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Introduction
The involvement of the population into social changes, the availability of  the 'critical mass' (Under the 'critical mass' we mean some conventional value reflecting irreversibility of changes from the statistic point of view. It is considered to enroll about one third of the population at the average activity of the participants of a certain public movement and the ordinary level of socio-psychological interaction (a lack of artificial isolation of groups). See: H.Engelmann. Communication to the editor. The American Sociologist, 1967, v.2, No.4, p.) of the reform support is a necessary condition of success. The contrary statement is also right: what is not accepted by people has no vital basis and in spite of any administrative measures is doomed to fail. The easiness with which the stable fortress of the administrative system of the Soviet times was destroyed, which surprised everybody, is explained by this. The latent social non-acceptance of this system was ripening since long before M.Gorbachev. But it attained the critical point and turned into a mass phenomenon when the public got an access to the secret information about the budget of the country and its expenditures, about thoughtless exhaustion of natural resources, about militarization of the economy, about insane projects of 'turning rivers', about 'fraternal' assistance to anti-national regimes and odious figures indifferent countries etc. Thus, the public frame of mind has formed which found its social expression in the familiar motto: 'It is impossible to live that way'.

As for the transition to the market, it began in 1990. This year was remarkable, because just then after the five-year fruitless search for ways to planned-directive socialism the Supreme Soviet of the former USSR adopted a decision about market reforms. As usually, this decision was duplicated by the Soviet republics, Belarus among them. By this time cooperatives and commercial enterprises acquired a certain importance in economic life, individual labor activity was allowed, the first farms appeared, the wages limits were abolished, which can be considered to be the first step to the labor market. The market transition seemed to be accomplished fast and without substantial losses. It was stated more than once that the living standards reduction would not occur, it would "not be permitted".

It became clear relatively fast how slight, ungrounded and uncounted these statements were. At least, three fundamental factors were underestimated. Firstly, the huge complexity of impending tasks; secondly, the resistance of anti-market social groups; and thirdly, social perception of the essence of reforms, i.e., psychological shades of mass conscience and behavior.

How was it possible "not to allow the production to decrease" if the necessity to eliminate or to over profile unprofitable enterprises and useless and sometimes harmful manufactures was evident. The military and industrial complex conversion also required considerable expenditures.

As for the living standards, it could not be unchanged, because the market transition causes objective increase of profit differentiation if the state refuses to pursue the policy of equalization and wages limits. It could not help telling the fact that the state stopped paying the so-called 'dead souls', i.e. people who were only considered workers and their number increased.

At first the mass conscience perceived the market in accordance with the former mythology, overfilled with delusions, Utopian projects and well-being declarations created not by a man himself, but by somebody kind and open-handed (the party, the government, leaders etc). In the first social-psychological reactions it was weakly perceived that the market is a radical reform not only of the system of economic relations, but of all the spheres of public life, a change of life goals, relations norms, behavior stereotypes, motives and stimuli of labor, a transition from the depersonalized solidity responsibility to self-responsibility, i.e. change of conscience, tenor and way of life of the people.

This aspect was in no way counted by those who worked out the first concepts of market transition in Belarus. The Republic government stated that it chooses the 'quiet modernization' variant, eliminating the so-called 'shock therapy'. In fact, this policy turned to be a hinder of reforms, a real refuse to pursue them. Instead of thorough preparation and competent accomplishment of privatization, price liberalization and commerce, monetary system reform, preparation of the legislative base and infrastructure of market transition, the government of Kebich directed: all the forms and means on the support of unprofitable enterprises, on search for demands on military production - in order not to allow conversion, and on donation of collective and state farms etc. The government myth of the 'ruble zone' with promises to exchange Belarusian money for Russian at face value and not at the real exchange rate became the apotheosis of such a policy.

The president elections (1994) showed that it was impossible to deceive the people: the electors refused to give a vote of confidence to Kebich and the policy his government pursued.

The first steps of the President of the Republic of Belarus Lukashenko, connected with price liberalization for foodstuffs were appreciated by society as a proof of serious intentions related to market reforms. Against apprehensions these steps were perceived with understanding, in any case they did not cause any excess. But it soon became clear that price rise was the only means to fill up the budget. It is not spoken about purposeful engaging of market mechanisms so far. It is not clear whether voucher privatization will be carried through; whether investment fund will renew their activities which is now stopped by the Presidential Decree; how the conversion will go on; if the bankruptcy procedure will be used; if the state will reject to donate social services, agriculture, transport etc, having returned to the population the donation sums which are used now by the departments making them quite indifferent to the consumers; if businessmen and farmers will be strongly supported; if the land will be included in the market turnover etc.

For the social security of pensioners, invalids and other categories of citizens it could be possible to use not only the state benefits, but market mechanisms related with the mortgage of privatized housing, plots of land, with the opportunity to acquire shares, reduced taxes etc. This has not been done so far.

Consequently, the economy crisis has not been stopped (inflation production recession, unemployment growth) and brings to still greater decrease of the living standards of the majority of people. Social impatience accumulates as the demanding expectations of changes for the better. The long-term uncertainty condition acts oppressively upon psychology and public conscience. How can an ordinary man 'decode' the skillfully ciphered declarations of the republican leadership? It took the population four years to understand the demagogy of the former government. And now a new riddle: what does the President really want? Does the Republic advance along the way of reforms or is it getting ready to return to this or that form of the administrative system? Political parties too cannot find the answer to this question. It is no mere chance that democratic forces ascertain lack of reforms while left parties accuse the President that he looks for a way out of the crisis in deepening market reforms. Thus in the booklet 'Man Against Market' (Minsk, a995, p.58) prepared by the expert of the Communist Party of Belarus L.Krishtapovich and the former candidate to presidents from the Communist Party of Belarus V.Novokov, is said: "How do the President and the government try to lead the Republic out of the crisis? It is monstrous, but it is a fact. By acceleration and deepening of market reforms, i.e. by that way which has brought Belarus to the crisis. Say what you like, but the heads of our market-reformers are out of order" (p. 31).

It is difficult to say whose heads are out of order. It is only evident that there are neither means of production market, nor land market, nor labor market, nor securities market in the Republic so far. Certainly, there were some elements of market exchange in the 'developed socialism'. No struggle against private businessmen could completely eliminate selling goods outside state trade, people's services to one another etc. In the late 1980s such exchanges became legal, half spontaneously in fact, because the state did not even create any standards. There happened what always happens when the government and the people move in different directions, when life requirements break the barriers of official regulations. Take 'commercial tourism' as an example. Has the government created it? No, it had to submit, because prohibitions would have caused unpredictable consequences. And all like that. Everybody understands that spontaneous processes have not only positive, but also negative sides. It is a pity that negative sides are actively used by anti-market forces to discredit the idea of the market as such, to impose into the mass conscience anxiety and disbelief in market reforms, to the principles of the free market economy.

In addition, another trend is strengthening. Many people are convinced in vitality and efficiency of their own principles by their own experience. These two trends collide and struggle. How this struggle is reflected in public opinion, what impact it produces on mass conscience, in what way market (anti-market) directions and frames of mind are predetermined by the party position, how subjective appraisals of the living standards and people's intentions change in relation to the ways of compensation of aggravating situation, people's attitude to the powers, electorate intentions and absenteeism - these and other questions were dealt with in the social study, held by the IISEPS in December 1994.

"Left replace" against the background of people's impoverishment
The undertaken poll showed that in 1994 the living standards of the population went on decreasing.

