes 30.3 17.7 19.8 32.9 29.6 23.0 27.6 

No 68.4 81.4 78.8 64.7 65.8 77.0 69.7 

DA 1.3 0.9 1.4 2.4 4.6 0 2.7 

 

Table 16.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes 30.3 28.9 24.8 26.4 20.5 

No 68.4 68.4 73.4 71.3 78.2 

DA 1.3 2.7 1.8 2.3 1.3 

 
 

17. "After the diplomatic feud which blazed up between Belarus and the USA in the spring of 2008 the 

latter maintain strenuous relationship (e.g. the staff of the US embassy was downsized by a factor of 5, 

and so Belarusian citizens are obliged to apply for American visas in other countries). What do you 

think, is it necessary to reestablish normal relationship or is it not?" 
 

Table 17.1. Depending on age 
 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

It is necessary to reestablish normal  
relationship with the USA 

41.6 44.0 55.3 50.0 48.1 43.8 37.6 27.7 

It is not necessary 25.5 18.0 16.0 16.7 25.0 24.7 28.5 32.9 

It doesn’t matter for me 28.2 28.0 24.7 26.0 22.0 27.9 28.1 35.5 

DA/NA 4.7 10.0 4.0 7.3 4.9 3.6 5.8 3.8 

 

Table 17.2. Depending on education 
 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

It is necessary to reestablish normal 
relationship with the USA 

24.7 29.9 38.1 42.1 59.5 

It is not necessary 34.0 31.8 27.5 22.4 20.1 

It doesn’t matter for me 38.1 33.1 31.1 29.3 14.9 

DA/NA 3.2 5.2 3.3 6.2 5.5 

 

Table 17.3. Depending on status 
 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

It is necessary to reestablish 
normal relationship with the 
USA 

50.1 42.9 54.2 28.8 39.0 

It is not necessary 21.8 24.8 14.6 33.3 19.5 

It doesn’t matter for me 25.5 25.7 22.9 34.4 35.1 

DA/NA 2.6 6.6 7.3 3.5 6.4 
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Table 17.4. Depending on residence 
 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and its 

region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

It is necessary to 
reestablish normal rela-
tionship with the USA 

40.3 42.7 44.7 37.8 30.8 35.0 56.1 

It is not necessary 20.8 11.6 29.0 34.9 26.8 34.5 26.8 

It doesn’t matter for me 34.8 42.7 23.0 22.7 29.3 26.0 15.4 

DA/NA 4.1 3.0 3.3 4.6 13.1 4.5 1.7 

 
Table 17.5. Depending on the type of settlement 
 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

It is necessary to reestablish normal relationship with 
the USA 

40.3 46.9 44.0 38.2 39.1 

It is not necessary 20.8 29.3 32.3 26.6 20.6 

It doesn’t matter for me 34.8 19.0 20.9 31.7 32.8 

DA/NA 4.1 4.8 2.8 3.5 7.5 

 
 
 
18. "According to you, during the following five years Belarus will:" 

 
Table 18.1. Depending on age 
 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Join Russia 18.0 22.0 14.7 12.8 15.2 17.7 21.7 20.7 

Remain an independent state, but its de-
pendency on Russia will grow 

37.9 44.0 37.3 41.2 43.9 38.9 35.7 32.0 

Remain an independent state and its in-
dependence from Russia will grow  

25.1 18.0 27.3 25.0 24.2 22.4 28.5 28.1 

DA/NA 19.0 16.0 20.7 21.0 16.7 19.0 20.1 19.2 

 
Table 18.2. Depending on education 
 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Join Russia 19.6 24.7 18.4 18.8 12.1 

Remain an independent state, but its 
dependency on Russia will grow 

27.8 29.7 35.8 40.5 46.0 

Remain an independent state and its 
independence from Russia will grow  

30.9 27.2 27.0 23.6 20.4 

DA/NA 21.7 18.4 18.8 17.1 21.5 

 
Table 18.3. Depending on status 
 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Join Russia 16.8 16.3 14.6 21.3 24.0 

Remain an independent state, 
but its dependency on Russia 
will grow 

48.2 35.7 38.5 31.5 36.0 

Remain an independent state 
and its independence from Rus-
sia will grow  

18.7 28.4 22.9 29.2 13.3 

DA/NA 16.3 19.6 24.0 18.0 26.7 
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Table 18.4. Depending on residence 
 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Join Russia 16.0 20.8 13.0 18.1 28.5 19.2 12.3 

