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In order to improve results in the agricultural sector, the Belarusian authorities have
adopted different types of policies—which can be qualified as “paternalistic”—aiming
to reform the behaviours of individuals. This article documents the way paternalist
practices targeting Belarusian rural areas are not only a heritage from the Soviet
past but also introduce forms of innovation, folklorization and nationalization of this
Soviet legacy. The article is based on ethnographic evidence (observations and around
forty interviews) gathered in rural Belarusian areas during visits undertaken over two
periods (2006-2009 and 2012-2013) and on statistics and news articles. Recognising
exemplary workers, raising the moral standards of professional and social life, and
folklorizing the rural world can be seen at local level. An ethnographic approach in
the Belarusian countryside allowed the authors to draw a picture of various meaningful
practices. the promotion of tradition, a civilizing guardianship, the disciplining of the
body, reputation, exemplariness and penalties. The paternalist practices implemented on
the kolkhozes (collective farms) are not only a continuation of Soviet-era conditions but
have also introduced a number of innovations. The promotion of traditional rural culture
and the theatrical appearances of Belarusian folklore, seen as manifesting skills and
know-how from a long national history, are novelties. Still another type of innovation in
rural paternalism was set up by religious leaders, in close collaboration with the local
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administration. Then the authors analyse the paternalism at a national level. They focus
on the history, the organization and the functions of Dozhinki, the national agrarian
festival developed under the President Lukashenko s regime. These festivals derive their
characteristics from three different modes of politics. First, they are used to modernize
infrastructure and channel investment towards rural areas in difficulty. Next, they
evidence a shift in the way power is staged and put on show by the authorities. Stress is
laid on the regime s roots in farming, displaying its successes in rural areas. Lukashenko
has given them the dimensions of a full-blown national festival, one emblematic of the
ideology of the newly-independent republic. Finally, Dozhinki are also a public, media-
driven manifestation of paternalist practices encouraged by the regime. Awarding prizes
to the best workers is a continuation of the awards of labour medals, certificates and
other rewards from the Soviet period.

Keywords: paternalism, Belarusian model, kolkhoz, folklore, fight against alcoholism,
national festival, Dozhinki

Belarus has a special place in public and academic debate in Russia. The country
sometimes appears to provide an inverted mirror image of the reforms carried out in Russia
and is presented by some commentators as a system which has been able to transform
itself, preserve the benefits of the Soviet century and protect the population from the
consequences of introducing a market economy. A number of Russian experts opposed
to liberalization such as Sergei Kara-Murza, Alexander Cipko and Roi Medvedev claim
that the Belarusian model has enabled ‘a gradual exit from communism, at the same time
treating the population gently’ [Karbalévitch 2012, pp. 407-408]. The example of rural
areas is particularly significant here. While it has been said that the price of the recovery
of Russian agriculture has been the ‘proletarianization’ [4//ina-Pisano 2008, p. 189]
of those living in the countryside, the ‘Belarusian model’ [Medvedev 2010] is said to
show that the recovery of this economic sector is possible if rural populations continue
to be supervised and protected. This article documents the way that paternalist practices
targeting Belarusian rural areas not only reflect the heritage from the Soviet past but also
introduce forms of innovation, folklorization and nationalization of this Soviet legacy.
By way of introduction, it is important to clarify the situation of Belarusian
agriculture and to situate their paternalist practices within the overall system of policies
targeting the Belarusian countryside. In the last days of the Soviet Union, agriculture was
a major economic sector in Belarus, but it has seen its importance decline considerably
over the last 25 years. Agriculture’s share of GNP has been in decline since the Soviet
era. It was 22.7% in 1990 and 7.9% in 2012'. This has also been shown by a decline in
the rural population. In 1990 it represented one third of the total population (34%); today

I Sel’skoe khozyaistvo Respubliki Belarus’ [Agriculture in Belarus]. Natsional 'nyi statisticheskii komitet Respubliki

Belarus’ [National Economic Statistics Committee of the Republic of Belarus]. Available at: http://www.belstat.gov.by/
ofitsialnaya-statistika/realny-sector-ekonomiki/selskoe-hozyaistvo/osnovnye-pokazateli-za-period-s- _-po- gody 6/
struktura-produktsii-selskogo-hozyaistva-po-kategoriyam-hozyaistv/, accessed 31 August 2016.
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it represents less than a quarter (23%)*. This relative shrinking of the agricultural sector
in the structure of the Belarusian economy should not distract attention from its recent
growth. According to official statistics, Belarusian agriculture has experienced a recovery
which began just before independence. If we take the agricultural production index to
have been 100 in 1990, it fell to 77 in 1994 but reached 118 in 2011 [Sokolov 2012].

This success was based on a productivist economic model. In 2014, an agricultural
business on an average farm is 5134 hectares. In 1995, this figure was only 3037 hectares.
Following the Soviet model [Maurel 1980], the authorities opted for industrialization
across the whole of the agricultural sector. In 2014, 76.4% of agricultural production
came from public agricultural enterprises, 1.5 % from tenant farmers and 22.1% from
private gardens. In 2005, the distribution was 61.3% public agricultural enterprises,
0.7% tenant farmers, and 38% private gardens®. If collectivized agriculture has managed
to recover since the mid 1990s, this has been in part due to significant public investment.
The authorities have been spending 12% of the state budget on rural development®.
Recently, however, a gradual fall in public subsidies has been evident [ Lukashenko 2015].

While the Soviet-type industrial model has remained the point of reference for public
policy in the Belarusian countryside, the problems inherent in the collectivized agricultural
of the 1970s and 1980s [Maurel 1980, p. 17] also continue today [Richard 2002, p. 168],
as recent interviews carried out in Belarus attest’. There is recurrent talk of the problems
encountered with tractors and combine harvesters, of the questionable competence of
managers as regards agronomy and logistics, of a shortage of manpower and even of the
need to get inefficient ‘alcoholics’ to work. In addition, wages remain low. The average
wage in agricultural enterprises was 68,7% of the national average wages in 2009 and 74.8%
in 20125, Thus the countryside is unattractive and struggles to retain qualified workers.
According to a survey carried out in 2007 by the Academy of Science, only 20.3% of the
young people questioned wanted to stay and work in the countryside at the end of their
studies and 46.1% wanted to leave their village. The same survey highlighted the main
reasons behind young people’s desire to leave the countryside: 51.4% cited low wages;
37.6% spoke of the excessively limited choice of professions and careers available in the
rural environment; 26.3% highlighted the lack of diverse, interesting leisure activities;
25.3% stressed the poor working conditions [Smirnova 2009, p. 149].

The authorities did not attribute these difficulties to the workings of the economic
system, but to the behaviour of the men and women working in rural areas. Lukashenko

2 Ibid.

3 Sel’skoe khozyaistvo Respubliki Belarus’ [Agriculture in Belarus]. Natsional 'nyi statisticheskii komitet Respubliki

Belarus’ [National Economic Statistics Committee of the Republic of Belarus]. Available at: http://www.belstat.gov.by/
ofitsialnaya-statistika/realny-sector-ekonomiki/selskoe-hozyaistvo/osnovnye-pokazateli-za-period-s-__-po- gody 6/
struktura-produktsii-selskogo-hozyaistva-po-kategoriyam-hozyaistv/, accessed 31 August 2016.