Table 1. Subjective estimations of the financial positions (in percent to the number of the polled)

	Issues
	1993
	1994

	How can you define your financial position

	Poverty
	17.7
	27.1

	Lower than average
	37.7
	38.5

	Average
	39.7
	30.1

	Higher than average
	3.8
	2.7

	High level of well-being
	0.4
	0.8

	NA
	0.6
	0.6

	How has your financial position changed within 2 recent years

	For the better
	9.4
	9.5

	Did not change
	22.8
	17.3

	For the worse
	67.6
	72.1

	NA
	0.2
	1.2


In 1994 a number of respondents estimating their financial position as the average reduced by 9.4 percent by comparison with 1993. According to the ideas of our society, the level of profit is considered to be average when there is "enough money for living". Though the opportunities of this category in the sphere of consumption are relatively limited, its representatives can be related to the middle layer, according to the living standards in Belarus. The middle layer is known to be the base of social stability and the most massive economic and political force. In 1990 this layer included the greater part of intellectuals: highly qualified experts in the field of science, education, health care, employees and engineers at the plants. Today the profits of many of them have greatly reduced, especially of those who are engaged in the branches financed from the state budget. The middle layer is being exhausted, and this not only destabilizes society and deforms the social structure, but also depreciates education and generates a lot of psychological problems.

As for the strata above this middle layer, this number is purposefully reduced as a rule when the subjective estimation is given. For different reasons, danger of envy among them, the 'red eyes' disease, many people hide their real living standards. But in any case, the groups with the high level of well-being (well-to-do families) are not numerous so far (no more than 10 percent of the population) and they cannot fulfill the functions which traditionally belong to the middle layer.

But ascertaining the fact of impoverishment of the population, it is important to imagine its consequences - through the influence on psychology and behavior of the people.

As it is seen from Table 2, the people's intentions concerning compensation of the living standards decrease displaced in the direction of self-insurance, but as before every fourth counts on social state guarantees.

Table 2. People's intentions about the compensation of the living standards decrease (answer "No", % of the polled)
	
	What do you intend to do if living standards decrease?

	
	1990
	1992
	1994

	To work more intensively at the working place
	16.5
	14.5
	15.5

	To earn some money additionally in free time
	33.4
	32.7
	35.0

	To be involved into commercial tourism and resale of goods
	2.3
	12.6
	18.5

	To become a businessman,, to be engaged in individual labor activity
	11.1
	13.7
	17.6

	Count on income from a personal plot ("dacha")
	15.0
	23.8
	24.8

	Hope to get state social guarantees
	43.1*
	28.4
	24.5


* The total exceeds 100 percent, because it was permitted to choose several alternatives
Considerable part of people is not in a hurry, alas, to get rid of the adopted habits of slack labor, guaranteed wages paid independently of their contribution, state social care etc. It is easier for them to defend the 'achievements' than to change their own psychology and the way of life. It is not a mere accident that only 49.9 percent answered the question 'Do you agree that for successful solving of present-day problems a man should change a lot of things in him?' positively, 18.3 percent did not agree and 31.8 percent have never thought about that. Here are the roots of the phenomenon which can be called the 'left relapse'. It is generated not only by pro-socialist propaganda, but by the instinctive reaction to the difficulties of psychological adaptation to new living standards. It is interesting to watch how the number of those who orientate themselves at the return of the past has changed. (We can judge about this by the answers to the question 'Would you like to return to the former centralized administrative system?' For example, in Belarus in 1990 there were 8.1 percent of such people, in 1992 - 18.3 percent, and in 1994 - 21.3 percent. This means that if in 1992 there could not be any psychological counteraction to market reforms if the government had undertaken them, now it cannot be ignored. This was displayed at the presidential elections in 1994 and will tell even more on the results of the elections to the Supreme Soviet and local governments in 1995.

In addition, the analysis shows that the 'left relapse' is opposed by another trend in mass psychology - growth of social impatience as the demanding expectation of changes for the better, as orientation to the movement forward (not backward) on the way with industrial countries. This trend in mass conscience which emerged in mass conscience in late 1980s under the motto 'It is impossible to live that way' is prevailing and only one thing is required for it to win, i.e. clear political will of reformers. The longer uncertainty in society lasts, the wider the 'leftist disease' spreads.

Where to go?
The issues of historic prospect, of the choice of the Republic development way worry not only experts and professional politicians, but also broad layers of people. The public justly demands from politicians clearness in these questions, but on the other hand, it is not going to take a certain position itself. It is appropriate to mention here the words said by B.Spinosa: "You need not cry or smile, you must understand". It should be noted that more than 70 years two systems countervailed in the world: capitalism and socialism. And though at the decisive for the history of mankind moment they could unite in the struggle against fascism, they did not learn a lesson from that. In the Soviet Union mass conscious was literally hypnotized and pressed by this terminology. Ideologems of the 'advantages of socialism', the 'exploiter essence of capitalism' were instilled into the conscience without any criticism and were learnt as honestly as the multiplication table. But in the late 1980s the overturn in public conscience occurred. Many people were disappointed in socialism and got an opportunity not hide this; others undertook efforts on rehabilitating the 'ideas of socialism' under the banner of a struggle with its 'misinterpreters' from a number of former party leaders; still others turned to capitalism. And it is necessary to say that the majority of people for the first time got acquainted with the capitalist way of life due to soup operas. One can understand that under these conditions neither in the Constitution of Belarus nor in the programs of the majority of parties the terms 'socialism' and 'capitalism' are used. But there is not third way, even in theory. What was offered as this was in the long run one of the familiar variants. That is why in mass conscience these terms are widely used, though they are not always filled with adequate content and are perceived differently. However, when as peculiar verbal stereotypes, they substantially impact the system of valuable preferences, the orientation and behavior of people. Taking into account the above mentioned, let us consider the distribution of people's answers to three questions, supposing systematic, global - from the point of view of the historic prospect of Belarus - choice.

What system is more acceptable for Belarus? 30.3 percent preferred capitalism, 46.4 percent preferred socialism.

Table 3. Distribution of answers to the questions of system-strategic choice (% of polled)

	
	1992
	1993
	1994

	Which system is more preferable for Belarus?

	Capitalism
	–
	31.6
	30.3

	Socialism
	–
	40.9
	46.4

	Other
	–
	13.7
	10.0

	NA
	–
	13.8
	13.3

	What would you choose?

	Market economy
	54.1
	54.1
	51.0

	Planned economy
	43.0
	42.2
	46.2

	NA
	2.9
	3.7
	2.8

	Which form of property is economically more effective, to your mind?

	State
	–
	–
	39.7

	Private
	–
	–
	45.9

	Others
	–
	–
	9.1

	NA
	–
	–
	5.3


The share of the supporters of the socialist way increased by 5.5 percent in 1994, but, as earlier, more than 13 percent refuse from the offered choice and 10 percent prefer some other system (more often this is called 'democracy', 'Swedish socialism' or the 'Chinese way'). These data confirm the trend of 'becoming left' of mass conscience as well as the fact that one fourth of the population did not want to look for the solution of the issue in the frame of old stereotypes.

What would you choose: planned or market economy? Here the number of market supporters prevails, though it 3.1 percent reduced since 1992 (from 5.4 to 51 percent). It we compare these data with the poll results in 1990, when 62.6 percent answered positively the question 'Do you personally support the transition to market economy?', we can state that the process of discrediting the market idea gives its results. This is confirmed by the lack of mass indignation by the policy of the government on the real "freezing" of chegue privatization, and by the presidential decree about stopping of investment fund activities, to which dozens of thousands of people of the republic have already entrusted their vouchers. Broad criticism of voucher privatization is launched in the media in two main directions:

1) estimation of the privatized property value - it is stated to be substantially reduced

2) stimulating role of shareholding (the acquisition of shares does not cause people to work better, they say).

It is evident that the first argument, even if it is just (though nobody prevents from indexation of the initial value and the chegue face-value), withdraws the public opinion from the essence of privatization. Privatization is necessary not for dividing assets but to surpass statist, to change the owner and the existing production relations - as for the issue 'shares (dividends) as labor stimulus', first, it is impossible to estimate a priori; secondly, neither domestic nor foreign experience permits to consider that acquiring of enterprise shares will reduce the worker's motivation. Another matter, that it is not the panacea, that other stimuli should be used at the same time, that a new management system is needed, etc. But the most dangerous thing is that similar "criticism" of voucher privatization (by the way, none of the responsible members of the government ever came out against it) does not propose anything better. It means that objectively it is directed against privatization as the main link of the whole complex of market reforms, popularizing perpetuation of total state property in Belarus.

