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Abstract

The article analyzes territorial peculiarities of the electoral behavior in Belarus on
the basis of the official ballots during the Presidential elections in 1994, 2001 and
2006. The author concludes that regardless of the lack of full trust to the official data
(in particular in 2001 and 2006), its analysis allows to retrace the territorial peculiar-
ities of voting and to localize the relatively «oppositional» and «anti-oppositional»
areas which reflect the essential regional differences preserved by the authoritarian

regime.
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This text aims to specify the prob-
lem of Belarusian territorial division.
Most models divide Belarus into two
(Western and Eastern) or three (West-
ern, Eastern and Central) parts. Such
division has usually an apriori charac-
ter and is thought to be the result of
the 1921 division of Belarus between
the newly created Soviet state and Po-
land. Therefore the peculiarities of the
Western Belarus political choice are
explained by a less degree of Sovietiza-
tion and by a Polish-Catholic influence.
According to historical versions such

division could be explained by the mod-
ern division of the territory into “Litva”
(historical Lithuania) and “Belaya Rus”
(White Ruthenia) in XV-XVIII centau-
ries.

Our task is not to contest this divi-
sion which is obviously natural however
to review political signs of this division
by analyzing the results of the electoral
campaigns of 1994, 2001 and 2006. It
should help to specify the model of Be-
larusian regional peculiarities and to lo-
calize the regions with different types of
political behavior more concretely.
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As empirical grounds for this analy-
sis the official results of the Presiden-
tial election campaigns of 1994 (the
first ballot), 2001 and 2006 have been
used. As there is no complete table
with the 1994 voting results published
openly, we had to resort to the voting
results printed in local newspapers.
The practice shows that such data can
differ from the official results. It is usu-
ally explained by journalists’ mistakes
or sometimes by falsification. Besides,
not all newspapers had the results pub-
lished. So, the 1994 data is not com-
plete and has to be improved in the
future. Nevertheless it features a more
or less complete picture of Belarusian
voting. A similar situation was with the
2006 elections — on the day this article
was being prepared, there was no com-
plete official information on the voting
results, and we had to use the data from
the local newspapers.

The information source about the
2001 elections was an edition published
by the Social and Political Research
Institute of the Administration of the
President of Belarus (Dmitriev. E.L,
Khurs M.N., 2002). The regional voting
results were provided in the addendum.
Data provided by the local newspapers
has been used as well in order to com-
pare the two sources.

Due to the fact that our analysis is
based on the official data, an issue of
falsification comes up immediately. The
1994 campaign is thought to be the most
transparent, its data is trusted. Howev-
er there were a few questions concern-
ing probable falsifications mostly for
the benefit of V. Kebich however there
was no concrete information. Certain
manipulations might have been taking
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place, said to the regional elites, how-
ever it would be impossible to specify
them now. Nonetheless we think that
if there were such practices their effect
was insignificant.

The situation with the 2001 and 2006
campaigns is more difficult. There is a
lot of information about manipulations
with the voting results proved by the
facts of the Electoral Law infringements
registered by the international and na-
tional observers (Republic of Belarus...,
2001) and by various polls. According
to the NISEP data, there is an 18 % dif-
ference between the official results and
the real ones (Manaev, 2002: 122). Giv-
en these circumstances and issue rises
how the official data should be treated.
We are not interested in the voting re-
sults per se which were obviously rigged
but rather in certain territorial dispro-
portions and those areas which were
similar or differed from those in 1994.
Therefore the 2001 results, even if we
treat them critically, reflect somehow
different models of political support.

There are even more difficulties
with the 2006 Presidential elections.
Besides the obvious falsification of the
results there is an even bigger discrep-
ancy between the official and the real
data. Nevertheless some tendencies of
1994 and 2001 have repeated and they
should be explained.