Remain an independ-
ent state, but its de-
pendency on Russia 
will grow 

44.4 37.6 31.5 42.1 38.5 22.6 44.1 

Remain an independ-
ent state and its inde-
pendence from Russia 
will grow  

15.7 20.8 42.5 29.2 9.5 27.1 33.9 

DA/NA 23.9 20.8 13.0 10.6 23.5 31.1 9.7 

 

Table 18.5. Depending on the type of settlement 
 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Join Russia 16.0 17.9 19.1 17.9 18.7 

Remain an independent state, but its dependency 
on Russia will grow 

44.4 42.1 44.3 34.2 27.7 

Remain an independent state and its independence 
from Russia will grow  

15.7 23.1 23.8 31.1 30.6 

DA/NA 23.9 16.9 12.8 16.8 23.0 

 
 

19. "If Belarus joins Russia, will it have a positive or a negative effect on Belarusians?" 
 

Table 19.1. Depending on age 
 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

A positive effect 23.5 17.6 16.7 22.8 15.6 20.8 27.9 32.6 

A negative effect 44.1 35.3 43.3 52.3 55.0 47.5 40.5 33.4 

No effect 21.9 33.3 23.3 16.8 21.6 21.1 20.6 23.9 

DA/NA 10.5 13.8 16.7 8.1 7.8 10.6 11.0 10.1 

 

Table 19.2. Depending on education 
 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

A positive effect 38.5 28.0 23.8 22.6 16.6 

A negative effect 38.5 26.8 41.5 45.2 58.8 

No effect 20.8 24.2 25.2 21.0 15.9 

DA/NA 2.2 21.0 9.5 11.2 8.7 

 

Table 19.3. Depending on status 
 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

A positive effect 17.3 21.7 14.7 33.0 29.9 

A negative effect 59.6 43.9 44.2 33.0 26.0 

No effect 16.0 23.1 28.4 23.4 28.6 

DA/NA 7.1 11.3 12.7 10.6 15.5 

 

Table 19.4. Depending on residence 
 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

A positive effect 15.0 20.3 20.7 34.5 21.6 24.3 32.6 

A negative effect 58.7 51.1 36.5 32.7 38.7 35.0 46.3 

No effect 19.1 21.1 35.9 26.3 16.6 23.2 13.7 

DA/NA 7.2 7.5 6.9 6.5 23.1 17.5 7.4 
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Table 19.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

A positive effect 15.0 25.8 23.8 26.7 25.9 

A negative effect 58.7 40.5 46.8 43.8 33.9 

No effect 19.1 20.3 19.1 21.7 27.5 

DA/NA 7.2 13.4 10.3 7.8 12.7 

 
 

20. "Do you think public opinion has an influence on political and economic decisions in our country?" 
 

Table 20.1. Depending on age 

Variant of answer All  

respondents 

Age, years old 

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

Yes, it has 41.5 30.0 42.0 32.2 33.0 35.3 46.4 55.2 

No, it hasn’t 47.5 56.0 44.7 55.7 53.7 55.5 43.3 35.3 

DA/NA 11.0 14.0 13.3 12.1 13.3 9.2 10.3 9.5 

 

Table 20.2. Depending on education 

Variant of answer Education 

Primary Incomplete 

secondary 

Secondary Vocational Higher (including 

incomplete higher) 

Yes, it has 67.7 42.0 38.6 41.9 37.6 

No, it hasn’t 26.0 45.2 47.9 48.6 53.5 

DA/NA 6.3 12.8 13.5 9.5 8.9 

 

Table 20.3. Depending on status 

Variant of answer Status 

Private sector 

employees 

Public sector 

employees 

Students Pensioners The unemployed, 

housewives 

Yes, it has 28.3 42.7 40.6 53.8 36.8 

No, it hasn’t 63.3 44.7 43.8 36.2 51.2 

DA/NA 8.4 12.6 15.6 10.0 12.0 

 

Table 20.4. Depending on residence 

Variant of answer Region 

Minsk Minsk 

region 

Brest and 

its region 

Grodno and 

its region 

Vitebsk and 

its region 

Mogilev and 

its region 

Gomel and 

its region 

Yes, it has 34.8 36.9 46.5 46.2 21.5 52.5 55.9 

No, it hasn’t 54.6 58.2 46.1 6.8 52.0 35.0 35.2 

DA/NA 10.6 4.9 7.4 7.0 26.5 12.5 8.9 

 