Which form of property is economically more efficient, state or private? Apologetics of the state property is the more unclear that, as the poll showed, almost half of the population (45.6 percent versus 39.7 percent) is convicted that private property is economically more efficient, than state one. It can be explained by the fact that alienation phenomenon impacts most negatively the man namely under the conditions of state property, generates the effect of 'nobody's', ownerless, up to restrictionism.

Thus, the public opinion does not give a single answer to the question where to go? Socialist way has brought a lot of disappointment, capitalist way frightens with its demands, the strict estimation of personal investment. Former Ideologems and modern popularization of left parties prevent from accepting it. But it is enough to pass from the surface layers of mass conscience to the analysis of its more deep-lying structures, when we discover the stable gravity to rationalization, economic freedom, good labor payment etc, i.e., to the values which are immanent to the open society and market economy.

Let us take two examples.
1. When asked if they would like to work at a private enterprise (i.e., at capitalism according to the former Ideologems) only 21 percent of polled answered in negative, the rest 79 percent - in positive; 55 percent - in case of higher wages, 7.3 percent - if the work is according to their specialty and 16.7 percent - if they are offered.

2. Would you agree to go abroad to work? This question has been included into monitoring since 1992. The average annual number of positive answers comprised 62.3 percent.

How to live? Personal choice issue
During the time of transition Belarus as well as other post-communist countries go through today, the routine vital questions gain a special actuality for the majority of the people. How to adapt oneself to the changing conditions? How to provide a family with an acceptable material status? How to use one's professional skills better? etc. In the stable society such decisions are sooner tactical in terms that an individual accepts common principles of social life order as something given. In the time of transition - and here is one of its characteristics - personal choice in this or that way is related with some set of principal ideas (how social life should be arranged, what the state should do etc). But in another aspect, when personal choice should be made, those "intimate" mechanisms of psychological regulation of behavior (preference, expectation, aims), which can be latent and disguised in speeches on public, begin working in full power. Hence, the situation of choice was modeled in an anonymous poll (issues 1, 5 and 6 in Table 4). Alternative solution of the most urgent for every person issues (wages, social services, goods) was expected. One of the variants is traditional socialist, the other - new market one. Distribution of respondent answers is presented in Table 4. As seen, more than a half respondents prefer low wages when the job is guaranteed rather than high wages if there is any risk to lose the job. Such orientation considerably increased (6.2 percent) in 1994 versus 1993. As for goods supply and social services the majority just prefer the market variant. Although here as well pro-socialist orientations strengthened in 1994. Estimating the data presented, it is necessary to mind two moments:

1) the power of tradition and corresponding psychological pressing on people;

2) hindering market reforms.

Distributive socialist relations not only inserted into the conscience certain ideals of wages, social services and goods supply but actually abolished from life alternative variants for the people (except party nomenclature), at least legally. And the fact that today so many people prefer to solve these issues in the market way confirms, first of all, that deep-lying structures of psychological regulation (common sense among them) were not completely destroyed.

Table 4. Change dynamics of preferences and vital principles of the population in Belarus (in percent to the number of polled)

	
	1992
	1993
	1994

	What would you choose?

	High wages, but with the high risk to lose the job
	40.6
	48.1
	42.5

	Low wages, but job guaranteed
	56.7
	49.1
	55.3

	How should the state act in the present situation?

	Constantly rise wages and social payments to compensate price increase
	–
	–
	32.5

	Stop price increase even at the expense of temporary recession 

of production and unemployment growth
	–
	–
	65.8

	Should the state set limits on the personal income of the citizens?

	Yes
	–
	–
	32.5

	No
	–
	–
	66.5

	What vital principle is near to you?

	Individual: I adopt decisions myself, hope upon myself, responsible for my actions and decisions
	–
	–
	52.3

	Collective: I am ready to subject my personal interests to the public ones, I consider that the state must provide acceptable living standards for me
	–
	–
	47.1

	What would you choose?

	Wide choice of goods,, abundance of goods at high prices not accessible for everybody
	65.1
	68.1
	57.5

	Narrow choice, constant deficit of goods at accessible fixed prices
	31.3
	28.7
	40.3

	What would you choose?

	Social services free of charge (education,, health care etc) with a low level of service and without choice
	39.0
	28.7
	41.1

	Opportunity and necessity to choose social services of suitable quality at your own cost
	59.6
	68.8
	57.1


Hindering of reforms prolonged the state of uncertainty, prospect less, put at stake the survival of many people. Under these conditions the guaranteed minimum of means of existence, normalized 'card' distribution of goods, at least some access to social services become vitally important. Namely by this and not by principal observations can be explained the refusal of a part of people in 1994 from those alternative variants which they preferred in 1992 and 1993. Figuratively speaking, a man sees that the way ahead is closed, so he has to go back. Certainly, among the supporters of the 'return' there are people guided by ideological principles and following party directions and those who do not feel sure at the labor market. But if the reforms were being accomplished purposefully and gradually these groups' impact would decrease, while at present it increases.

People's estimation of the state part in the present situation is more definite: 66.5 percent are against state limits on people's income level and 65.8 percent - against compensation policy, preferring anti-inflation one. The government's attempt to find 'the golden middle' was not a success so far. High inflation level depreciates social payments and wages, and the population is catastrophically growing poor losing hopes to change the situation.

Answering the question how the social-economic situation in Belarus will change in the near future 65.4 percent said: for the worse; only 8.8 percent - for the best and 24.6 percent - stay unchanged.

Pessimistic forecast of the future causes the population to revise the inherited vital principles, gradual transition to the idea of subjectiveness - self-insurance and self-responsibility. At present, 52.3 percent consider the individual principle nearer to them according to which a man takes decisions himself, hopes only upon himself and is responsible for his actions and decisions. The collective principle, which was a political direction of the party and state before, is share by only 47.1 percent. It is relatively much for the new life but it is not enough to have delusions of state charity, wage-leveling and dependency.

Is power crisis overcome?
Power crises is one of the most unhealthy symptoms of the period in transition. It is the crisis that reveals the real nature of power as it is. It becomes clear that power is not an apparatus or force structures, not a threat of repressions and punishment, not attributes and symbols. The force of power is not in the fear or dependence on it, but in the trust of the people, in his readiness to subject, to fulfill the decisions of government bodies and officials. A historian will be sometimes greatly surprised how it happened that in Belarus and in other commonwealth countries a power crisis occurred, if these countries were not left for a day without corresponding local and central government bodies, more than that, their number has even increased.

The solution of the riddle is that between 1980s and 1990s the power lost people's confidence because of its irresponsible and unwise actions. At first the people refused in confidence to the CPSU and it had to refuse from its mission of 'the driving force' of the society (at the Plenary Meeting of the CPSU Central Committee in February 1990), then Kebich's government and the Supreme Soviet of Belarus suffered the same fate. The presidential form of government became "a ring-boy". But Kebich did not win and his government resigned. True, the Supreme Soviet, due to withdrawal of people's attention to the President elections avoided pre-time reflection. President Lukashenko undertook various steps to strengthen power, many of the President's team consider that the power crisis has already been overcome. Actually if you mind structural organization of government bodies, you can agree that it is strengthened. As for the restoration of people's confidence, it is better to ask the people.

Table 5. Estimation of work of upper government bodies (in percent to the number of polled)

	
	President
	Supreme Soviet
	Council of Ministers

	
	1993
	1994
	1993
	1994
	1993
	1994

	Bad
	–
	20.8
	34.4
	33.5
	36.8
	32.3

	Unsatisfactory
	–
	19.7
	34.5
	34.1
	32.7
	31.6

	Satisfactory
	–
	34.9
	25.3
	25.3
	24.1
	29.2

	Good
	–
	17.0
	2.6
	4.7
	3.0
	4.7

	Excellent
	–
	6.4
	0.6
	0.4
	0.7
	0.4

	NA
	–
	1.2
	2.5
	2.0
	2.6
	1.6

	Average
	–
	2.64
	1.93
	1.98
	1.90
	2.10


The poll showed that the average mark of President's work comprised 2.64 and 40.5 percent respondents considered it unsatisfactory. The marks of the Supreme Soviet and the Council of Ministers were somewhat higher in 1994 versus 1993 but all the same were unsatisfactory.