Our main subject is the electoral
behavior in the rural areas and towns.
Such strategy has been chosen to reveal
the presence of the territorial division
among the most conservative part of
the Belarusian electorate, i.e. the ter-
ritorial divisions and differences which
are rooted in the deep social and politi-
cal level. It may exclude a big part of the
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Belarusian electorate however it corre-
sponds to our task. When it was pos-
sible, we tried to exclude all the more or
less big towns, too.

The analysis of the results may be
stratified and touches various aspects
of the electoral process. Some useful
information can be found in the voting
results of both major and local candi-
dates, as well as in the voting results of
early voting and “against all candidates’”.
Considering the limited scope of this
article we shall regard only one criteri-
on — voting for the democratic opposi-
tion in 1994, 2001 and 2006. We believe
that it is the criterion that demonstrates
the territorial differences in the political
behavior and opinion.

In 1994 the democratic opposition
was represented by Zianon Pazniak
and Stanislau Shushkevich. The sum of
votes for these candidates is the index
of support of the democratic opposi-
tion. While their programs and political
backgrounds were different, they had
similar views on democracy, indepen-
dence of Belarus, pro-Western orienta-
tion of the country and development of
the national culture. In 2001 the demo-
cratic opposition was represented by
Viktar Hancharyk (Viktor Goncharik),
the single candidate of the democratic
forces supported by all the biggest op-
positional parties and organizations.
In 2006 the democratic opposition is
represented by Aliaxandr Milinkevich
(Alexander Milinkevich) and Aliaxandr
Kazilin (Alexander Kozulin).

A separate issue is the choice of the
scale while analyzing the results of the
electoral campaigns of 1994, 2001 and
2006, and comparison of the results of
the Presidential campaigns. Using the
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overall makes no sense due to a consid-
erable discrepancy between the demo-
cratic electorate representations after
1994. Therefore we use different scales.
In reflecting the 1994 voting results the
regions could be divided into four ma-
jor groups and an additional one. The
major groups are as follows:

1. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition less than 10 percent (low level);

2. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition 10 - 20 percent (mid level);

3. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition 20 - 30 percent (high level);

4. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition more than 30 percent (dominat-
ing areas).

The additional group includes dis-
tricts (rajons) where the representatives
of the democratic opposition had less
than 5 percent. It is important to study
this group in order to reveal and localize
the territories where the corresponding
political forces had no support (an “an-
ti-center” if compared with the districts
where the democrats dominated). This
group creates a single area which can be
interpreted in regional categories.

The above-mentioned scale cannot
be used during the analysis of the 2001
election because the data presented by
the Central Electoral Commission var-
ied less. In 1994, the support data could
vary 10 — 15 times, in 2001 — only 3 -5
times. As a result a new scale was cho-
sen. It has four basic intervals and an
additional one.

1. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition up to 5 percent;

2. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition 5 - 10 percent;

3. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition 10 - 15 percent;
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4. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition more than 15 percent;

The additional interval specified the
districts where the support to the oppo-
sition according to the official data was
less than 2 percent. Only three districts
(Lelchytsy, Brahin and Vetka) could be
found in this group. It is important that
in 1994 the “anti-center” was located in
the Mahilou Region (voblasc in Belaru-
sian, oblast in Russian) however in 2001
it moved to the Homiel Region and in-
cluded the districts which suffered from
the Chernobyl catastrophe.

In 2006, it became even more diffi-
cult to specify the opposition character
as the official data was more undiffer-
entiated. A shortened 2001 scale was
used.

1. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition up to 5 percent;

2. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition 5 - 10 percent;

3. Support to the democratic oppo-
sition more than 10 percent;

As an additional criteria for analysis
a territorial localization of districts was
chosen where, according to the official
data, the support to the democratic op-
position was less than 2 percent (mini-
mal support) and more than 7 percent
(mid level).