According to Karbalévitch, in developed countries, this figure does not rise above 3% to 4% [Karbalévitch 2012, p. 276].

> The present article is based on ethnographic evidence (observations and around forty interviews) gathered in rural

Belarusian areas during visits undertaken over two periods (2006-2009 and 2012-2013) as well as on statistics and news
articles. The research was partly funded by the Aquitaine Regional Council.

6 Sel’skoe khozyaistvo Respubliki Belarus’ [Agriculture in Belarus]. Natsional nyi statisticheskii komitet Respubliki

Belarus’ [National Economic Statistics Committee of the Republic of Belarus]. Available at: http://www.belstat.gov.by/
ofitsialnaya-statistika/realny-sector-ekonomiki/selskoe-hozyaistvo/osnovnye-pokazateli-za-period-s- _-po- gody 6/
struktura-produktsii-selskogo-hozyaistva-po-kategoriyam-hozyaistv/, accessed 31 August 2016.
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stated in 1995 that: ‘The destiny of the state depends on the level of discipline, on the
personal responsibility of each individual, on renewing management personnel, on strict
control of all structures, on each person’s skill at working honestly’ [Karbalévitch 2012,
p. 163]. In order to improve the results in the agricultural sector, the authorities have
adopted three types of policies aiming to reform the behaviours of individuals.

First, disciplinary measures were adopted to reform behaviour by means
of constraints and punishment. In order to improve the situation, there was a need
to monitor, supervise and threaten workers and those managing them. Modernizing the
country would depend on the president’s capacity to maintain sufficient ‘administrative
pressure’. This expression was repeated on numerous occasions during the interviews.
These measures have been based in particular on the threat directed at the managers
of kolkhozes, or collective farms. If results are unsatisfactory, managers are held directly
responsible for the deficiencies of their kolkhoz. In order to motivate these managers,
the authorities threaten them. Managers risk being appointed to difficult posts. They are
denounced publicly as inefficient. Finally, they might be pursued in the courts. The last
twenty years have been marked by various different trials of former kolkhoz managers
found to be too independent in their public declarations and their practices [Karbalévitch
2012, pp. 246, 263].

Second, economic and social measures have been adopted to reform behaviour in
return for meeting the population’s needs. Since 2000, several five-year plans for the
countryside have been implemented, such as that between 2005 and 2010 with the title
‘The Renaissance and Development of the Rural World’. As part of this programme,
1481 agro-towns were set up. They were distributed between the Vitebsk (254), Grodno
(239), Brest (222), Gomel (238), Mogilev (203) and Minsk (325) regions. Nearly
128.2 trillion Belarusian roubles were invested in the transformation of rural centres
and agro-towns [Rusyi 2011]. Signs of this have been the construction of roads, new
houses with the conveniences of city dwellings (in particular, running water and indoor
bathrooms and toilets), and the preservation of public services in villages (post offices,
libraries, community arts centres, etc.).

Third, paternalist measures have been adopted to reform behaviour in return
for the distribution of symbolic goods (recognition and reputation) and by upholding
the dignity of those who work the land. Worker behaviour was not only appraised in
economic terms, linking efficiency to remuneration, but was also judged from a moral
standpoint. Behaviour is not only appraised during working hours, but in terms of the
worker’s way of life as a whole. A good worker should be disciplined, grateful to the
hierarchy above, be satisfied with his lot, be of good character, be sober, and show
respect for culture. The behaviour of a worker is assessed here in its totality and it is
the whole way of life of the collective farm worker which the authorities have been
seeking to reform. This is why we can talk of paternalism understood as ‘a system
regulating relations between an employer and the employees of a business in their
totality’ [Gueslin 1992, p. 201]. The focus of this article is on this last aspect. Public
policies targeting the countryside and local mechanisms for managing the workforce
aim to raise the moral standards of the population by promoting traditional rural ways
of life. These paternalist practices are not only a continuation of Soviet-era conditions
but have also introduced a number of innovations. We analyse these practices firstly at
the local level, then at the national level.
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Paternalism at the local level

Paternalist supervision of kolkhozes

Recognising exemplary workers, raising the moral standards of professional and social
life, and folklorizing the rural world can be seen at local level, in the kolkhozes we
visited. We might for example draw a picture of the various different practices noted
in 2007 in a kolkhoz in the Minsk region. Several mechanisms intended to raise moral
standards can be distinguished: the promotion of tradition, a civilizing guardianship, the
disciplining of the body, reputation, exemplariness and penalties.

Managers consider the collective farm worker to be the inheritor of tradition
and a repository of centuries-old know-how. When speaking of those working in the
business, the director did not use the term ‘kolkhozian’, which is often synonymous
in the Russian language inherited from the century of sovietization with a moron
uninterested in his work. He talked of ‘peasants’ in order to emphasize their skills, and
to evoke the previous culture in which they would have benefited from greater dignity
and autonomy. Management deplore the loss of the traditional skills denigrated by the
kolkhoz workers themselves and attempt to remedy this by promoting their transmission.
One agricultural enterprise manager referred to an old woman who was the only person
in the village still capable of putting together an old-style haycock. She was asked to
construct a dome of hay of this sort in her own fashion, in order to transmit her skills.
This kolkhoz manager explained that, in general, people discard everything connected
with the older ways of life. For example, today nobody is capable of weaving or
working with flax, although mastery of this skill was previously widespread in Belarus.
Collective farm management take measures to preserve and ensure the continued
existence of traditional Belarusian rural culture. This form of promotion can be seen
for example at receptions for delegations. Young women are obliged to wear traditional
dress to receive guests. But they are ill at ease and feel embarrassed. Management
lecture them and threaten them with financial penalties—non-payment of bonuses—if
they refuse to take part.

The kolkhoz next tries to work on the workers’ behavioural tendencies, diverting
them away from the consumption of alcohol, through sport or promoting various leisure
activities seen as healthy, such as gardening or access to culture. Efforts are made to
keep the workers busy during their free time. An initial measure taken was to allow
them to make use of sporting facilities originally intended for passing tourists. Next, as
part of the agro-town development plan, there was a plan to develop cultural activities
in rural areas. In the kolkhoz visited in 2007, a Palace of Culture was about to be built
Finally, excursions are also organized. For example, in the decade after 2000, workers
were invited to the Logoisk ski resort. Irina Rodnina, three times Olympic figure skating
champion and ten times World Champion, was present. The president himself attended
on the day. According to a kolkhoz manager, these excursions make the workers feel
more included in society. The activities also serve to keep people busy enough so there
is no thought of drinking. The kolkhoz manager said explicitly: ‘When you ski, you have
the same adrenaline as when you down 150 grams of vodka’. Kolkhoz workers are even
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obliged to take part in these activities outside working hours. The kolkhoz director had
ordered all workers to enrol in the new National Library set up in 2006, sending a student
delegation to visit it.