It will be possible to speak about the power crisis overcome (i.e., statically valuable level of acknowledgement of government bodies service) only when the average mark comprises more than 3.

President paid special allenton to the system of local self-management, creation of the so-called 'presidential vertical'. The necessity of the efficient vertical structure of government bodies and management is evident and undoubtful. The approach and the principles of realization of 70.2 percent respondents the head of the local executive government should be elected by all the population of the corresponding area. The way that was accomplished in Belarus - the appointment of the head of local executive power President only 14.2 percent support (and the election by the local Soviet 12.9 percent).

Having acted against people's will President weakened powerful beginning in the society rather than strengthened it, refusing from democratic procedures of forming the local self-government. Personal dependence of 'the appointed' to a large extent compensates the losses of the power potential, which is connected with it legitimacy on behalf of the electors.

According to the estimation of experts, among them there were 100 most competent and well-known experts in economics, politics, media, science and culture, it is necessary to widen considerably powers of the local government bodies.

Table 6. Experts' opinion of changing government structure powers (in percent to the number of polled)

	
	Do you consider it necessary to change powers 

of the following government structures?

	
	Widen
	Reduce
	Leave unchanged

	President
	12.2
	56.1
	23.5

	Supreme Soviet
	25.5
	10.2
	57.1

	Cabinet of Ministers
	43.9
	10.2
	34.7

	Ministries and departments
	19.4
	39.8
	25.5

	Local Soviets
	64.3
	12.2
	15.3


The first steps on the way to getting rid of prejudices
Prejudices as inadequate ideas of various sides of reality, public life, people's relation occur for different reasons, first of all, for a lack of information, alienation and conformity, characteristic of many people. Penetrating into the public conscience, prejudices fasten in it as social stereotypes (U.Lipman), presenting a schematized and simplified image of various phenomena, false viewpoint, one-sided and falsified knowledge in relation to which critical reflection, doubts are inadmissible.

Prejudices of daily life cannot probably be eliminated completely. But alongside with them social stereotypes of the 'theoretical' level were purposefully inserted into the mass conscience of the socialist society, i.e., some dogmatic statements, built on the postulates of belief rather than on reliable knowledge.

And nowadays in the public conscience of post-communist countries invisible, but difficult and extremely important, struggle takes place against former prejudices, entangled conscience, for rationalism, criticism and independence of thinking. This is a real spiritual Reformation, which can be compared by its force, complexity and value only with reformation of the 16th century when in the depths of feudalism a new society generated which required a new ideology and a new man.

One can judge about this process from the results of the accomplished sociological study.

Table 7. Distribution of answers to the questions from the sphere of former pseudo theoretical prejudiced (percent to the number of polled)

	Issues and variants of answers
	Number of answers (percent)

	Does the society need millionaires - very rich people?

	Yes, in any case
	14.5

	Yes, if the wealth is earned honestly
	45.7

	No, because it is impossible to become rich if you work honestly
	29.4

	No in any case
	8.6

	Other answers
	0.8

	What is your attitude to speculation?

	Surely positive
	3.3

	Rather positive than negative
	8.7

	Neutral
	27.9

	Rather negative than positive
	17.9

	Surely negative
	41.3

	Is private ownership of land admissible in Belarus?

	Yes
	72.5

	No
	27.0

	It is admissible for foreigners to possess land in Belarus?

	Yes
	20.7

	No
	78.9

	Do you want reconstruction of the USSR?

	Yes
	68.1

	No
	30.9

	Is it possible to reconstruct the USSR in the near future, what do you think?

	Yes
	39.6

	No
	59.6


Does the society need millionaires?
From the thesis of communist ideology about common social equality the banning of rich people is simply followed. On the other hand, with complication of production activity, science and technology development, the necessity in talented people was felt more and more, and the fact of unequal abilities, physical and psychic opportunities became more evident. One of the Soviet newspaper reporters said to the point that "the Union of Soviet Writers (more than 2,000 members could not substitute for Leo Tolstoy and create a work equal to 'War and Peace'". It was also impossible to substitute by collectiveness Sakharov, Korolyov, Tupolev, Rastropovich and other outstanding scientists, designers, musicians, artists, managers. It was necessary to stimulate them, materially too. And they were allowed to be rich (comparatively). True, under the condition that the wealth cannot be demonstrated. Party nomenclature and officials widely used this permission when the services and abilities were not mostly mentioned at all. This limited layer of rich people thoroughly worked out methods of disguising 'under the common people'. And more persistently inserted into the mass conscious the demands of blaming the wealth, immorality to wish it and at the same time disinterest, ascetizm, sacrificing the personal for the public were glorified etc.

And the fact that at present 60.2 percent of people consider that the society needs rich people means that one of the most serious and dangerous social stereotypes, according to which a rich man is a rogue, a traitor, a personal enemy and an anti-socialist element is destroyed. The ideological tinsel falls down, a sensible point of view is being formed, that the wealth, and, to be more precise, personal property, - is one of the most powerful stimuli of public recognition services of a person. But certainly, the public opinion cannot be indifferent to the ways of acquiring wealth. For the period in transition with its revelry of corruption, 'taking away what does not belong to you', using service position in one's own interests - this moment is very important. Therefore, 45.7 percent choose the generalized wording 'earned honestly'. 29.4 percent of respondents who consider that it is impossible to become wealthy with honest work reflected the residual deformation of mass conscience from the old prejudice impact. Yes, it was the case. In the sphere of mass professions nobody could exceed the 'ceiling', to earn a million, even having the highest qualification and working heroically. It is not a mere chance that among those who answered so 86 percent are elderly and middle-aged people and only 14 percent comprise youth.

It is known that psychological basis of a prejudice is generalization of the personal experience, and the given data confirm that. Among the polled are 8.6 percent of principal opponents of wealth - modern 'non-grabbers'. The fact that among them there are mostly pensioners and no young people are convinced in the sincerity of their position. It is only a pity, it contradicts the tendency of life itself, requiring efficient mechanism of labor motivation. And certainly, it disappoints supporters.

Attitude to speculation
Already in 1930s after elimination of New Economic Policy, the idea that 'speculation is a dangerous crime, harmful for the Soviet trade', that people involved in speculation have parasitic way of life enriching themselves at the cost of other people's labor' has steadily entered science and practice (see Juridical Reference Book for the People. Moscow, 1968, p. 420). To justify this understanding, it was necessary to introduce a special definition of this notion, different from that generally accepted. They began to call speculation "buying up and resale of goods with the aim of easy money" (see the same, p. 420). It is clear that if there is trade freedom in the society, buying up and resale cannot be classified as criminal actions.

The term 'easy money' instead of 'income', 'profit' is rather ethical than juridical and is counted on exerting of public indignation. However, this definition was introduced into the Criminal Code. In fact, it is only a verbal cover of state monopoly of trade. Having monopolized practically the whole sphere of trade and assortment of goods, fixing prices, establishing limits and stores etc, the state did not admit any competition in this field from private sector. The broad interpretation of the term 'speculation' was used just to hide the total state monopoly in the trade sphere. Naturally, mass conscience and public opinion have been captured by officially declared stereotypes for years. Only when in the late 1980s the fight with speculation was stopped, the sober approach to this problem began to be gradually formed. But soon some new standards in Belarus were accepted which reinforced the formed prejudices and fears. The care about a consumer is declared anew, not the one of preserving the state monopoly in trade. The issue of price liberalization is put off for an indefinite period of time, the private trade - those small sectors which appeared not in accordance with the state will, but despite it - is greatly discredited as speculation, because there is no legal basis and support of state bodies.

No wonder that 41.3 percent relate to speculation 'surely negatively', 17.9 percent - rather negatively than positively. This is five times more than those who see the positive sense in this phenomenon (12 percent) and 2 times more than those who relate to it neutrally (27.9 percent).