Finally, let’s review the distribution
of the voting results in the adminis-
trative-territorial units. One should be
reminded that the 1994 and 2006 infor-
mation is not complete, and that there
is no information at all about 15 percent
of the districts.
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I. The 1994 Presidential
elections

The 1994 Presidential elections of-
ficial results demonstrate a presence of
rather complete areas of various levels
with the support to the democratic op-
position. Regardless of the lack of infor-
mation on approximately 15 Districts
the existing data allows to draw some
conclusions. Unlike the wide-spread
opinion about the Western Belarus as
the base for the opposition, the level of
towns and villages transfers this base
to the North - West, i.e. along the bor-
der with Lithuania, not Poland. The
opposition-dominated area starts to
the North — West of Minsk and creates
a conditional triangle with its peaks
in Minsk, Lida and Braslau. Therefore
only the Eastern part of the Hrodna Re-
gion is in this sector (Lida, Navahrudak,
Iuje, Smarhon and Ashmiany). It also
includes the North—Western part of the
Minsk Region (Vileyka, Maladzechna,
Miadzel) and the Western part of the
Vicebsk Region (Pastavy, Braslau and
Hlybokaye).

According to the 1994 results, it
was the part of Belarus that formed a
rather complete area supporting the
democratic opposition. It should be
noted that the specified zone has a
specific ethnic composition. Practi-
cally all of this territory was a part of
historical Vilnia Region, being a place
of rivalry of the Belarusian and Pol-
ish (sometimes Lithuanian) national
movements. This area was not always
a place of the high concentration of the
Polish minority and Catholic popula-
tion. The correlation with the Polish
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minority and Catholic population has
a fractional character. The area with
the largest Polish population, e.g. Vor-
anava, Shchuchyn and Zelva Districts,
were not in this area, while the Hrodna
District was in the mid level zone (10 —
15 percent). At the same time, the Or-
thodox and the Belarusian districts of
the Minsk Region demonstrated a high
level of support.

A symbolic center of the dominat-
ing zone is the town of Smarhon and its
districts. It was the only district where
the democratic opposition had the ab-
solute majority of votes, 54 percent. Be-
sides the area to the North — West of
Minsk, a high level of the support to the
democratic opposition was in Niasvizh
and Stolin Districts, which should be
studied additionally. In Stolin District, it
could be explained by a large Protestant
community. It is also interesting that all
the high level zones had not been a part
of the Belarusian Soviet Socialistic Re-
public before 1939. Still, not all districts
of the Western Belarus demonstrated a
high level of support, e.g. in Kobryn and
Kamianiets Districts it was less than 10
percent.

The 20 - 30 percent support zone is
a direct continuation of the dominat-
ing area, thus creating a relatively single
space which includes all central parts of
the Hrodna Region, the North and the
North — East of the Brest Region (with
the only enclave, Biaroza District), the
Central Belarus (enclaves: Stoubtsy,
Minsk and Smalavichy Districts), and
the West of the Vicebsk Region. There-
fore the zone is a single area with some
enclaves, including practically all the
North — West Belarus and environs of
Minsk. In 1921 — 1939, almost entirely
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this high level support zone was part of
Poland. Minsk was also in this zone.

The 10 - 20 percent support zone
also created a single area, including the
geographic center of Belarus. It includ-
ed the remaining districts of the Hrod-
na Region, the majority of the Brest Re-
gion, and almost entire Minsk Region.
This zone can be called “intermediate”
as it divided the areas of the high and
low support levels. There was only one
place in the Vicebsk Region where the
high support zone met the low support
one. Unfortunately, due to the lack of
data from all districts, there was only
one certain enclave in the mid support
zone, i.e. the Homiel District.

The low (10 percent) support zone
included only the Eastern Belarus: the
Eastern part of Vicebsk Region (along
the line Rasony — Polatsk - Vorsha), al-
most all Mahilou and Homiel Regions
(Zhytkavichy and Homiel Districts). It
is quite difficult to explain the presence
of the following enclaves: Kobryn and
Kamianiets Districts. The low support
zone was a single area with an enclave in
the Vicebsk Region, i.e. Lozna District.
The minimal support territory could be
considered as an electoral antithesis to
the Smarhon-centered area.