Table 20.5. Depending on the type of settlement 

Variant of answer The type of settlement 

Capital Regional centers Cities Towns Villages 

Yes, it has 34.8 44.3 38.3 44.4 45.2 

No, it hasn’t 54.6 42.6 50.4 47.5 43.4 

DA/NA 10.6 13.1 11.3 8.1 11.4 
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O P E N  F O R U M  
 
 
In this issue of the IISEPS analytical bulletin under the heading "Open Forum" we continue to publish a 

selection of data from sociological surveys conducted by our colleagues in foreign countries with our brief 
comments. 

Despite purposeful efforts of the Belarusian leadership to design their own model of development, its unique-
ness is relative. This conclusion applies to economic, political, social and other components of the Belarusian 
model. We believe that the comparative analysis of social processes in other countries will allow readers to bet-
ter understand the results of researches on the Belarusian society. 

 
 

 

 
THE PRISONER OF "ELECTORAL GHETTO" 

 
The simultaneous "blunder" of the three pillars of 

Russian sociology (ARPORC (All-Russian Public 
Opinion Research Center), POF (Public Opinion 
Foundation), "Levada-center") after the Moscow 
mayoral elections was called "the collapse of 
sociology" by many analysts and publicists. Data of 
Table 1 confirm this unflattering characterization. As 
for the general public on the Internet, their sarcasm 
and irony knew no bounds. We restrict ourselves to a 
few examples: 

– So it’s not POF, but Sobyanin who is to blame 
for the forecast error, because he wasn't inviting peo-
ple on the elections. Oh those mighty minds in the 
expert council of the president! 

– Everything is simple – the results were rigged 
just the way the power wanted it. Domesticated and 
tamed sociologists falsify the results in favor of those 
who feed them. 

– Who pays all those POFs and ARPORCs calls 
the tune. 

The "tamed sociologists" topic was actively 
exaggerated in independent media as well. There 
were some formal reasons for this as the pre-election 
polls of POF and ARPORC were officially sponsored 
by Kremlin. 

 
However none of the accusers paid attention to 

the results of exit polls published by the "tamed soci-
ologists" before the announcement of official results 
of the Central Election Commission. In particular, ac-
cording to a POF poll 52.5% of Muscovites voted for 

S. Sobyanin, and 29.1% voted for A. Navalny – this 
result slightly differs from the official figures. 

Let's note that the forecasts and exit polls of the 
"tamed sociologists" for the results of elections in 
other cities (September 8 is the Federal Election Day 
in Russia) did not exceed the limits of statistical er-
rors, even in Yekaterinburg where the independent 
candidate E. Royzman won against the candidate of 
the "party in power" Y. Silin. 

If we pass from emotional estimations to a quiet 
analysis of Moscow "blunder" of sociological services, 
it is easy to find out that the common and the only 
mistake is the overestimation of the predicted turnout 
in comparison with the actual turnout. This is what 
launched a chain of subsequent deviations. 

Thus, according to the ARPORC polls conducted 
a week before the elections, the majority of 
Muscovites were going to take part in the mayoral 
elections (78 %). But such a transcendental turnout 
value reflects solely the declarative desire of 
respondents. Sociologists know it very well, and 
therefore they correct it by a factor of empirical coef-
ficient (POF’s coefficient for Moscow is 1.5). 
However, this time, "empiricism" did not work. 

The first column (Table 2) shows the results of a 
pre-election poll by POF. Ratings of candidates one 
week prior to elections are specified on the basis of 
the respondents' answers to the question "For whom  

 
will you vote on the Moscow mayoral elections on 
September 8, 2013?" They show that out of every 
hundred Muscovites 43 persons expressed the desire 
to vote for S. Sobyanin, and 8 persons – for 
A. Navalny. 

Table 1 

Electoral ratings of the Moscow mayoral candidates S. Sobyanin and A. Navalny according to predicted 

turnout and official figures of the CEC, % 
 
Source of figures S. Sobyanin A. Navalny 

Synovate Comcon, August 15-21, 2013 62.5 20.3 
A. Navalny staff, August 22, 2013 53.9 24.5 
ARPORC, August 30, 2013 62.2 15.7 
"Levada-center", July 2013 78 8 
"Levada-center", August 2013 58 18 
POF, September 2, 2013 60 20 
CEC 51.37 27.24 
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Taking into consideration the estimated turnout 

(45 %) 27 people were going to vote for S. Sobyanin 
(column 2), and 9 people for A. Navalny. This follows 
from the responses to other questions, including the 
question about the intention to participate in the 
voting. 