In what do people see the difference between speculation and trade? 19 percent of the polled consider speculation to be the resale of goods; 16.2 percent - dishonest trade; 6.2 illegal bargains; 1.7 percent - mediator activity; 0.9 percent - deficit trade. And only 18.2 percent have learnt that speculation and trade are in fact the same. And that is the case if we have free trade. If the state abolishes the trade monopoly, neither buying goods nor resale, nor mediation, nor deficit trade (there will be simply no deficit) will be considered criminal. All this is a natural display of agreement relations in the sphere of exchange. As for understanding of the speculation as 'dishonest trade', first, any purchase is a sort of a bargain, and monopoly just opens an opportunity to increase the price etc; secondly, a wish to deceive a customer is a widely spread phenomenon at present both in state shops and in private ones. It can be stopped, first of all, by a proper system of information of people. This is the first and the most important step in the protection of the consumers' rights, from which the state abstains for some reasons. The responsibility for the fraud of customers if foreseen by the Criminal Code and if many offenders manage to avoid it, it is mostly because the state here, as well as in many other spheres, controls itself.

And, finally, 'illegal bargains'. If we use the term 'speculation' in this field, it could mean just these cases. And in free trade limits and bans on buying and sale of some goods such as, for example, drugs, arms, poisons etc can occur. This sort of bargains is a crime and it can be called speculation.

The Presented answers show that the majority of the polled mean the former stereotypes. And these ideas of mass conscience is fertile soil for justifying the state monopoly on trade.

Private ownership of land
The analysis shows that among all the socialist prejudices the one according to which the private ownership of land is inadmissible is overcome faster than the others. Mass collectivization of the 1930s (in Western Belarus - 1950s) took land away from individual peasants and eliminated them as a social layer. The land became state property. Property of collective farms, which was declared independent, has never had the legal status. A collective farm did not own land; in the similar manner rural residents did not own their plots and city dwellers - their cottage plots.

The CPSU programmed was aimed at the elimination of property of collective farms and confirm unique national property. There were strict bans on the purchase and sale of plots of land; land was not considered to be merchandise.

In accordance with these directions public consciousness was transformed. The theses about the exploiter essence of landowners, about the bourgeois nature of individual peasants, about the inacceptable way of private farming, about high effectiveness of collective and state farms and agricultural and industrial unions etc were imposed into people's minds when they still were children. Life proved different. State-owned land became 'nobody's' property which was at the disposal of disabled bureaucracy appointed by administration, labor productivity in collective farms reduced, young people left villages, the barbarian upset of the ecological balance threatened with a global catastrophe. By the 1980s it became clear that land is too important a physical and spiritual value to be treated irresponsibly and thriftlessly. A poll in 1990 showed that 57.1 percent were for private ownership of land. In 1994, as can be seen from Table 7, such people numbered 72.5 percent. These data confirm that the former prejudice of mass conscience is mostly overcome. Unfortunately, political solutions of these issues have been significantly dragged out. The first sprouts of the farming movement were localized, many farms which were deprived of moral and financial support stopped their existence; there is no standard base for land circulation as merchandise, even the declared privatization of cottage plots is postponed.

Only 29.7 percent of the polled gave positive answers to the question if it was permissible for foreigners to own land in Belarus. Here the old stereotype is seen (they will seize it, put the signs 'private property' and exploit people).

On the possibility to restore the USSR
The attitude of Belarusian people to the former Soviet Union is not homogeneous. On the one hand, there is the understanding that it was a strictly centralized system when even the recipe of a cake or the repertoire of a local theatre had to be approved by Moscow with a compulsory 'present' to the authorities; that local conditions or national peculiarities were not taken into consideration. And on the other hand, there was a common national economic system with a certain distribution of labor, supplies, sale, common labor standards etc.

The first argument was not well-known to the common people, but as for the second one, it is perceived with nostalgia due to the present crisis. In 1990, when even the bravest visionary could not predict the collapse of the USSR, Belarusian answered the following to the question 'What future of the USSR do you stand for?': 15.1 percent were for the preservation of the state which existed; 37 percent were for a renewed federation of the republics; 45.5 percent were for a confederation and complete independence of the republics; 2.4 percent were of different opinions.

As we see, the trend of mass conscience towards the introduction of  changes into the Union treaty in order to overcome strict competition, extend independence of the republics and local self-government is displayed very clearly.

At present 68.1 percent of Belarusians would like the USSR to be restored, but only 39.6 percent believe that this may happen in the near future. Studies show that the integrative expectations of the population are all the more connected with the economic alliance of independent partners of the EU type rather than with a political amalgamation.

The attitude of the Belarusian population to privatization
The transformation of the forms of property by means of privatization is the key factor to accomplish the economic reform, establish the open, multi-tenor, market economy in order to provide growth in the efficiency of production, to create a new labor motivation mechanism and improve the living standards.

Privatization in Belarus has a number of specific features. Firstly, the actions of the former and the present governments leave no doubt that some steps (mostly declarations) in this direction are caused by rather than based on a clear understanding of the essence and advantages of privatization. Hence, we have the unnecessary criticism of Russian 'voucherisation' ("it would be better [for whom?] if they did not carry it out"); demonstration of independence of international organizations offering assistance; a lack of explanatory work among the population; no desire to study the experience of the successful privatization in the Checz Republic and other countries; different fears; the concealing of information and the encouragement (by the former government) of privatization by separate groups of society; the provision of plots of land and extremely profitable credits (before the devaluation of the Belarusian rubel in 1992) to the 'necessary' people; bans on turning such large enterprises as MAZ and some others into joint stock ventures; the suspension of the operation of investment funds (instead of exerting control) etc. Secondly, political games of Left parties around privatization: a wish to prove that it gives nothing to a person, that the evaluation of assets was made wrong and that state property is more effective that private. Thirdly, insufficient knowledge by people of the objectives of privatization and of the corresponding standards. For example, only 24 percent of people are familiar with the laws on privatization and as for resolutions of the government, the majority of people simply did not hear of such, because these were not published. Finally, indifference of people to the policy of the state in this sphere, which is caused by a lack of information about that, and their reluctance to subscribe to vouchers. The poll showed that at the moment of being asked 14.7 percent of people received privatization vouchers, 14 percent were preparing documents; 44 percent were going to prepare documents and 26.2 percent did not have vouchers and were not going to. We can state that the history does not have anything like that. The government achieved its goal - people turned away from privatization, which formed a favorable situation for the elimination of privatization. The first initiative of the President was to discuss this issue at the referendum, but because the number of people has considerably increased lately, it became clear that people would vote for privatization and he had to replace this question for a different one.

The intentions of people to use their share of assets (privatization vouchers)

How would Belarusian people use their privatization vouchers? It is clear that 12.7 percent did not answer tha question and 33.5 percent did not know how they would use them. Among those who thought about this, 29.7 percent supposed to do that independently, 14.4 percent wanted to give the right to use the vouchers to their relatives or friends, and only 6.5 percent were ready to entrust their vouchers to privatization funds.

Table 8. The intentions of people to use their share of the privatized assets (percentage-wise to the number of the polled)

	
	How would you like to use your share (the privatization voucher) in Belarus?

	
	1992
	1994

	Invest into my own business
	15.3
	13.2

	Become a shareholder of the enterprise at which I work
	11.4
	9.5

	Buy or build a house
	33.8
	18.5

	Buy land
	17.5
	10.8

	Buy securities (stocks etc)
	16.9
	11.4

	Turn into cash money
	2.1
	8.0

	Present to children or relatives
	17.7
	22.9

	Use for other purposes
	0.7
	5.9


The issue of the intentions to use their share of the privatize state assets is perceive by people as virtual. Many say, "If this were possible, then...." Between 1992 and 1994 there happened certain changes in the intentions. The number of people who wanted to use their voucher to buy or build a house decreased from 33.8 to 18.5 percent. This seems to be connected with a relative decrease in the voucher value (while the prices of housing increased greatly) and an indefinite law on the possibilities to use vouchers. The number of those who wanted to buy land decreased by 6.7 percent, securities - by 5.5 percent and shares of their enterprises - by 1.9 percent. All this is explained by the same reasons. In contrast, the number of people who are ready to sell their vouchers or leave them by the last will increased from 17.7 percent to 22.7 percent. These figures prove that people have lost their belief in privatization, to be more precise, in the readiness of the government to solve this problem.