II. The 2001 Presidential
elections

The 2001 official data changed
considerably the 1994 zones however
sometimes restored the basic tenden-
cies of the regional distribution of the
electoral behavior, which would not
have happened if there were simple
manipulations without considering the
real expression of will.
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According to the official data, the
high support zone (more than 15 per-
cent) decreased considerably and broke
into enclaves however still reflected
the 1994 dominating area. Indeed, its
configuration was greatly influenced
by the falsified results and the fact that
the local authorities were controlled
by the central power. It was particu-
larly obvious concerning the Hrodna
Region where there was a District with
a record-high support and a District
with a low support of less than 5 per-
cent (Shchuchyn District). The other
Regions had some succession. However
the geographic center of the 1994 high-
support area somehow survived. Ac-
cording to the official data more than
20 percent of the voters supported the
democratic candidate, which together
with the Minsk District was a record of
voting in towns and villages. Smarhon
District was supported by Miadziel and
Vilejka Districts, thus forming a single
area. The “more than 15 percent” zone
included also the Hlybokaje District
and the enclaves of Minsk and Dziar-
zhynsk Districts (it followed the 1994
model). A separate enclave was formed
by Brest and Zhabinka Districts, which
were in the high support zone this time.
Perhaps it happened due to a relatively
low degree of falsifications there.

The 10 - 15 percent zone is broken
into enclaves and reflected partly the
1994 trends. It included the center of
the Hrodna Region (Bierastavitsa, Mas-
ty, Vaukavysk, Lida and Navahrudak
Districts). At the same time, according
to the official data, the whole landscape
of the Hrodna Region had changed
considerably. A lot of districts with the
high support level in 1994 disappeared,
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e.g. Iuje — 44% in 1994, 9% in 2001. The
10 — 15 percent zone also included a
part of the Brest Region, along the line
Kamianiets - Ivatsevichy and Luniniets
Districts. The 1994 Stolin phenomenon
was leveled; in 2001 it did not show
anything. The central part of the Minsk
Region belonged to this zone as well.
The Northern part of Minsk Region
and the Western part of Vicebsk Re-
gion were of a special interest because
they reflected the 1994 high support
zone. The Horki District of the Mahi-
lou Region was an enclave then. Sum-
ming up the results, we notice that the
largest part of the support zone of more
than 15 percent and 10 — 15 percent
was again in the territory of the West-
ern Belarus, including some environs of
Minsk. Regardless of the fact that the
political landscape based on the official
data looked differently certain tenden-
cies remained the same.

The 5 — 10 percent support zone
included the rest of the Minsk Region
(except Luban District), the rest of the
Hrodna and Vicebsk Regions (except
Polatsk District), representing a kind
of an analog of the 1994 intermediate
zone, and the North — Western part of
the Mahilou Region, including the Ma-
hilou District.

It is interesting that the support
zone of less than 5 percent formed a
complete area connected strongly to
the Mahilou and Homiel Regions, co-
inciding with the districts which suf-
fered from the Chernobyl catastrophe.
The lowest support center left the Ma-
hilou Region and moved to the Homiel
Region. The districts with less than 2
percent support (Lelchytsy, Brahin and
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Vietka) were in the Homiel Region only
and did not create a single area.