Column 3 shows the forecast of the number of 
votes which would have been received by the main 
candidates from the Muscovites who would have 
come to the elections. This is the forecast according 
to the calculated turnout. 

Column 4 shows the Central Election Commis-
sion’s data, recorded upon the real turnout of 32%. 
According to the CEC, S. Sobyanin received 51.4 % 
of the turnout, i.e. he was voted by 16.5 people out of 
every hundred Muscovites. A. Navalny received sup-
port from 8.7 people from every hundred residents of 
Moscow. 

We didn't include the data on other candidates in 
the table. However the general conclusion is that 
POF forecast almost precisely predicted the results of 
all candidates, except for S. Sobyanin (compare col-
umns 2 and 5 concerning A. Navalny). 

Thus it follows from the latter that the absence of 
S. Sobyanin’s supporters is the ONLY factor which 
refuted the forecast! 

Let us quote the POF president A. Oslon by way 
of comment: "One week prior to elections we had no 
empirical bases to suggest that so many Sobyanin's 
supporters won't go to elections. When we decided 
that not 43 but 27 from every hundred of Muscovites 
will attend the elections and vote for Sobyanin, we 
believed that it was a prudent estimation that took in-
to account two major factors. 

1. The factor of socially approved answers. 
Indirect questions clearly showed that some 
respondents gave the answer "Sobyanin" not so 
much because they intended to vote for him, but 
because it’s the name of the current Mayor, who is 
well known to Muscovites and who obtained a very 
high rate of support after three years of work (about 
60 % of the Moscow population positively evaluate 
his work in the position of the head of the city). 

2. Weak mobilization of Sobyanin’s electorate, 
lack of concern for his results on elections, excessive 
confidence in his victory in the first round with a big 
advantage. This factor is also evident in the answers 
of respondents to indirect questions during the polls. 

Finally not 27 people out of every 100 came to 
vote,  but,  as  we  can  see  from  the  CEC  data  in 

 
column 5, only 16.5. 

Whereas ALL the supporters of A. Navalny came 
to the elections, and they took along with them all 
those whom they had managed to persuade during 
the previous week! They and the supporters of other 
candidates behaved themselves as it was expected 
based on the pre-election polls". 

According to A. Oslon, S. Sobyanin was let down 
by the "dacha factor." In the absence of 
administrative resource mobilization potential 
supporters of the acting Mayor of Moscow took the 
advantage of good weather and spent the weekend 
at their dachas and garden plots. 

S. Sobyanin’s team did not call for help for their 
candidate, did not hang the future on the results of 
the election, did not urge to come to the election, they 
simply... invited. Therefore, about 700 thousand 
residents of Moscow, who would certainly have voted 
for S. Sobyanin, after considering all the "pros" and 
"cons", chose something else, but not visiting the 
polling station. While A. Navalny carried out an 
aggressive campaign which helped him even in the 
absence of access to the federal media to mobilize 
almost all of his potential supporters. 

An interesting version of the "blunder" of three pil-
lars of Russian sociology was put forward by the 
member of the scientific council of the Carnegie 
Moscow Center N. Petrov: "It seems that a significant 
gap between the forecasts and the results means on-
ly that the level of falsifications reduced abruptly and 
therefore the conversion factors for converting the 
answers of determined respondents to expected re-
sults became different. Increase mentally Sobyanin’s 
results by a half, as it was done in 2012 concerning 
Putin on polling stations without observation control, 
respectively increase the turnout, and you will have 
approximately the same results which were predicted 
by the sociologists for these elections in Moscow. 