The collective farm introduced new forms of collectivity valuing certain attributes
such as drive and skill, which were manifest in the beautiful formal gardens and kitchen
gardens which are also ways of deprecating idleness and laziness. On the kolkhoz,
competitions are organized and prizes given for the ‘best kitchen garden’, the ‘best flower
garden’, the ‘best home interior’, the ‘best entrance hall’, the ‘best fence’, the ‘best
house’ and so on. Prize winners received 200,000 roubles, or around 60 euros, at a time
when the average monthly wage in Belarus was 250 euros. The kolkhoz sets up a certain
number of local figures with solid reputations as models to be imitated. The director
himself must be irreproachable, humble and devoted to his task. During recent Dozhinki
the director received two prizes from President Lukashenko. Once back at the kolkhoz,
he donated one of the prizes to the development of sports. Other managers then followed
his example. One worker even donated his bonus in order to fund the maintenance of the
sports complex because he did not want to see any of his three children take up drinking.

Finally, the kolkhoz may use various forms of constraint or even sanctions to force
its employees to work, especially those designated as ‘alcoholics’. These employees are
laid off for a number of days, though the manpower shortage means they have to be taken
back on; their bonuses are withheld; they are excluded from all the benefits to be had
from joining local interdependence networks, such as access to a tractor, or the various
free gifts distributed by the kolkhoz. Local stores are forbidden to sell them alcohol;
they are threatened with expulsion from the flat which the kolkhoz has provided almost
free of charge; police raids are organized on workplaces for the purpose of monitoring
employees’ blood alcohol levels. Children are taken away from the homes of alcoholic
parents; employees may also be forced seek treatment, being steered towards doctors
able to cure them of their pathology using ‘coding’ therapy.

The overall result, according to the collective farm managers surveyed, is that their
particular kolkhoz has recorded an increase in productivity. People are said to be more
motivated than previously. In addition, the Russian governor of an administrative district
heard about the practices introduced to raise moral standards in this kolkhoz through an
article published in the magazine Selskaya zhizn’ (Rural Life), sent a delegation and
hopes to institute similar practices in his region, where 7,000 former collective farm
workers found themselves without work and turning to the bottle. The people interviewed
do however concede that younger people are not always enthusiastic. These often take
correspondence courses in the hope of one day leaving the countryside.

The paternalist practices of religious institutions

The paternalist practices implemented on the kolkhoz are not only a continuation of Soviet-
era conditions but have been accompanied by a number of innovations. The promotion
of traditional rural culture and the theatrical appearances of Belarusian folklore, seen
as manifesting skills and know-how from the long national history, are novelties which
have found an echo at the national level (as we shall see in the second part of this paper).
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Another type of innovation was set up by religious leaders, in close collaboration with
the local administration. A monograph on a village in northern Belarus [Hervouet 2014]
speaks volumes about it.

In the Catholic village of Mossar, an old priest called Usaf Bul’ka’, who died in
2010, instituted a policy of combating alcoholism and laid out a vast park to attract tourists
and the faithful. Father Bul’ka arrived in Mossar in 1986. The story of his arrival in the
parish has been told by the press [ Ulitenok 2003]. At that time, in the surrounding areas,
graves had been left abandoned. Father Bul’ka tidied up the cemeteries, moved gardens,
installed sculptures and cut down old trees in order to brighten up the sites. His projects
did not stop at the cemetery gates. Church property extended over 24 hectares: he drained
the swamplands around the church, planted silver birches, dug out two symmetrical
ponds connected by a ‘lovers’ bridge’, erected small kurgans (tumuli) around their edges,
and laid out a road leading to a spring and a sports field behind the presbytery. Several
hundred metres from the church there is a hill at the top of which Father Bul’ka erected a
23 metre-high cross weighing 10 tons and visible 25 kilometres away [Bogdanov 2010].
Father Bul’ka constructed a domain whose symbolic topography and manifest order are
intended to reflect the moral conversion of the village’s inhabitants. The carefully-tended
cemeteries convey respect for the dead; the road leading to the spring, marked out along
its length by representations from the Bible, indicate the work one has to do to oneself
in order to achieve purity; the ponds and flower beds are manifestations of the beauty
of Divine Creation, provided that men, by tilling the land, agree to unveil it. These
earthly manifestations of the Beautiful are intended to mirror the moral attributes of the
parishioners. Those who have sinned are redeemed in the eyes of the community by the
beauties which they have helped to reveal. Father Bul’ka here displayed a ‘theodicy of
happiness’ where virtue is rewarded by the contemplation of the work accomplished
collectively [Weber 2001, p. 187]. The space is patrolled by imposing plaster statues
representing major biblical figures. The beauty of the site is immediately connected to
the sacred text. Contemplating nature, the eye cannot avoid the reminders conveyed by
these monuments methodically dispersed around the estate: the Virgin, a monumental
Christ in the middle of the cemetery, Moses and the tablets of the Ten Commandments,
John the Baptist, King David, and others. This landscape is systematically described in
newspapers as exceptional. Pilgrims, tourists and people passing through express the
emotions they feel in this site, describing the place as a ‘Little Versailles’. Journalists,
particularly in the official press, hail the site and its ‘oases of flowers which delight the
eyes and the soul by their beauty’ [Ulitenok 2003].

The priest not only sought to produce a balanced example of nature but also sanitized
bodies, rescued from alcoholic disorders. From the moment he arrived in the district, he
began a long campaign against alcoholism. Similar to the ‘prototypical rule creator’
defined by Howard Becker, he embarked on a ‘moral crusade’ [Becker 1985, p. 148]. He
explained how he suggested that people give up drinking. Traditions had to be changed
and the ritual of the vodka toast banned. He also set up what he called a ‘Museum of
Alcoholism’. Located in a small building near the church, it was about 15 square metres.
On the walls of the main room, various texts figure on wooden signs (a quotation from

7 R. Hervouet transcribes the priest’s name as it appears on his visiting card during their first meeting on 6 March 2008. Born
in Lithuania, his original name Juozas Bulka was later written, depending on the context, as Uozas Byl’ka or Uzif Bul’ko.
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Saint Mark, another from Jack London, extracts from alcohol prevention handbooks)
and paintings representing Christ, the Devil and the Alcoholic. In the room there is an
old still, a low table on which there is an empty bottle, a full ashtray and a dirty tin of
food, all displayed to denounce the alcoholic’s lifestyle. Near a samovar, the alcoholics
or those close to them place written-out wishes and ex-votos whose contents (‘Help us to
be cured’, ‘Save my son’, ‘Thank you Lord”) are unsurprising. The successes of Father
Bul’ka’s crusade against alcoholism are also on display in the landscape. Around forty
Alcoholics Anonymous groups from various towns in Belarus and from Russia and
Lithuania went to Mossar to attend a Mass for their benefit. Following the service, each
group planted a tree along the ‘Temperance Path’. A notice saying where the AA group
came from was placed at the foot of each tree. The site thus displays the successes
of the initiative instigated by Father Bul’ka. He even sought to influence children. Near
the church, a number of ostriches live in an enclosure. They were given by a friend
of the priest who rears them locally. On the wooden fences which mark out the park,
maxims denouncing tobacco and alcohol are written in capitals. The priest explained that
children like to come and see the animals and become more aware of nature and of the
ravages of tobacco and alcohol.