The problem of personal savings of individuals
The high rate of inflation and a lack of proper state policy concerning private investment dictate rather strict conditions in respect to personal savings. At least, at the moment of the poll the majority of people preferred to invest their savings into hard currency - 51.2 percent, 18.5 percent - into article of precious metals and 6.1 percent - into antiquities. 8 percent of people intended to save their money in the Savings Bank, 4.7 percent - in commercial banks, 2.5 percent were going to acquire state securities, 8.9 percent - stocks and other securities of enterprises and organizations; 3.8 percent - in Belarusian cash. The tendency is evident: people simply try to save the money they have to make purchases. At the same time, the investment potential of people is great. According to some data, people have more than $2 billion in cash. However, the government cannot find a way to attract this money into circulation. Meanwhile, people have learnt sad lessons and perceive these efforts of the state with suspicion and disbelief.

Privatization limits
The data of Table 9 show that people are very far from totally refusing the state its status of an institute with its own property. Complete privatization as it happened with total nationalization and collectivization is supported by society. When asked what part of assets should be left to the state 43.9 percent of people said that this should be 30 percent, 21.9 percent - 40 percent, 28.2 percent - 50 percent and 6 percent found it difficult to answer. On the average, people leave 38 percent of assets to the state. The polled people consider that the priority spheres of privatization are:

1. services - 36.7 percent of people stand for their complete and 45.6 percent for their partial privatization;

2. medium and small industrial enterprises - 34.4 and 49 percent correspondingly;

3. trade - 24.7 percent and 51.9 percent;

4. agriculture - 24 percent and 50.8 percent.

Table 9. What are the limits of privatization in the following spheres?

	
	Completely
	Partially

	Large and medium industrial enterprises
	10.6
	41.0

	Medium and small industrial enterprises
	34.4
	49.0

	Agriculture
	24.0
	50.8

	Services
	36.7
	45.6

	Trade
	24.7
	51.9

	Medicine
	8.6
	44.5

	Education
	6.6
	42.7

	Defense industry
	6.1
	13.5

	Transport and communication
	9.1
	47.5

	Radio and television
	11.6
	48.6

	The press (newspapers and magazines)
	16.0
	47.7


This process should be held more carefully in defense industry, education, medicine, transport and communication. As for large industry, 10.6 percent consider complete privatization admissible and 41 percent - partial; radio and TV - 11.6 and 48.6 percent correspondingly, the press - 16 percent and 47.7 percent. In other words, people think that in all the aforementioned spheres, including defense industry, medicine, education and others, there is a real possibility, i.e., objects and subdivisions which can be now privatized. There should not be any branches principally closed for privatization. Certainly, this is difficult sometimes to take into account all the aspects and conduct analytical, information and preparatory work.

Table 10. What should be financed from the state budget?

	
	Completely
	Partially

	Army
	82.7
	12.1

	Militia
	73.2
	19.5

	Courts
	66.7
	23.8

	Road construction
	37.5
	52.9

	Agriculture
	26.0
	57.9

	Higher and secondary schools
	62.3
	32.1

	Radio and TV
	31.1
	55.9

	Foodstuffs industry
	29.0
	52.5

	Hospitals
	74.6
	21.6

	Theatres
	33.3
	46.3

	Libraries
	54.8
	35.3

	Science
	62.5
	30.0


Many spheres traditionally financed from the state budget, to the mind of the polled, could pass on to partial self-financing. To do this, it is necessary to be independent of the state structures, to have private and shareholding property etc. The experience of the establishment of educational institutions of the new type - on the commercial basis - showed that there are possibilities to do that.

Growth of absenteeism
Absenteeism, i.e., the refusal to participate in the election, is a new phenomenon in Belarus. In the former USSR the participation close to 100 percent was a usual thing. A refusal was considered an open demonstration of disloyalty and sometimes even an anti-socialist position. Neither the public nor international organizations controlled the work of electoral district, but those who were interested in the results.

The poll showed that in the first round of the presidential elections 15.8 percent of voters did not come to vote. 4.7 percent crossed out all the candidates and 1.6 percent had no answer. The distribution of votes shown by the polled was unexpected. Lukashenko takes first place with 32.4 percent of votes of the polled and 36.8 percent of the votes of voters. Second place is taken by Poznyak, third by Shushkevich, with Kebich who, as we know, took part in the second round ranking only fourth. If we consider these data in the light of the declared facts (for example, a bag with unfilled ballot-papers found after the elections), we again are confronted with a question as to how strictly the procedure and the results of the elections were controlled.

In the second round 27.9 percent did not vote, 8.5 percent crossed out all the candidates and 5.6 percent did not give any answer. 46.8 percent of the polled voted for Lukashenko and 74.3 percent of voters. As we see, the number of votes for Lukashenko is close to the officially declared and this may be considered as an indirect proof of the reliability og the figures of the poll. Certainly, as for those voting for Kebich, 'an effect of forgetfulness' is not excluded, especially of those who voted situationally.

Table 11. Electorate activity at the presidential elections (1994) and readiness to participate in the elections to the Supreme Soviet

	Candidates
	For whom did you vote at the presidential elections?

	
	1st round
	2nd round

	Did not vote
	15.8
	27.9

	Crossed out all
	4.7
	8.5

	Did not answer
	1.6
	5.6

	A.Dubko
	4.2
	–

	V.Kebich
	12.5
	11.2

	A.Lukashenko
	32.4
	46.8

	V.Novikov
	2.3
	–

	Z.Poznyak
	13.6
	–

	S.Shushkevich
	12.9
	–

	Answer
	Will you participate in the elections 

to the Supreme Soviet of Belarus?

	Yes
	46.2

	No
	23.5

	Do not know
	28.8

	Did not answer
	1.5


Only 46.2 percent of the polled showed their readiness to take part in the elections to deputies of the Supreme Soviet of Belarus at the moment of the poll. Surely, this figure will change under the impact of the election campaign and the referendum being held at the same time. However, the forecast level of absenteeism is so high that there is a real threat of a break-down of the elections, especially in the second round. Absenteeism is caused by several reasons, but the major one is the loss of confidence in the governmental bodies, the refusal of voters to support the present political course. Undoubtfully, for many voters the refusal means a protest against the irresolution in pursuing the reforms, which drags out the state of uncertainty and demobilizes people.

The distinctions between the social groups in their support for the principles of the market economy
The data given in Table 12 show that men support the principles of the open market economy more than women. Distinctions of percent distributions are valuable at the level of p=0.05 on all the issues but choice of social services. Here men and women equally prefer paid services of good quality (59.6 and 56.8 percent of the polled). Distinctions between educational groups reach a divisible value: this means that they two and more times differ from each other. The general tendency is as follows: the higher the level of education, the greater the support for the market economy principles. Thus, if the abundance of goods at market prices is supported by 35.8 percent of respondents with incomplete secondary education, in the group of higher and vocational secondary education - 75 percent. The same thing is observed in all other positions. Undoubtedly, all these distinctions are explained by different vital resources of these groups.

No less considerable are the distinctions between age groups. 60.4 percent of young people consider capitalism more acceptable for Belarus, and only 28 percent consider socialism. At the same time, among pensioners 84.2 percent are for socialism.

With the increasing of the social status, the support of market principles grows. It is enough to point out that among the managers 66.7 percent consider the private property more effective and only 14.4 percent - the state property, among experts 58.9 and 24.4 percent correspondingly, among employees - 51.4 and 37.7 percent, among high-skilled workers - 49.7 and 40.5 percent, among low-skilled workers - 38.5 and 48.2 percent. It is difficult to believe that low-skilled workers could better evaluate the effectiveness of property forms than managers. Comparing the answers of respondents, we see that the social status has certain impact on them.