N. Petrov's version looks convincingly. Unlike the 
Belarusian professionals, their Russian colleagues 
are not inclined to redistribution of votes for achieve-
ment of "planned electoral missions". The main way 
of rigging used by "Churov the Wizard" and his col-
leagues is overstating of the turnout along with the 
subsequent transfer of "dead souls" to the "census 
record" of candidates of the power. Therefore during 
the noughties in Russia there was a direct correlation 
between the percent of votes, given for candidates of 
the power, and the observed turnout. On the basis of 
the established practice sociologists calculated the 

Table 2 

Electoral ratings of the Moscow mayoral candidates S. Sobyanin and A. Navalny according to POF and 

official figures of the CEC, % 
 
Candidate Rating according 

to the poll, % of 

the Moscow  

residents 

Predicted 

turnout, % of 

the Moscow 

residents 

Predicted votes, 

% of the turnout 

(45%) 

Votes according 

to the CEC, % of 

the turnout 

(32%) 

Turnout accord-

ing to the CEC, 

% of the Moscow 

residents 

S. Sobyanin 43 27 60 51.4 16.6 
A. Navalny 8 9 20 27.2 8.7 
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coefficients. It is natural that in the conditions of a real 
turnout they "made a mistake". 

The problem of low turnout is typical not only and 
not just for Moscow. And not just for the latest 
regional elections. Elections of the city council 
members usually attract about 20 % of voters (this is 
a very relative estimation, because all elections are 
different), elections of the mayor attract 20-30 %, 
regional parliaments may boast of about the same 
popularity among voters. Elections of governors are 
attended by 35-45 % of voters. The turnout is higher 
only during federal elections; they attract about 50 % 
of voters. 

It would seem that politicians that are closer to the 
people and can solve issues specifically related to 
them should be more interesting. But it proves to be 
quite the contrary – the State Duma is more popular 
and important than the Governor, the Governor beats 
the Mayor, the Mayor beats the City Council. In our 
opinion, the cause of this paradox should be looked 
for in the authoritarian nature of Russian (and 
Belarusian) society and government, which doesn’t 
provide for any independence of the lower levels of 
administration. What's the point of taking part in their 
formation! 

 
Hence the low level of trust to the institution of 

elections. According to the ARPORC opinion polls, 
some 40% of Russians do not believe in the 
possibility of influencing the policy of the state via 
elections. Another third believes that there is an 
influence, but a very small one. Only 15-20 % believe 
that the influence is possible. If you cannot influence 
then why go to the elections? The logic of Russians is 
clear and absolutely normal. Or there is another 
example of motivation: "anyway it is clear who will be 
elected". The concern of the authorities is 
understandable as well: now elections are a tool 
unsuitable for explaining why they rule. If no one goes 
to the elections, what is the legitimacy of the 
authorities?  

 
INTEGRATION WITH UNPREDICTABLE 
CONSEQUENCES 

 
On September 18 the Ukrainian government 

approved the draft EU Association Agreement. 
According to the draft, the objectives of the 
association are: promotion of the gradual 
rapprochement of the parts; deepening of Ukraine's 
participation in politics, programs and agencies of the 
European Union; introduction of conditions for 
enhanced economic and trade relations, which will 
lead to the gradual integration of Ukraine into the EU 

internal market, including due to the creation of in-
depth and comprehensive free trade area; deepening 
of security cooperation in order to ensure the rule of 
law and respect for human rights and fundamental 
freedoms. 

Kiev hopes to sign the agreement during the 
Eastern Partnership Summit on November 28-29 in 
Vilnius. Let’s note that there are practically no more 
disagreements on the EU joining among the political 
elite. Among parliamentary parties only the 
Communist Party of Ukraine does not support the 
pro-Western geopolitical vector. 

However, in a society, where less than a half of 
population consider themselves as Europeans, such 
unity on the problem of geopolitical choice is naturally 
not observed. According to an April poll by the 
Razumkov Centre, 34 % of the Ukrainian population 
consider themselves as Europeans (definitely 
yes/rather yes), while 55 % don’t (rather no/definitely 
no). 

The problem of geopolitical choice becomes even 
more complicated because of the regional heteroge-
neity of the country. In this matter society doesn't act 
as whole. It breaks apart regionally. Between its 
parts,  especially  between  the  East  and  the  West, 

 
there are some deep sociocultural differences. 

While on the whole 45% of country’s residents 
support joining the Customs Union of Russia, Belarus 
and Kazakhstan, and 42% want to join the European 
Union, in the context of regions respondents’ opinions 
on this matter are distributed as follows: 67% in the 
west of the country support integration with the EU, 
and 68% in the east support joining the Customs 
Union (Tables 3-4)

1
. 