Father Bul’ka’s activities were based on certain forms of constraint. The priest
had a monopoly of ‘salvation goods’ in the region and monetarized them. In one of the
very rare newspaper reader comments critical of the work done at Mossar, an internet
user wrote that ‘in the morning, Father Bul’ka turns up at somebody’s house and chants:
“today you will go and weed over there and over there”. If the man refuses, he runs
the risk that the priest will refuse the sacrament at an important ritual. As a result,
according to a local administration officer, ‘People are ready, even at night if necessary,
to tidy up the cemetery” [Zenina 2003]. However, Father Bul’ka’s activity was also
based on distributing psychological rewards of various kinds. These rewards were linked
to obtaining ‘salvation goods’, such as religious experience and healing, in the case
of repentant alcoholics, and to pride in being members of a parish which had acquired
a national reputation. Rewards were also material, as for example when he allowed
a repentant alcoholic to keep his place on the kolkhoz. He thus increased the material
and symbolic resources which could be put to work in the area. More broadly, ina 1990s
world characterized by a certain anomie, by helplessness and the challenges to the living
environment gradually built up by Soviet power, Father Bul’ka’s work brought back a
sense of coherence and constructed, in his own way, ‘a cosmos endowed with meaningful
relations’ [ Weber 1996, p. 350].

Father Bul’ka’s activity was also based on support from the local bureaucracy and
police. He got the authorities to designate the area of Mossar as an alcohol-free zone.
Following a proposal by Father Bul’ka, alcohol was initially banned from sale in stores
located within the rural council of Udelovskij until 31 December 2009 [V regionakh
poyavlyautsya zony trezvosti 2009]. This measure was then extended for a further
period. A description of the Mossar region highlights the tight networking which criss-
crosses this part of rural Belarus. It shows how religious, professional and bureaucratic
institutions work together to ensure the stability of the social order in the rural world.
Through his activity, Father Bul’ka promoted virtues—temperance and disciplined work
within the area—which are well appreciated in the world of work, which in this area for
the most part consists of kolkhozes. Employees, inclined towards greater docility and self-
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control thanks to the partial conversion achieved by Father Bul’ka, would become more
productive. The various actors concerned were clearly aware of their common interests
and worked closely together in the governance of the area. Father Bul’ka cooperated
with the heads of neighbouring kolkhozes who in turn provided him with material
support for various works. For example, local authorities took over responsibility for
the infrastructure which partly explained the influence exerted by the parish, ‘Of course
there are more difficult works, such as draining marshes and macadamizing the roads,
which people cannot carry out without the help of local government. We give help
because we see that our strengths and our resources actually change things,” declared
the head of the information unit of the rajispolkom (district administration) of Glubokoe
[V regionakh poyavlyautsya zony trezvosti 2009]. This interweaving of the religious,
political and economic worlds within the region appeared strongly during Father Bul’ka’s
convalescence, in December 2009. Ceslava Lavrinovi¢, who served in the church at
Mossar, recounted at the time: ‘In hospital, everyone comes to see him. Three weeks
ago, his blood pressure was very high. Everybody: the police, the raispolkom [executive
committee] representative, and the sel soviet [rural council] representative. Everybody
comes to him for advice, everybody respects him’ [Strizhak 2009].

Father Bul’ka’s successes were such that his reputation was felt at national level.
In 2006, he was awarded the Francisk Skoriny Medal for, according to the President’s
press department, ‘his sustained activity over many years to strengthen spiritual values
and propaganda promoting a healthy way of life’ [Prezident podpisal ryad ukazov 2006].
The previous year, he was the first Catholic priest to receive the ‘Spiritual Renaissance’
Prize. By awarding a prize for Father Bul’ka’s virtue, Lukashenko also established the
importance of his own ideology and his governmental practices, and through his ‘honorary
management of the state’ [/4/ 2004, p. 5], rewarded those who recognized its legitimacy.

This case, while not representative, is not an isolated one either, and overall
represents in a condensed form a number of different practices observed in Belarusian
country areas during our investigation, each of which finds a resonance with Mossar:
paternalism, powers of guardianship and philanthropic statements intermingle, in various
configurations, with measures which might be described as dignifying, or which are at
least experienced as such.

Paternalism at national level: Dozhinki

The invention of post-Soviet Dozhinki

Dozhinki are the nationally important agricultural festivals organized by the public
authorities under the control of and with the participation of Lukashenko. In its current
form the festival has existed since 1996 but its history has roots both in traditional
peasant culture and in Soviet traditions.

Dozhinkiwere originally the traditional agricultural festivals of the Slavs. In Belarus
the festival has existed since the Middle Ages. At the end of the wheat harvest, the
most respected woman in the village made the last symbolic sheaf to be harvested into
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a wreath. All the villagers then prepared a meal eaten in common using products from
the new harvest. While celebrating Dozhinki, they sang traditional songs and carried
out a number of popular and Christian rites. In the Soviet era, Dozhinki were adapted to
fit the current ideology and recognized by the communist authorities. In 1984, Stolin,
a city in the south of Belarus close to the Ukrainian border, organized an agricultural
festival called the ‘Poles’e Fair’ (Polesskii kirmash). Workers from Ukrainian collective
farms also took part. The aim of the festival was not only to celebrate the work of Soviet
farm workers but also to present the economic results of farming in the border regions
of Belarus and the Ukraine. This annual festival continued until the end of the 1980s.
At the start of the 1990s nobody thought of continuing the event as it was perceived to
be too costly and too Soviet.

In 1994 the first presidential elections held in independent Belarus were won by
Lukashenko. Born in a small village a long way from the major urban centres, this
former chairman of a state farm (sovkhoze) who did not hide his admiration for the Soviet
Union, won 80% of the votes in the second round of the elections. In two years, through
a series of institutional and economic reforms, he introduced an authoritarian regime
to the country [Wilson 2011]. The new state ideology was to a great extent a reflection
of the new president’s political culture. It was based on Soviet practices which fitted
well with traditional popular values and the ‘good sense’ attributed to those from rural
areas. The existence of a powerful and personalized political authority was perceived
as a guarantee of social peace. Cultural conservatism became dogma. Work was held
to represent an absolute value. In this context, agricultural workers and those living
in rural areas were presented as the most faithful upholders of this political culture.
They were held to be those least affected by the moral degradation and individualism
disseminated by western modernity. From this ideological perspective, society should
recognize the special status of the countryside and distance itself from the claims made
by the demanding, independent inhabitants of the big cities [Machekin, Gladkaya 2012].
This was a shift from the Soviet past. In this new ideological system, it was believed
that those living in the countryside had not taken on during the Soviet era the role which
they should have assumed. In accordance with Marxist doctrine, the dominant place was
occupied by the working class. In Lukashenko’s Belarus, the time had come to repair
this historical error and to transform the rural population into the real masters of the
independent nation. In various speeches, Lukashenko described agricultural workers as
‘authentic heroes’ achieving ‘genuine exploits’ for which ‘the Belarusian people owes
them its gratitude’. According to Lukashenko, a good harvest indicates better than any
other measure the effectiveness of state policy®.

In the Soviet era, the role of the working class was stage-managed by the
government by setting up monuments, ceremonies and festivals. Thus the First of May
represented an annual occasion to demonstrate the primordial strength of the workers in
Bolshevik society [Lane 1981]. In the era of Lukashenko, the First of May was left to the
Communist Party, which was only a minor ally of the new political regime. In the eyes
of the authorities, there was a need to create an alternative festival which could more

See especially the speech given by President Lukashenko at the 2012 Dozhinki in Gorki // https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=tyLK53gm4J4.
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clearly indicate the new ideological reference points to society. Dozhinki held in Stolin,
until then a local initiative, fitted well with this objective.