IIl. The 2006 Presidential
elections

The year of 2006 is the most difficult
from the point of view of analysis. Ac-
cording to the official data, the political
map became more monotonous, there
was not enough information too. It is
extremely difficult to specify the zones
of high and low support levels. The
uniformity was strengthened by the ac-
tive work of the regional and local bu-
reaucracy. However it is still possible
to trace some tendencies even in these
conditions. There was a “traditional”
oppositional center: it no longer includ-
ed the Smarhon District however it still
included Maladziechna and Vilejka Dis-
tricts, as well as Slonim and Pinsk Dis-
tricts (more than 10 percent support).
Unfortunately, there is no information
concerning the Minsk Region. Compar-
ing the zones of 5 — 10 percent and less
than 5 percent, one might say that the
former does not form a single area how-
ever included the Central and Western
Belarus. The latter included the Eastern
part of Vicebsk, Mahilou and almost all
of the Homiel Regions, plus six Districts
of the Hrodna and eight of the Minsk
Regions. The Homiel Region was the
same. For the sake of territorial analysis,
we shall talk about the areas where there
was more than 7 percent support and
those with less than 2 percent support.
The former has a number of enclaves
without forming a single area, from the
North — West to the North — East, from
Kamianiets and Luniniets Districts to
Braslau and Hlybokaje Districts, coin-
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ciding with the Western and Central
Belarus. The latter is in the Homiel Re-
gion, along the line Lelchytsy — Naroula
and Karma — Lojeu.

Conclusions

Conclusions of this article would
only be preliminary as there were lots
of facts which had to be studied addi-
tionally.

Firstly, the majority of the official
data concerning the 1994, 2001 and
2006 Presidential elections reflect cer-
tain territorial disproportions and al-
low to specify geographic areas, which
existence needs to be explained, espe-
cially considering the probable manip-
ulations of the data in 2001 and 2006.
There is a certain continuity of the areas
from 1994 to 2006, especially in Vicebsk
Region.

Secondly, it is obvious that the au-
thorities leveled the regional differences,
making it difficult to structure the re-
gions politically. A particular levelling at-
tention was given to the Hrodna Region.

Thirdly, it is possible to say that a
considerable amount of facts proved
that there were stable regional differ-
ences along the line West — East (or
North - West to South - East), however
a detailed border should be studied ad-
ditionally. The territorial division is not
linked (at least directly) to the Polish
minority and Catholic population. A
conventional center of the oppositional
moods is on the border of the Minsk,
Hrodna and Vicebsk Regions; the “an-
ti-center” is formed by the Districts of
Homiel Region alongside the Russian
and Ukrainian border.
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Ne 104. 25.06.1994.

«Masik», razera BepesoBckoro partoHa. Ne 49 (7111). 28.06.1994.

«Masik», razera [omeabckara paéna. Ne 25 (6769). 25.06.1994.

«Masxk TlppipHATIpOYS», IpaMaAcKa-TaAiTbIgHas rasera Dboixayckara paéna. Ne 47
(8447). 29.06.1994.

«Haginbr KamsiHewubiHbl», razeta Kamsineukara paéna. Ne 51 (5977). 29.06.1994.
«Haginer TTaaeccst», rpamapcka-maaiTerdHast razera Croainckara paéna. Ne 48 (6684).
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83.
84.
85.
86.

25.06.1994.

«Hasinbl CTapapapoyXubIHbI», IPaMaACKa-TaAiTbrdHasA razera CTapapaporkckara paésa.
Ne 48 (7919). 02.07.1994.

«Haru xpait», BapanoBuuckast o6beprHeHHast razeta. Ne 75 (10317). 25.06.1994.

«Haru yac», BaykaBeickast paéHHast rasera. Ne 48 (7393). 28.06.1994.

«Harmra >xpié», rpamMaacka-raaiTeraHas razera MiHckara paéna i ropapa 3acaaye. Ne
49 (7828). 29.06.1994.

«HoBae xpijué», Haparpyackass rpamapcka-maaiTeiuHas rasera. Ne 45 (7498).
29.06.1994.

«Hosae ITaaecce», rasera JKerTkaBinkara paéna. Ne 48 (8337). 25.06.1994.

«HoBer pA3eHb», )KaobiHCKas rpamMaacka-niaaiTeraHast razera. Ne 50 (9403). 29.06.1994.
«[Tacraycki kpait», rasera ITactayckara paéua. Ne 49 (7271). 29.06.1994.