While answering the question "Whom do you see 
as the main ally of Ukraine in the next 5 years?" the 
relative majority of respondents (48%) chose the 
option "Russia and the CIS countries", the second 
place is taken by "the European Union" (30%), then 
China (3%), the USA (2%) and 17% of participants 
were not able to decide on the answer. 

In regional terms, the public opinion on this matter 
varies strikingly as well. If the east of Ukraine 
considers Russia and the CIS countries as the main 
ally in the years to come (78% of respondents), in the 
west 58% of respondents see the main ally in the 
European Union. 

Young people under 30 years, naturally, display a 
bigger  tendency  to  the  EU  than  middle-aged  and 

                                                 
1
 Here and below are the results of the Institute of 

Sociology of the NAS of Ukraine (July 2013) 

Table 3 

Regional groups’ attitude towards joining the Customs Union, % 
 
Variant of answer West Central Part South East 

Rather negative 54 26 17 10 
Difficult to answer 33 36 24 22 
Rather positive 12 38 59 68 



IISEPS NEWS 

 

 38 

 
older people. Almost a half (49%) of young people is 
positive about Ukraine joining the EU. At the same 
time, among people aged 30-55 years 44% are 
positive, and among the older group of people only 
34% support the EU joining. In the answers to the 
question about the attitude towards entering the 
Customs Union the trend is opposite: the older the 
age group is, the greater is the number of the CU 
supporters. 

Noteworthy is the fact that nearly a third of the 
country's population has no opinion on one or another 
international union: 30% of respondents said that they 
found it difficult to answer this question. Almost equal 
shares in all age groups had difficulties to answer – 
30% of youth, 30% of middle-aged people and 31% 
of people over 55 years. Thus, the country which has 
serious problems of regional unity, is trying to take a 
step towards integration with a multiethnic community 
which is very different from the country’s own 
sociocultural norms and values. Meanwhile, the 
majority of the Ukrainian society identifies itself with 
the Eastern Slavic cultural values and norms. Thus 
the answers on the question "Which countries’ 
traditions, values and norms are closest to you?" 
were as follows: Western Europe countries – 10%, 
mostly Western European countries – 8%, traditions, 
values and norms of the East Slavic countries – 22%, 
mostly traditions, values and norms of the East Slavic 
countries – 20%. A lot of the respondents found it 
difficult to answer – 40 %. 

These are the figures that reflect the situation in 
society as a whole. But as it was shown above, the 
Ukrainian society is polarized on many socio-cultural 
indicators, and thus average figures do not reflect the 
essence of the problem. Average figures do not 
reflect as well the complexity of problems associated 
with proximity or remoteness of spiritual values, 
traditions and norms of behavior of different 
international unions for different social groups. First 
of all, the opinion of respondents is defined by the 
region of residence. Thus, the values of Western 
European countries are to some extent close to every 
third inhabitant of Western Ukraine (33%), while in 
the east they are close to only 7% of the population of 
the region. In contrast, the East Slavic values are to 
some extent close to 55% of the residents of the 
eastern region. 

According to the corresponding member of the 
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Doctor of 
Social Sciences N. Shulga, the complexity of the 
situation also lies in the fact that current Ukrainian 
elite is not an authority in society, and it will not be 
able to play the role of a guide to a new social reality  

 
– with new values and new models of everyday 
behavior. 

Therefore, due to the above-listed, a mechanical 
joining of Ukraine to the European social organism 
can cause a massive rejection, consequence of 
which is difficult to predict. 

 
POSITIVE DYNAMICS OF THE EUROPEAN 
PESSIMISM 
 

In July, within the framework of the 
"Eurobarometer" project, the next report prepared 
according to the results of May poll was published. 
The report begins with a section on European 
identity. Over the past two years there were no 
changes in responses to the question "Do you feel 
yourself like a citizen of the European Union?": 
yes/rather yes – 42% , no/rather no – 37 %. 

The gap in positive answers between maximally 
and minimally Europeanized nations was twofold: 
Luxembourg – 88%, Greece – 44 %. It should be 
noted that this is the Orthodox countries’ people who 
feel like they don’t belong in the first place: Bulgaria – 
48%, Cyprus – 45% and Greece. Close to Bulgaria 
with similar results is the United Kingdom. It is not 
surprising. Among the traditions cherished by the 
residents of the Foggy Albion, there is a centuries-old 
tradition to oppose themselves to the population of 
continental Europe. 