As for the region, we can say the following. Firstly, no considerable distinctions between the 'East' and the 'West' in connection with the market have been discovered. Secondly, in the market orientations of people two poles are marked out. One of these, market (the majority of votes), is Minsk, and the other pole, anti-market and pro-socialist, is in Gomel and its region. The position of the residents of Gomel is explained not by political considerations, but by the extremely complicated situation which resulted after the Chernobyl disaster. The population of the region really need social assistance and relate their expectations with the state. All the other regions of the Republic are distributed within the range of these two conventional poles.

The impact of the party position on the perception of the principles of the market economy
A poll of the public opinion gives an opportunity to analyze the distinction in the perception and appraisals of the market economy principles by the supporters of various political parties and movements. Those respondents can be attributed to this or that party supporters who were ready to vote at the forthcoming elections for the representatives of these parties. At the moment of the poll 35.9 percent were ready to vote for the representatives of the BPF, 28.3 percent - for the Party of Communists, 21.3 percent - for the Belarusian Peasants' Party, 13.8 percent - for the United Democratic Party, 8.2 percent - for the Belarusian Social-Democratic Gromada, 10.5 percent - for the Party of People's Concord, 4.2 percent - for the Slavic Assembly 'Belaya Rus', 7.1 percent - for the National Democratic Party, 5.6 percent for the BCDC, 5 percent - for the Belarusian Scientific and Production Congress, 17.7 percent - for the Agrarian Party, 14.9 percent - for the 'Green' Party, 9.1 percent - for the Party of Beer Lovers, 13.6 percent - for the Republican Party of Labor and Justice, 10.0 percent - for the Socialist Party, 6.3 percent - for the Part of All-Belarusian Unity and Concord (PAUC), 19.2 percent - for the People's Movement of Belarus (PMB), 5.0 percent - for the LDPB, 6.2 percent - for the Humanitarian Party and 9.7 percent - for the Labor Party.

Among the 22 named parties and movements, more than half of the supporters of three parties (PCB, APB and SP) chose the planned economy. At the same time, 70.3 percent of the supporters of the Humanitarian Party, 75.9 percent - of the Party of Beer Lovers, 71.4 percent of the 'Green' Party, 70.9 percent - of the PDPB, 70.8 percent - of the BSDG, 67.7 percent - of the UDPB, 66.7 percent - of the PPC, 61.3 percent - of the BPF are for the market economy.

Respondents' opinion about what system is more acceptable for Belarus significantly differs. For socialism are the supporters of the PCB (73.2 percent), the Socialist party (71.2 percent), the Republican Rarty of Labor and Justice (50.8 percent), the Agrarian Party (50 percent), the DSPS (42.2 percent), the Peasants' Party (48.9 percent), and the Labor Party of Belarus (47.9 percent). For capitalism are the supporters of the Party of Beer Lovers - 60.2 percent, the BSDG - 51.7 percent, the Belarusian Scientific and Production Congress - 47.9 percent, the PPC - 45.8 percent, the UDPB - 44.8 percent, the 'Green' Party - 41.9 percent, the National-Democratic Party of Belarus - 44.7. The votes of the supporters of all other parties distributed approximately equally, with the difference of 10 percent. For example, among the supporters of the BPF 41 percent are for capitalism, 35.7 percent - for socialism, the Belarusian Christian-Democratic Party - 42.7 and 37.8 percent correspondingly, the Party of All-Belarusian Unity and Concord - 40.2 and 39.1, the Ecological Party - 39.1 and 37.0, the LDPB - 43.8 and 32.9, the Humanitarian Party - 40.7 and 38.5, the People's Movement of Belarus - 40.8 and 40.8, the Slavic Assembly 'Belaya Rus' - 32.3 and 43.5. The summarized data on the whole massive show that if there were a referendum on this issue, none of the variants would pass. For capitalism would vote 30.3 percent, 4.2 - for the democratic structure, 1.2 percent - for Swedish socialism, 46.4 percent - for socialism and 14 percent do not have any idea.

The answers to the question as to which form of property is more effective distributed almost similarly. State property - 63.7 percent of the PCB supporters, 58.9 percent of Socialists; private property - 70.7 percent of the supporters of the Party of Beer Lovers, 63.5 percent of Humanitarians, 64.1 percent of the supporters of the PDPB, 63.1 percent of the supporters of the 'Green' Party, 62.5 percent of the supporters of the BSDG, 59.8 percent of the supporters of the PAUC, 58.4 percent of the supporters of the Ecological Party, 57.2 percent of the supporters of the UDPB, 61.4 percent of the supporters of the PPC, 57.5 percent of the supporters of the BPPC, 55.7 percent of the supporters of the BPF, 54.8 percent of the supporters of the LDPB, 54.8 percent of the supporters of the PMB.

Among the supporters of different parties, for low wages at a guaranteed work most actively speak those of the PCB (67.1 percent) and the Socialist Party (68.5 percent) and also of the LPB (57.0 percent), the RPLC (57.8), the BCP (57.6), the APB (55.2) and the Humanitarian Party (54.9). For high wages though with the risk of losing a job are the supporters of the BSPS (61.6 percent), the Party of Beer Lovers (69.9), the BSDG (57.5), the UDPB (55.7), the 'Green' Party (55.8), the Ecological Party (50.2), the LDPB (54.8), the PPC (53.6).

For state limits on personal income of people were 32.5 percent, against - 66.5 percent. The distinctions among the parties on this issue are insignificant: only the members of the PCB and the Socialist Party, more than other parties, support the state limitation of personal income, 44.7 and 45.2 percent correspondingly.

The answers to the question about the state policy in the price sphere distributed similarly. Thus, 32.5 percent of the polled consider that the state should constantly increase wages and social payments (pensions, grants, benefits) in order to compensate price-rise to people. But the majority (65.8 percent) considers that under the present situation the state should try to stop the price-rise, even by means of temporary production recession and unemployment growth. The distinctions between the supporters of different parties are insignificant.

Answering the question as to what vital principle is closer to you, 52.3 percent admitted that they rely on themselves and are responsible for their actions, i.e., they follow the principle of individualism. 47.1 percent of the polled support the collective principle. They are ready to subject their own interests to the state ones and at the same time they consider that the state should provide the acceptable living standards for them. The collective principle is close to the supporters of the PCB (61.7 percent) and the Socialist Party (56.8), individual principle - the BSPS (61.1), the Party of Beer Lovers (70.7) and the Humanitarian Party (63.7).

As for the commodity market, only among the supporters of two parties, the PCB and the Socialist Party, the small majority support the second option, 57.3 and 50.7 percent correspondingly, the real mostly prefer the first option, i.e., the rich choice of goods at market prices.

The respondents' answers about social services distributed approximately in the same way. The majority (57.1 percent) prefer the possibility and necessity to choose social services of acceptable quality for their own money. 41 percent, as before, are ready to receive social services free (education, health care etc) of low quality and without choice. Unpaid services are mostly supported by the members of such parties as the PCB, the Socialist Party (47.3), the BPF (41.2) and the Slavic Assembly 'Belaya Rus' (41.9).

Distinctions in the supporters' attitude to millionaires and in the appraisals of speculation differ significantly. The supporters of such parties as the PCB (56.5 percent of negative answers), the Socialist Party (47.3), the RPLC (36.7), the BPP (38.9) and the APB (38.4) have the most negative attitude to the rich. Higher than the average is the degree of in acceptance of speculation among the supporters of the PCB (77 percent), the DSPS (60.3), the Socialist Party (68.5) and the RPLC (60).

Quite definitely the impact of the party position of the respondents was demonstrated when they answered the question about the restoration of the USSR and private ownership of land. 68.1 percent of all of the polled are for the restoration, 30.9 percent - against. Among the supporters of the Socialist Party - 89 percent, the PCB - 86.7, the LPB - 79.6, the RPLC - 72.4, the Slavic Assembly 'Belaya Rus' - 75.8, the LDPB - 72.6. If we compare these figures with the answers of the supporters of the BSDG (40 percent), the BPF (51.5), the 'Green' Party (53.1), the Party of Beer Lovers (48.9), the UDPB (57.7), we shall notice significant difference.