Following the spirit of this new state ideology, on 7 and 8 September 1996 the
national radio and TV company Belteleradiokompania organized the first Dozhinki
festival of folklore, resuming the scenario of the Poles’e Fair. The public authorities
gave prizes to the winners of the Republican Competition for Combine Harvester
Drivers. Festivities then began, including a concert with the participation of amateur
and professional artists and an agricultural fair. According to accounts by organizers and
participants, the first Dozhinki in 1996 was a real success with collective farm employees
and the region’s inhabitants. The authorities therefore decided to organize Dozhinki each
September in one of the country’s 118 districts. In 2007, the objectives of Dozhinki were
officially set out in governmental Decree Ne 712 of 30 May 2007 [Galinovskii 2012].
The festival’s function was to promote the results of Belarusian agriculture; to assess
the Republican Agricultural Production Competition; and to contribute towards the
organization of farmers’ leisure activities and aesthetic education. Originally local
and sector level festivals, Dozhinki was thus rapidly transformed into a phenomenon
of national importance.

The organizational principles of Dozhinki

From 1997 the organization of the festival was put under the direct control of the
president. Governmental Decree Ne 868 of 11 July 1997 ‘Concerning additional
measures for organizing the harvest campaign’ noted that it was ‘useful to organize
‘Dozhinki-1997’ Republican Agricultural Workers’ Festival-Fair in one of the districts of
the Grodno region. A further Governmental Decree, Ne 1017 of 4 August 1997, regulated
the awarding of prizes for the Republican Competition for Combine Harvester Drivers.
The purchase of these prizes (such as cars, computers and TVs.) would be funded by
a Special State Fund to support agricultural producers. In reality, following an informal
request by the government, local authorities and Minsk City Hall also contributed
towards the purchase of these prizes [Galinovskii 2012]. Dozhinki thus became the
shop window for the success of Belarusian agriculture and also displayed the regime’s
capacity to transform society by modernizing its territory. As might be expected, the
town hosting the festival was carefully prepared and laid out. Public investments, which
were increasing each year, were used to carry out major public works.

Each year, Dozhinki is organized in a new region of Belarus’. The festival is
hosted by a town chosen by the government as soon as the previous one closes. The
procedure for choosing the host town is not transparent. A study of legal instruments
leads one to suppose that the Ministry of Agriculture proposes to the Cabinet a number
of candidate towns in the region where Dozhinki is due to be held. The Cabinet then
takes its decision and establishes the budget and the list of works to be carried out.
Preference is given to a district capital whose population exceeds 12,500 inhabitants.

% In Belarus, there are six administrative regions divided into districts.
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In his speech opening Dozhinki-2012, Lukashenko declared that the choice of town
is influenced by the economic results of the district to which it belongs. In fact, the
authorities often opt for a town which needs vast modernization works. Thus the festival
budget is also used to remedy delays in the development of a number of provincial
towns [Galinovskii 2012]. In 1997, development work was limited to preparing the
main square and a few central streets as the venue. In the years immediately following
2000, growing public investment in Dozhinki was used to carry out vast programmes for
the reconstruction and restoration of historic buildings and monuments. For example,
for Dozhinki-2013 organized at Zlobin (80,000 inhabitants), 100 million euros were
invested, almost 300 sites and buildings were reconstructed and 196 restored, with the
costs borne by their proprietors, at the request of the public authorities [Proleskovskij
2015]. Thus Dozhinki has often been identified by those living in the locality where they
take place as a ‘third birth’ of the town, after its foundation and reconstruction following
the destruction wrought in World War II [Sturejko 2012].

A special government decree specifies the works which must be carried out in
the festival town and the sources of funding (local or national or Special Fund) These
works present a number of characteristics [Stureiko 2012; Vodolazhskaya 2012].
They are organized in accordance with a standardized programme which includes the
modernization of infrastructure, the reconstruction of the railway station and hotels, the
construction of stadiums (often ice rinks), the creation of pedestrianized streets in the
town centre, and finally, the restoration of historic buildings together with the creation or
reconstruction of monuments. The completion of these works is presented as urgent and
having to be finished in the year preceding the festival. The time limits imposed often
preclude any chance of the finished works being of high quality. A town is well regarded
by the authorities and the population when it is clean and when town centre districts
are well maintained. For this reason most of the works aim to improve the visible parts
of the urban landscape (roads, fagcades of buildings, and parks). Anything which might
clash with this positive image must be remade or destroyed, even in the case of historic
buildings. Thus the issue of the architectural and urban identify of the town hosting
the festival does not have a high priority and projects often have no connection with
the town’s identity. Statues unrelated to local history can be erected. The restoration of
historic buildings is not based on scientific study. The official press mentions corruption
and crime linked to the completion of these public works [Kedrik 2012]. Such large-
scale public works gradually came to be a burden on the state budget. For this reason,
in March 2014, during the economic crisis, Lukashenko announced his decision to
reform Dozhinki. The festival was now to be organized at the local level.

The festival scenario was to be identical from one year to the next, with Dozhinki
now being held over a weekend. Everything happens on an open-air stage installed
in the main square of the town. Festivities commence with the opening speech by
Lukashenko, who provides a reminder of agriculture’s importance for the national
economy and reports on the harvest that year. He then gives out prizes to the best
workers. Paying homage to their achievements in his opening speech, he also highlights
the new ‘victories’ that year in ‘combat for the harvest’ and sets out the economic
objectives for the future. This promotion of economic results is fundamental in the
staging of these festivals. So when in 1990, for climatic reasons, the harvest was very
poor, Lukashenko took the decision to not organize Dozhinki. Following his speech,
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the President awards prizes to the best farmers and agricultural enterprises as part of
the Republican Agricultural Production Competition. The tradition of holding this
competition began in the USSR during the Stalin era. In the absence of competitive
mechanisms characteristic of market economies, socialist economic competitions
between industrial and farm workers were invented to encourage productivity [ Werth
2012, pp. 243-244]. This practice of ‘socialist emulation’ remains exactly the same
in contemporary Belarus where the agricultural sector remains largely dependent on
state subsidies. The ceremony ends with a grand concert given in honour of the guests.
For the rest of the weekend, the festival is given over to an all-Belarus craft fair and
to various cultural events for the public such as concerts, tasting of traditional dishes,
beauty contests. This is a time when popular customs are staged. A number of guest
artists wear traditional costumes and sing folk songs. Some craftsmen—often retirees
from collective farms—sell traditional peasant crockery or tools. These practices echo
the Presidential speech with its reminders each year of the truly ancient origins of the
festival, in order to highlight the continuity of age-old Belarusian history and assert the
national identity of the recently independent state.