«[TarpbiéT», rasera Yinaikara paésa. Ne 29 (7608). 28.06.1994.

«[Toaecckast mpaBpa», OOILECTBEHHO-TIOAUTMYECKas radeTa [IMHCKOro paroHa. Ne 52
(10256). 29.06.1994.

«[ToAabiMsi», Kapaaitikas paéunast razera. Ne 29 (6278). 25.06.1994.

«ITpameHb», rpamapcka-maaiTeiuHas i indapmaupiiHa-pakaaMHas razera Crayouoyc-
Kara paéna. Ne 46 (7166). 29.06.1994.

«[Tpaua», rpamapCKa-MaAiTeIdHas razeta 3aabBeHcKara paéHa. Ne 47 (6451). 28.06.1994.
«[Tpeimsukas nmpayaa», HapayasHckast paénnas rasera. Ne 44 (7782). 28.06.1994.
«ITyxaBiuxist HaBiHbI», razera [Tyxasikara paéna. Ne 51 (7623). 25.06.1994.

«PaéuHpl BecHiK», razera UspeeHbckara paéHa. Ne 48 (6198). 25.06.1994.

«PaénHblst 6yaHi», rasera IlpyxaHckara paéHa. Ne 49 (7188). 25.06.1994.

«Poanas HiBa», Kaimasilkast paéHHas razera. Ne 48 (8839). 29.06.1994.

«PoaHbl Kkpait», Aarovickast paéHtasi razeta. Ne 47 (7437). 29.06.1994.

«POAHBIST BBITOKI», IpaMaACKa-TIaAIThIYHAS raseTa Aokiubiikara paéna. Ne 52 (6436).
29.06.1994.

«CBabopHae caoBa», Parayoyckas rpamaacka-maaiteruHas rasera. Ne 49 (8148).
25.06.1994.

«CBeTAaropckist HaBiHbl», razera CBeTAaropckara paéua. Ne 47 (7771). 29.06.1994.
«CBeTaae xblLLé», razeta Aeapybllikara paéHa. Ne 46 (7392). 29.06.1994.

«CBeTABI 111AsIX», TazeTa CMaproHckara paésa. Ne 46 (6464). 29.06.1994.

«CBicaalikast rasera», BhipaHHe CBicaaiikara paéna. Ne 50 (6612). 29.06.1994.
«CeAbCKae XbILLE», IpaMaACKa-TaAiTeraHast razera KpyrasiHckara paéna. Ne 47 (6297).
29.06.1994.

«CeabcKasi HOBb», razeta [poaHeHckoro paitona. Ne 46 (7120). 29.06.1994.

«Ceabckast mpayaa», raseta JKabinkayckara paéna. Ne 49 (5303). 29.06.1994.

«CaaBa mpansi», rasera Kameiabckara paéna. Ne 49 (8065). 29.06.1994.

«CaoniMcKi BecHiK», raseta CaoHiMcKara paéHa. Ne 47 (7614). 25.06.1994.

«Cayuki kpait», razera Cayuxara paéna. Ne 47 (10739). 25.06.1994.

«Cusir Iabiua», rpamapcka-maaiTerdHasi razera TasaubiHckara paéHa. Ne 26 (8075).
25.06.1994.

«Cusr Kactperunikar, razeta Assip)xpiHckara paéna. Ne 45 (7188). 29.06.1994.

«Cusir Aenina», Bsipasinckast paénHasi rasera. Ne 50 (7656). 02.07.1994.

«Cupsir mepamori», AésHeHckast paéHHast rasera. Ne 51 (8216). 28.06.1994.

«Cusr mpausl», rpaMapCKa-MaAiTeidHas raszera Meépckara paéna. Ne 52 (6785).
28.06.1994.
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87. «YpaapHbl GpoHT», llIKkAaoYcKas paéHHas MacaBas rasera. Ne 47 (8618). 29.06.1994.