Note that in the ranking of identities all former 
Soviet republics’ ratings are above the European 
average. Estonia is leading with 70%, then follows 
Latvia with 65% and Lithuania with 56%. Poland, 
Belarusian western neighbor, has 70%.  

The major factor defining the attitude of 
Europeans to the European Union, national 
parliaments and national governments, is still the 
economic crisis. Trust ratings of all three institutions 
reached their maxima in the spring of 2007 (57%, 
43% and 41% respectively), and during the last six 
years they are slowly declining. The May survey of 
2013 was no exception. New minima were recorded 
In the course of the survey – 31%, 26% and 25%, 
respectively. Unfortunately, the report does not 
provide trust ratings depending on separate 
countries. 

In the spring of 2007 69% of Europeans estimated 
the future of the EU optimistically, while 24% were 
pessimistic. In the fall of 2011 the number of opti-
mists and pessimists was almost equal – 48% and 
46%. Three subsequent polls didn’t record any 
changes. 

Table 4 

Regional groups’ attitude towards joining the European Union, % 
 
Variant of answer West Central Part South East 

Rather negative 7 20 36 48 
Difficult to answer 25 34 26 35 
Rather positive 67 46 38 18 
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In 19 of the 37 European countries the share of 
optimists exceeded 50%. The triplet of leaders was 
Denmark (72%), Estonia (64%) and Lithuania (64%). 
The latter, admittedly, was a pleasant surprise. Not 
far from the leading trio were Poland (63%) and 
Latvia (59%). At the opposite end of the scale were 
Greece (30%), Cyprus (28%) and Portugal (28%). 

The decrease of trust ratings of political institu-
tions and the growing pessimism about the future is 
reflected in the growing number of Europeans who 
believe that their voice does not count in the EU. In 
May, 2013 this point of view was shared by a vast 
majority of Europeans – 67% (+15 points since the 
fall of 2004). The share of Europeans adhering to the 
opposite point of view, made 28% (–11 points since 
the fall of 2004). 

Denmark was the only country where more than a 
half of the population (56%) believes that their voices 
count in the EU. The minima of this indicator were 
recorded in Greece (11%) and Cyprus (9%). Poland 
with 37% is on the 8th place, Lithuania (24%), 
Estonia (18%) and Latvia (17%) were in the second 
half of the list.  

The perception of the state of national economies 
since autumn 2011 remains stable, the level of 
positive assessments is low – 26 %. The share of 
negative evaluations in May 2013 was 72%! This is 
the average temperature in the European "hospital", 

but the temperature variation in single "wards" is quite 
significant. In Sweden, Germany and Luxembourg 
three quarters of respondents rate the current 
economic situation in their countries as good, while in 
six countries (Slovenia, Portugal, Bulgaria, Cyprus, 
Greece and Spain) a positive evaluation is shared by 
less than 5%. The results for the four post-Soviet 
Belarusian neighbors are as follows: in Estonia the 
figure is 41 %, in Lithuania – 29%, in Poland – 22%, 
and in Latvia – 20%. 

In the list of the main problems faced by the 
Europeans, traditional leaders are unemployment, 
economy state and prices hike – 51 % (+3 points 
compared to October 2012), 33% (–4 points) and 
20% (–4 points) respectively. 

In the majority of countries respondents empha-
size above all economic problems (except for Malta 
where the first place is taken by immigration (29%)). 
Unemployment as the main problem is leading in 21 
countries. The main problem for Estonians is the 
prices hike (51%), for Poles, Latvians and Lithuani-
ans – the unemployment (69%, 55% and 46% re-
spectively). 

In the first quarter of 2013 GDP declined by 0.1% 
in European countries and by 0.4% in the eurozone. 
The economic crisis thus continues to be a major 
factor leading to the negative trend in social moods. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

B O O K S H E L F  
 

 
In the second and third quarters of 2013 IISEPS in cooperation with the Belarus Shuman Society 

conducted a project "Belarus Youth on the Labor Market and in the Labor Relations". With quantita-
tive and qualitative methodologies the authors studied such problems as students’ attitudes to high 
education and work, youth’s demands to jobs and evaluation of its work, the problems young people 
face looking for jobs and at the work places, resolutions for these problems, the optimal strategies for 
youth on the labor market, youth’s attitudes to trade unions, and identification of prospects for involv-
ing youth into the organized struggle for their labor rights. The complete project results will be pub-
lished soon as a separate brochure. 
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