The functions and meanings of Dozhinki

These festivals derive their characteristics from three different modes of politics. First,
like the agro-town programme, they are used to modernize infrastructure and channel
investment towards rural areas in difficulty. They are a sign of the regime’s capacity,
in spite of its neo-patrimonial tendencies, to successfully implement policies aimed
at enhancing public assets such as public buildings, roads, infrastructure [Hervouet
2013]. Next, they evidence a shift in the way power is staged and put on show by
the authorities [Lapatniova 2013]. Stress is laid on the regime’s roots in farming,
displaying its successes in rural areas. In 2003, Lukashenko made the following
declaration: ‘We (Belarusians) are all from the villages. Our Belarus is a peasant
country’ [Zadora 2015, p. 183]. These festivals are thus part of a political calendar
which came out of the Soviet tradition but has taken on a number of innovations.
Soviet society, like the communist world in general [Krakovsky 2014], was actually
regulated by a calendar of specific festivals which aimed to produce social integration
and the emergence of a specific society. Like the French republican festivals analysed
by Ihl, these manifestations constituted ‘rituals of representation’ whose aim was to
manifest co nsent, and legitimize political authority [/A/ 1996, p. 259]. Dozhinki was
directly inspired by Soviet-type festivals in which the regime’s performance was put
on stage and exemplary workers rewarded. By resuscitating rituals such as Dozhinki
or the days of ‘voluntary’ work called subbotniki, as in Lenin’s time [Hervouet, Kurilo
2010], the regime portrays national history as an extension of the Soviet past. At the
same time, these Dozhinki, in contrast to the subbotniki, did not exist as such before
1991. Lukashenko has given them the dimensions of a full-blown national festival, one
emblematic of the ideology of the newly-independent republic. The festival is based
on asserting the value of local skills, costumes, farming techniques and customs, in
short, Belarusian folklore, which is used to promote a new national imaginary and thus
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help legitimate the newborn nation. Dozhinki precisely match the criteria of ‘invented
tradition’ described by the British historian Hobsbawm [Hobsbawm, Ranger 1983].
This promotion of traditional peasant folklore through diplomacy is nowadays
a constitutive part of promoting Belarusian authoritarianism abroad Vanderhill 2013].
When Gérard Depardieu met Lukashenko, the president was in a field cutting hay,
following tradition [Depardieu Joue au Paysan en Biélorussie 2015]. Finally, Dozhinki
are also a public, media-driven manifestation of paternalist practices encouraged by the
regime. Awarding prizes to the best workers is a continuation of the awards of labour
medals, certificates and other rewards from that period.

Conclusion

Since his election in 1994, Lukashenko has laid claim to the Soviet heritage. Following
a period (1991-1994) when the political elites sought a more or less radical break with
the past, Lukashenko offered a form of ‘conservative revolution’ within the country.
For example, the authorities adopted the banner and coat of arms used in the Soviet
era and in 1997 re-established the tradition of subbotniki. The Bolshevik revolution
continues to be celebrated on 7 November. The KGB has kept its name. Its founder, Felix
Dzerzhinski, the author of a number of dark pages during the formation of the Soviet
system, is respected and glorified. His bust is visible in the heart of the cities. In 2004
a new museum dedicated to him was opened in Belarus.

This Soviet heritage can also be seen in the way rural areas are governed. The societal
paradigm promoted is that of ‘socialist paternalism’ as defined by Verdery. ‘Subjects were
presumed [...] to be grateful recipients—Iike small children in a family—of benefits
theirs rulers decided upon for them’ [Verdery 1996, p. 63]. The state defines the needs
of rural populations (such as the types of housing, and leisure activities), provides for
their satisfaction, and intends to reform their behaviour when it does not conform to the
rules expected by the state: sobriety, hard work, docility towards the hierarchy, loyalty
to the regime. The state behaves like a father with his children, or an adult dealing with
minors. It cares about everyone, displays its good nature and generosity, and rewards those
whose attitudes conform to what is expected of them. However, the Belarusian authorities
have shifted their ground from the paternalist practices inherited from the 20th century,
and by introducing elements of folklore into the social world, seek to produce a form of
Belarusian exceptionality. ‘Market socialism’ is thus claimed to incarnate the traits of
the Belarusian national character based on egalitarianism and collectivism, and opposed
to western values of materialism, individualism and egocentrism [Leschenko 2008,
pp. 1421-1423]. This exceptionality is said to explain the successes of what is presented
by the president himself as a ‘Belarusian model’. The president himself promotes this
idea and claims that ‘the Belarusian model is among the post-Soviet states an exemplary
model of economic development’ [Karbalévitch 2012, p. 348].

Does a ‘Belarusian model’ exist in the post-Soviet space? For anumber of analysts,
Russia may in fact be taking the lead from paternalist practices which have proven
their worth in Belarus. Belarus is said to have protected its inhabitants against the
devastating effects of the market [Medvedev 2010]. A number of Russian delegations



44 R. Hervouet, A. Kurilo

have come on visits to rural Belarusian areas in order to draw inspiration from the
measures put in place to make the countryside attractive and to combat alcoholism,
as mentioned in the first part of this article. For others, the ‘Belarusian model’ is a
mirage. From this perspective, the idea of a ‘Belarusian model’ is subjected to two
types of critiques. Firstly, the social advantages remain very fragile. It has been noted
for example that although the level of unemployment is low, this is in part because
unemployment benefits are derisory and the constraints on qualifying for them are very
restrictive [ Vankovich 2012], and that in the area of public health, 30% of services are
now paying [Mandel 2004, p. 220]. Lallemand and Symaniec speak of an untraceable
‘social state’ [Lallemand, Symaniec 2007, pp. 113—143] and Karbalévitch denounces
the ‘myth’ of an ‘egalitarian society’ [Karbalévitch 2012, p. 266]. Criticism is also
directed at the way the Belarusian economy functions. Several analyses converge in
saying that the operations of industrial and agricultural enterprises most often appear
to be inefficient [Bennett 2011, p. 146]. Official data also shows that the proportion of
businesses making a loss is between 20% and 30% [Karbalévitch 2012, p. 293]. While
it is possible that the effort to modernize is real, it appears that most of the growth is
linked, not to the fundamentals of the Belarusian economy, which remain very fragile,
but to the advantages the country obtains from its favoured relations with Russia.
Rakova estimates that between 2004 and 2009, Belarus saved nearly 37.7 billion
dollars thanks to the preferential conditions granted by the Russians as regards
hydrocarbons [Karbalévitch 2012, p. 299]. Ambrosio considers that ‘Without Russia’s
help, the Belarusian economy would most likely collapse’ [Ambrosio 2006, p. 422].
These analyses are united in concluding that ‘the “Belarusian economic miracle” is a
‘myth’ [Wilson 2011, p. 237-260]. From this view, paternalism in the countryside is not
a desirable method of protecting rural populations but one of political domestication,
masking the incoherence of the collectivist economic system and intended to ensure
the stability of the regime.