88. «UnpipBOHast 3Bs13Aa», rasera IBanayckara paéHa. Ne 51 (6737). 01.07.1994.

89. «UsIpBOHast 30pKa» IrpaMaACKa-IaAiTbIYHAS raszeTa Y3aseHckara paéHa. Ne 48 (6199).
29.06.1994.

90. «YbipBoHbl KacTperyHik», rpaMapcka-maAiTeiuHas razera AkusiOpckara paéHa. Ne 48
(6762). 29.06.1994.

91. «YUsIpBOHBI IIpaMeHb», rpaMaAcKasi rasera Yamrxinkara paéna. Ne 49 (8545). 28.06.1994.

92. «YbIpBOHBI CLsAr», raseTa Hsacsixckara paéna. Ne 47 (7639). 28.06.1994.

93. «Illaxuép», rpaMapcka-maAiTbiyHae BbipaHHe Caairopckara paéna. Ne 48 (9110).
28.06.1994.

94. Amutpues E., Xypc M. Beaapych: nTorm u ypoxu IpesuMAeHTCKuX BbibopoB 2001.
Munck: VICTIV, 2002.

95. «ABaHrapp», byaa-Kamraaéyckas rpamapcka-maasiTeiyHas rasera. Ne 22 (7987).
25.03.2006.

96. «ApsiHcTBa», DBapeicajckast rpamapcka-TasiTeiyHass rasera. Ne 69-73  (13373).
22.03.2006.

97. «ApuraHckast rasera», raseta ApuraHckara paéna. Ne 33 (18194). 21.03.2006.

98. «AcTpaBenkas Impaypa», IpaMapCKa-MaAiTbiuHas rasera AcTpaselkara paéHa. Ne 23
(7444). 22.03.2006.

99. «AIIMSHCKI BECHIK», TPaMaACKa-TaAITbIYHAS razeTa AlMsiHCKara paéHa. Ne 21 (8428).
22.03.2006.

100. «BbepacraBinkas rasera», rpaMapCKa-TaAiTbIIHae BbipaHHe BepacraBilkara paéHa. N
22 (7099). 22.03.2006.

101. «bpacaayckas 3Bsizpa», rasera Bpacaayckara paéuna. Ne 23 (8041). 22.03.2006.

102. «bsipasiHckast maHapamar, BsipasiHckast rpamapckas rasera. Ne 32 (8747). 22.03.2006.

103. «BecHik [abibouubIHEI», rasera [AbIOOLIKara paéna. Ne 23 (8536). 22.03.2006.

104. «BopaHayckas rasera», rpaMapCKa-TlaAiTbIYHae BbipaHHe Bopanayckara paéna. Ne 22
(8547). 22.03.2006.

105. «Tapaaouxi BecHiK», rpaMapCcKa-TaAiTeigHas razera [apaaonkara paéua. Ne 23 (8491).
21.03.2006.

106. «Iepoit mpawsl», rpamMapcKa-maAiTeiyHas rasera llymiaiHckara paéna. Ne 23 (8385).
21.03.2006.

107. «Ioaac BerkayirubiHbl», rpaMaAckas rasera Berkayckara paéHa. Ne 33 (8405).
22.03.2006.

108. «loaac ArobaHuIYbIHED», IpaMaACKa-TiaAiTeiuHAs rasera AmbaHckara paéna. Ne 37
(9553). 22.03.2006.

109. «Joaac PacoHIIYbIHBI», TpaMapCKa-TaAiTeIyHas raseta PacoHckara paéna. Ne 24
(7897). 24.03.2006.

110. «Toaac CenHenmrubiHbl», raseta CeHHerkara paéua. Ne 22 (1008). 21.03.2006.

111. «Aa HoBbIxX epaMor», Kaelikast paénnas rasera. Ne 51-52 (8051-8052). 25.03.2006.

112. «A3BiHCKas mpayaa», rpaMajsCKa-TaAiTbIdHAs radeTa BepxHaaspiHckara paéna. No 24
(9495). 21.03.2006.