However, the majority (59.6 percent) do not see any real opportunity of restoring the USSR in the near future. 40.1 percent of the supporters of the PCB and 39.7 percent of those of the Socialist Party share this opinion. The poll showed that at present over two thirds (72.5 percent) of Belarusian people consider private ownership of land possible, 20.7 percent agree to let foreigners own land in Belarus. There are no absolute opponents of private ownership of land. For example, 56.8 percent of the supporters of the PCB answered positively, 62.3 - of the Socialist Party, 78.5 - of the DSPS, 78.5 - of the LPB, 74.8 - of the APB. For the provision of the right to own land to foreigners spoke 36.8 percent of the supporters of the Party of Beer Lovers, 32.5 - of the BSDG, 30 - of the 'Green' Party, 28.9 - of the UDPB, 27.4 - of the BSPC.

Speaking about significant distinctions in the positions of the supporters of the largest parties and movements in Belarus on the key issues of market relations, we cannot but mention the likeness and coincidence of the opinions on such issues as local self-government, trust in the mass media, the recognition of the Russian language as the state one, general appraisal of the situation in the Republic. For example, 70.2 percent of the polled consider that the head of local administration should be elected by all the population of the corresponding area, only 14.2 percent support the so-called 'presidential vertical' and 12.7 percent - the election by a local Soviet. Such answers were given by practically all the supporters except the LDPB, 28.8 percent of which supported the appointment of local leaders by the President.

12.7 percent completely trust the mass media, 73.7 - sometimes, 12.4 - do not trust. This distribution does not depend on the party position of respondents.

70.6 percent gave positive answers to the question if it is necessary to give the Russian language the status of the second state language in Belarus. In all parties the majority said 'yes', among these the BPF - 60.9 percent, the BSDG - 51.7 the PAUC - 63, the PPC - 60.1, the UDPB - 69.7.

The general estimation of the situation in Belarus is simple: 72.1 percent say that it is worse than two years ago, 17.3 - without changes and only 9.5 say it has improved.

There are no significant distinctions among the supporters of different parties.

Conclusions
The undertaken analysis allows making the following conclusions:

1. Mass conscience of Belarusian people is contradictory, unstable and current. There are two opposite tendencies in it: 1) the orientation at market reforms, support for the principles of free market economy and the aspiration to advance these; 2) the in acceptance of the principles of the market economy, search for arguments which would prove 'unnecessity' of market reforms in Belarus, apologetics of the administrative system, calls to move backwards and restore the 'achievements' of socialism etc. Furthermore, part of people are in the state of uncertainty, do not have their own position, orientate themselves to the situation or are influenced by some other people (more often by their administrators, especially this concerns low-educated rural people).

2. The strategy of quiet modernization, pursued by the former government, brought to the hindering of the reform which had just begun and to a serious discrediting of the market idea. The quasi-market which was formed in Belarus provokes corruption, swindle during privatization, criminal behavior and, consequently, it entails the increasing negative perception of the social and economic situation.

3. The 'Left relapse' in mass conscience becomes noticeable. Monitoring polls showed that in 1990 only 8.1 percent of people wanted to return the former administrative system whereas this figure was 18.3 percent in 1992 and 21.3 percent in 1994.

4. At the same time the other tendency is mass psychology is opposed to the 'Left relapse' - an increase of social impatience as an insistent expectation of changes for the better. Such expectations are orientated not to the backward movement, but to the movement ahead - along the way of the countries with the developed market economy.

5. The problem of the choice of the way of Belarusian development remains as difficult for mass conscience as for many politicians. Mostly emotional perception of such notions as socialism, capitalism etc creates the phenomenon of a labyrinth. Thus, the majority chooses the market economy and considers private property more effective than state property, but answering the question as to what system is more acceptable for Belarus 31.6 percent choose capitalism and 40.9 percent - socialism.

6. At the same time we cannot but count that the aspiration to economic freedom increases in mass conscience, to rationalism, decent remuneration of labor, i.e., to the values which are immanent for open society with the free market economy. This is proven by the fact that 70.0 percent would like to work at a private enterprise, and more that 60 percent would agree to work abroad.

7. The power crisis as a loss of people's confidence which arose in the early 1990s is not yet overcome. Low (lower than the average) appraisals (marks) of the activity of the government given by people, and the general pessimistic forecast of changes in the situation prove this: 65.4 percent consider that the situation will become worse. The reinforcement of the powers undertaken by the President through the appointment of the leaders of local governments (the 'presidential vertical') contradicts people's expectations: 79.2 consider that the leaders of local executive power should be elected by the population of the corresponding area.

8. Restraining policy of mass privatization, information vacuum on the essence of privatization, standards, positive experience etc generated people's indifference to the statements by the government and to privatization vouchers. At the moment of the poll, only 14.7 percent subscribed to vouchers, 14 percent were preparing the necessary documents, 44 percent were going to do this, and 26.2 percent did not subscribe to vouchers and were not going to. People turned away not from voucher privatization, but from that 'sly' policy which has been pursued on this issue since 1990.

9. Only 46.2 percent of the polled expressed their readiness to take part in the elections to the Supreme Soviet. In this way people express their protest against the hindering of the reforms, which creates real threat of a break-down of the elections, especially in the second round.

10. The principles of the free market economy are more actively supported by:

a) manager, by comparison with other status categories;

b) experts and high-skilled workers, by comparison with employees and low-skilled workers;

c) men rather than women;

d) young people rather than pensioners;

e) supporters of democratic parties rather than those of Left parties.

The majority of the supporters of the market economy live in Minsk and the least number in Gomel and the region. The position of residents of Gomel can be explained by the difficulties in overcoming the consequences of the Chernobyl disaster and their expectation of assistance on the part of the state.

11. The comparison of the views and appraisals of the supporters of different parties and movements shows that the distinctions between them, which are connected with their attitude to the principles of the market economy, are statistically significant, i.e., they are caused not by spontaneous factors, but by the political position of respondents.

12. At the same time, on a number of issues which are not directly related to market reforms and the structure of the state and society, the views of respondents are close or even coincide.

13. It should be noted that the positional conscience of the supporters of specific parties is rather contradictory and unstable. This is confirmed by the following: Among the supporters of the BPF 34.9 percent choose the planned economy and among those of the UDPB - 29.4 percent; 28.5 percent of the PCB are for the market economy. These are signs of unformed and changing conscience, for which spontaneous choices are the most usual, even during voting.

The presented report contains the following recommendations

1. When elaborating and implementing specific directions of market transformations in Belarus, we should more comprehensively consider the state of mass consciousness of different social groups and the mood and expectations of the population.

2. An information system on the quality of goods, prices etc. should be created in order to protect consumers and advance to a civilized commodity market.

3. In view of a worsening situation of less well-off groups of the population a reform of the provision of pensions should be effected, and market mechanisms related to mortgaging of the privatized housing, personal plots and dachas, the acquisition of shares, preferential taxation etc should be applied on a larger scale.

4. The formation of the labor market requires pursuing of an adequate policy in the field of employment, which includes the provision of unemployment allowances on a level with the subsistence standards, the retraining of redundant labor, the organization of public work, the stimulation of enterprise creating new jobs and favorable conditions for leaving abroad to work.

5. The state program of the elimination of the consequences of the Chernobyl disaster should shift from privilege, compensation and charity forms of rendering help to the population to the rehabilitation of the contaminated territories.

6. In order to organize a more successful advancement of the principles of the market economy, there should be a clear system of explanatory work and propaganda of the experience of reform in the Czech Republic and other countries.

7. The mass media should organize direct discussions between the adherents and opponents to market reform in order to educate the population and overcome social stereotypes in perceiving new phenomena.

8. There should be organized access of all those interested to all instructions regulating market relations. The latter should be published as a separate collection with necessary comment.

9. The Supreme Soviet should draft and adopt necessary legislation in order to effect market reform in Belarus.