How do the actors involved themselves react to this rural governance specific
to Belarus? How do they judge the collectivist system? Their statements collected in
the field emphasize the great mistrust of the reforms which took place in other former
USSR countries. The frequency in the countryside of negative comments about the
transformations of the rural world in Russia and Lithuania, where ‘some land is left
abandoned’ and where ‘rubbish is part of the landscape’ is notable. Fingers are pointed
at the drawbacks of the Belarusian collectivist system—low wages, the incoherence of
decisions made ‘on high’—but there is a clear attachment to this economic system which
ensures stability and predictability. These opinions are seconded by various surveys
carried out by Belarusian researchers since the early 2000s which record an attachment
to kolkhozes and a rejection of the free market [Zlotnikov 2006, pp. 86—87] and strong
reservations about the benefits of privatizing land—in 2009, 61.6% of those living in
rural areas were said to be against private ownership of land [Smirnova 2009, pp. 343—
349]. These ideas corroborate the conclusions reached in political science analyses which
describe the rural population as conservative [Goujon 2009, p. 178; Karbalévitch 2012,
p. 264; Zadora 2015, p. 187]. Proof of this is the fact that the regime is widely supported
by the rural population. An independent enquiry has indicated that after 14 years at the
head of the regime, in 2010 Lukashenko still had 50% support in rural areas, compared,
for example, with 32.1% in Minsk [Wilson 2011, p. 257].
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KaroueBbie ciioBa: marepHann3M, Oelopycckas MOJENb, KOixo3, (ombkiop, 0oprda
C aJIKOTOJIM3MOM, HAIIMOHAIBHBIC TIPA3IHUKH, «J]0KUHKN

Benapyce 3aHuMaeT ocoboe MeCTo Ha TTOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE B CHILY TOTO, YTO
nocje oOpeTeHus He3aBUCUMOCTH 3KOHOMUYECKask TPaHC(HOPMaLsl Ha IyTH K OTKPBITO-
MY PBIHKY CTPOMJIACH JIMIIb Ha YACTUYHOM OTPHLIAHMH COBETCKOro Hacieaus. B chepe
CEJIBCKOI'0 X034HCTBa OEJI0PYCCKHE BIACTH BO MHOTOM COXPaHHMIIN 3HAKOMOE C COBETCKO-
IO BpeMEHH SKOHOMUYECKOE yCTPOHCTBO. KOX03bI ObLTH MpEBpaIIeHbl B CEITLCKOXO035TH-
CTBEHHBIC NPOM3BOJCTBEHHBIE KOOIEPATUBBI, JEHCTBYIOIINE 110] KOHTPOJIEM MECTHBIX
Biacteil. Hecnyvaiino, 9To BMecTe co cTapbiMu (hOpMaMu OpraHU3alluy CelIbCKOXO03SH-
CTBEHHOTO IIPOM3BOACTBA HOBas OEJI0pyccKas SKOHOMHKA yHacJeoBajla 1 MHOTHE OC-
JIOKHEHUSI, BO3HHKINHE B arpapHoii cpepe Bo Bpemena CCCP: crapenue HacesneHwus,
HEJIOCTAaTOK KBATH(UIIMPOBAHHBIX KaAPOB, HU3KYIO MPOU3BOACTBCHHYIO JUCIMIUIMHY,
aJTKOTOIM3M. M 9TOOBI pemnTh TPOOIIEMBI CEITbCKOXO3sHCTBEHHOTO CEKTOpa, Oeropyc-
CKHME BJIACTH HauaJlM MpeIIPUHIMATh [Iard NaTepHAIMCTCKOTO XapakTepa.

enpro 3TON cTaThy SBISETCS NMONbITKA OKA3aTh, UTO CyILECTByIoUE B benapy-
CH MaTCPpHAJIUCTCKUC MPAKTUKHN HE CBOAATCA K NPOCTOMY 3aMMCTBOBAHUIO Tpannunﬁ
COBETCKOTO Ipo1wioro. bonee Toro, B COBpeMEHHBIX OEIOPYCCKUX peanusix 3TH TPaau-
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LU OOHOBIISAIOTCS, HALIMOHAIN3UPYIOTCS M CMELIMBAIOTCS C SIEMEHTaMH KPECThsIHCKOM
HapoaHOM KynbTypbl. CTaThsi OCHOBBIBAETCS HA COOPAHHBIX 3THOTPAPHUECKUX MaTEPH-
anax: peyb HIET O HaOMONEeHUAX aBTOPOB U 0 40 HHTEPBBIO, MPOBEIEHHBIX B CEIbCKON
MECTHOCTH B T€UEHHE ABYX BpeMeHHbIX neprooB: 2006—-2009 u 2012-2013 rr. Kpome
TOTO, BBIBOJIbI, CIICJIAHHBIE B CTAaThe, OMMPAIOTCS HA CTAaTHUCTHUECKUE JaHHbBIE U ITyOIn-
Kaluu OeIOPYyCCKUX CPEICTB MacCOBOM MH(OPMAIINH.

Crnemyer MOMYepKHYTh, YTO OCIOPYCCKUE BJIACTH MPUOETAIOT K MaTePHATUCTCKAM
MeTo/laM KaKk Ha MECTHOM, TaK M Ha HAIlMOHAJIbHOM ypoBHe. HaOmromas 3a >KU3HBIO
B CEJIbCKOM MECTHOCTH, aBTOPBI OOpaTHIIM BHUMAHUE HA CTPEMJICHHE MECTHBIX BIIaCTEH
U PYKOBOAWTENEH CENbXO3MPEANPUATHI MONAEpKaTh JOCTOMHOE MOBEAEHUE MPOCTBIX
pabOTHHUKOB, CO3/1aBast UM YCIOBUS JUISI 3aHATHI CIIOPTOM M YIACTHS B PA3INYHBIX KYIb-
TYPHBIX MeponpusTHsIX. Bee 9T0 paccmarpuBaeTcst Kak criocod 60phOBI C aIKOTOIM3MOM,
OBITOBBIMH TIPECTYIUICHHAMH W HapYyIICHUSMH JUCIUIUIMHBL Ha pabodynx mectax. [lpu
MOJJIEPKKE BIIAaCTEH JIydIine pabOTHUKH MOYYaroT Pa3IMuHbIE MOOIIPEHUS U CTAHOBATCS
o(pUITHATEHBIM TIPUMEPOM UTA TIoApakaHus. Te, KTo He CMOT OTKa3aThCs OT MaryOHBIX
MIPUBBIUEK, MOABEPraloTCa CAHKLMAM, IIEJIbI0 KOTOPBHIX SIBIISIETCS HE TOJBKO HaKa3aHUe
MIPOBUHMBIIETOCS, HO M CTPEMJICHHE BEPHYTh €ro K HOpMalbHOH km3HU. [lo MHEeHUIO
MECTHBIX PYKOBOIMTENIEH, KOHTPOIUPOBaHWE 00pa3a KU3HU PaOOTHUKOB CEIbXO3Mpes-
NPUSATUN HEOOXOAMMO HE TOJIBKO JUIs IMYHOTO OJ1ara 3TUX PabOTHUKOB, HO U AJIsI TTOBBILLIE-
HUS TPOU3BOAUTENFHOCTH TPY/AA M YITyUIIEHUS] SKOHOMHYECKUX TTOKa3aTesieil B KOJIX03ax.

Hecmotpst Ha TO, 4TO HCIOJIB3yeMbIe B OEIOPYCCKUX KOJX03aX MaTepHAINCTCKHE
METOZBI yTPaBICHUS BO MHOTOM 3aWMCTBOBAaHBI M3 COBETCKOTO IPOINIOTO, B HUX 3a-
METHBI U HOBBIE OpUTHHAIIBHBIC YePThI: 00palIeHne K TPaAULUOHHON CeIbCKOU KYIJIBTY-
PE€ ¥ HCIIONB30BaHKE OeIOpycCKOro (DOITBKIIOpa MPU3BAHKI MIOKA3aTh, YTO COBPEMEHHBIE
HaBBIKA M YMEHHS OEIOPYCCKUX KPECThSH CBSA3aHBl C MCTOPHUECKUM OIBITOM MHOTHX
MTOKOJICHUH JTOCOBETCKOTO neproia. TecHoe B3anMoJIeicTBHE MECTHBIX BIIACTEH C Mpei-
CTaBHUTEIISIMHU IIEPKBH TakkKe dPPEKTHBHO JOMOTHIET M Pa3BUBACT COBETCKHE (HOPMBI
narepHann3Ma. bopb0a ¢ ankoroanM3mMoM, yKperieHue HHCTUTYTa CeMbH, MOJACPKaHuE
MOPSAZIKA U YUCTOTHI B OOIIIECTBEHHBIX MECTaX OTBEYAIOT MHTEpecaM Kak TOCy/apcTBa,
TaK U HepkBU. Kak nmokaspIBaeT MpeacTaBICHHBIN B HACTOSIILEN CTaThe MPUMEP KaTOJIN-
YeCKOTO CBANICHHHKA V03aca BylbKH, MOpabHBI aBTOPHTET PETUIHO3HBIX HHCTHTY-
TOB B COYETAHUH C COMIACOBAHHBIMU aAMUHUCTPATUBHBIMHU PELIEHUSIMHU TOCY1apCTBEH-
HBIX OPTaHOB BJIACTH MOTYT MIPUBECTH K CYIIECTBEHHBIM N3MEHEHHIM B TIOBCEIHEBHOMN
KU3HU OT/IEJIBHOTO peruoHa.

Ha oOmienannonansHOM yPOBHE MTaTEPHAIN3M ITPOSBIISIETCS B BOCCO3/IaHUH H ITepe-
OCMBICJIEHUH HAPOJIHOTO CEJIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHOIO Mpa3IHUKA «J0KUHKW». Y OpEeBHUX
CJIABSIH ATOT MPa3IHUK 3HAMEHOBAJ co00l okoHuUaHue cbopa ypoxkas. B 1980-e¢ rr. on
CTaJI POBOAUTRCS MPH TOAJIEP’KKE MECTHBIX BiacTel B CTONMHE, MAaJI€HBKOM TOPOKE
Ha 1ore benapycu. B To Bpemst B pamKax 3TOro npasgHuKa YKpauHCKHE U OeJIOpyCCKHe
KOJIXO3HHKH M3 PUTPAHIUYHBIX PAOHOB IBYX PECITyOIMK BCTPEYAIIHCh IS TOTO, YTOOBI
yCcTpauBaTh KOHKYPCHI, HallpaBJIeHHbIE Ha JEMOHCTPAINIO TPYAOBBIX A0CTIKeHUH. CTo-
JIMHCKHH CEIbCKOXO03SHCTBEHHBIN (heCTHBAIb COBMEMIAN B ce0e dIIEMEHTHI TIPodhecCcrHo-
HaJBHOTO Mpa3aHuKa U TpaauionHoro st Coerckoro Coro3a CONMAIUCTUYECKOTO
copeBHOBaHUs. B 1996 1. npazmauk «loxkrHKI» OBLT BO3POXKIACH U OBICTPO MTPEBPATHII-
CS B OZJHO U3 CaMBbIX 3HAUYNTEJIbHBIX COOBITHI B )KU3HU CTpaHbl. OH MTPOBOIUTCS KaXkKIbIi
rOJl KaK OOIIEHAIMOHATIBHBIN ()ECTUBAIIb B OJTHOM M3 PallOHHBIX IIEHTPOB PECITYOIHKH.
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OTO MPOM30LIIO HE COy4yaiHO: mpuis K BiacTd B 1994 1., mepBblil npe3uieHT Hes3a-
Bucumoit benapycu A.I. JlykameHko KOpeHHBIM 00pa3oM U3MEHWI TOCYAapCTBEHHYIO
WJICOJIOTHIO: OPHUEHTALIMS Ha IEMOKpaTHYeCKHEe IIEHHOCTH, CBSI3aHHbIE C 3araHON KyJb-
TYypoOM, yCTyIuiia MECTO ONIOpe Ha COBETCKoe Hacieaue. B cumy auuHoro ombita Jly-
KaIlIeHKO, a Takxe Onarogapsi SkoHoMHuecKol cneunduku benapycu noMmuHupyromen
TEMOH B OEIOpPYCCKOM MOMUTHKE CTAJH Pa3BUTHE CEIBCKOTO XO3SIMCTBA U MOAJCPIKKA
CeJIbCKOTO HaceJIeH!s C ero narpruapxajbHbIM )KHU3HEHHBIM YKJIAJ0M U KylIbTypoil. Boc-
co3nanue «J{o)KHHOK» B TOJIHOM Mepe OTpa3uiio B ce0e HOBBIE MPHOPHUTETHI Oeopyc-
CKHX BJIACTECH. DTOT €XKETOMHBIA (PeCTUBAID, TPOBOIAIITUIACS IO ATUION TPE3UICHTA
Y IPaBUTEIbCTBA, BHIIOIHSACT TPU OCHOBHbIE (DYHKIMH. Bo-1iepBhIX, B ropoje, B KOTO-
poM npoBonsTCs «JOKMHKI», Ha IPOTSHKEHUH LENIOoro roja uaeT paboTa 1mo MoJIepHH-
3aiuK MHQPACTPYKTYPBI, YTO MO3BOJISIET BIACTSM CIENATh CYLICCTBEHHBIE BIOYKCHUS B
pa3BUTHE MaJBIX TOPOAOB. Bo-BTOPEIX, «Jl0KUHKI» KaK CaMbIil IPKUNA W MacCIITaOHBII
npodeccuoHaNbHbIA Mpa3gHUK B bemapycu nmoguepkuBaroT, 4TO OCHOBHBIC LIEHHOCTU
rOCyJapCTBEHHOW MICOJOTUHU CBSI3aHBI C CENbCKOM MarpuapxanbHOU KyapTypon. Kax-
JbIH TOJ] B paMKax «Jl0’KHHOK» TIPOBOIUTCS KOHLIEPT, KOTOPBI 00513aTeTIbHO BKIIIOYACT B
ce0st HoMepa ¢ HCIIOJTHEHUEM HapOIHBIX MECeH U TaHieB. Kpome Toro, mpa3iHUK Beeraa
COITPOBOXKIAETCS IPMAPKON PEMECIIEHHUKOB, IIPHE3KAIOIINX U3 BCEX KOHIIOB PECITyOIH-
Kd. B-TpeTbux, Bo BpeMs «0KHMHOK» Hanboiee OTIINYMBILINECS B ITOCIIEIHIOW yOOpOoU-
HYI0 KaMIaHUIO0 Pa0OTHUKH arpoxXo3siiCTB MOJIy4YaloT 3a CBOM TPYAOBBIC AOCTHKEHHUS
LEHHBIE MPU3bI U3 PYK IVIaBbI TocyAapcTBa. TakuMm 00pa3oM, ATOT MPa3THHK, IPOBOIM-
MBI B hopMe pecTrBas, mponaranaupyeT 3PPeKTUBHOCTh SKOHOMUIECKON MOTUTUKN
BJIacTEl M BOCCTAHABIIMBAET COBETCKYIO TPAAHIINIO COITUAINCTHIECKOTO COPEBHOBAHUSI.
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