113. «AssHHiua», luyusiHckast paéxnas rasera. Ne 23 (7931). 22.03.2006.

114. «Ansmpoyckas mpayaa», rpaMaacKa-TIaaiTeiuHasi rasera AyOpoBeHckara paéHa. Ne 24
(9163). 22.03.2006.

115. «Kbrnué IMTareccsi», rasera Maseipckara paéna. Ne 46 (13316). 25.03.2006.

116. «Kbinué Ipbia3BiHusi», Biebckas paénnas raszera. Ne 22 (8512). 21.03.2006.
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117. «3apa Hap, Hémanam», razera MacToyckara paéna. Ne 24. 23.03.2006.

118. «3apa Hap Coxamy, rasera Kapmsirckara paéna. Ne 28 (8952). 25.03.2006.

119. «3apa», bemraHkoBilkas rpamaacka-naaireratas razeta. Ne 24 (9106). 24.03.2006.

120. «Ickpa», rpamapcka-maaireraHas rasera Yapyckara paéxa. Ne 23 (9051). 22.03.2006.

121. «Ijeycki xpait», rpaMapcKa-NaaiTbidHas raserta Iyejckara paéna. Ne 23 (7824).
25.03.2006.

122. «KaainkaBiukiss HaBiHbI», paénHas rasera KaainkaBiukara paéna. Ne 41-42 (9375-
9376). 28.03.2006.

123. «KipaBew», rpamaacka-naaireraHasi razera Kipayckara paéxa. Ne 23 (8701). 22.03.2006.

124. «Kaiu Papsimbl», rasera lllapkayurasiHckara paéna. Ne 24 (7246). 22.03.2006.

125. «Kpymcki BecHik», rasera Kpynckara paéna. Ne 23 (10068). 22.03.2006.

126. «AeHiHCKi cusir», rpaMapcKast raseta XonHilkara paéna. Ne 24 (9782). 25.03.2006.

127. «AeHiHcKi miAsix», TpaMaacKas rasera [opatikara paéna. Ne 25 (10228). 22.03.2006.

128. «Aemeabcki Kpait», rpaMaACKa-TaAiThIyHas razeTa Aeneabckara paéna. Ne 24 (10330).
24.03.20086.

129. «Aipckas razerta», rpamMapcKa-maAiTeluHae BbipaHHe Aipckara paéna. Ne 34 (11260).
25.03.2006.

130. «AyHiHewKis HaBiHbI», rasera AyHiHelkara paéua. Ne 47 (9300). 22.03.2006.

131. «Manap3edaHckas raseTa», IpaMajpCKa-TaAiTbIuHae BbIAAHHe MaaapseuaHckara
paéna. Ne 74, 75 (10676-10677). 22.03.2006.

132. «Mask IIppipAHATIpOYS», TPaMaACKa-TIaAiTbIYHaA ra3eTa beixayckara paéHa. Ne 34-35
(9636-9637). 25.03.2006.

133. «Masik», rasera [omeabckara paéHa. Ne 23 (7825). 22.03.2006.

134. «Miépckis HaBiHbI», razetTa Mépckara paéna. Ne 26 (8008). 21.03.2006.

135. «Haginst [Taaeccsi», razera Ctoainckara paéuna. Ne 46 (8039). 21.03.2006.

136. «Hasinbr Crapapapo’KublHbI», IpaMaACKa-MaAiTeruHas rasera Crapapapo’kckara
paéna. Ne 51-52 (10626-10627). 25.03.2006.

137. «HapauaHckas 3apa», HapoAHast raseta Msipseabckara paéHa. Ne 47-49 (8118-8120).
25.03.2006.

138. «HapoaHBI roaac», rpamapcKa-TaAiThiyHasi razera Eapckara paéna. Ne 23 (9141).
22.03.2006.

139. «Haur yac», BaykaBeickas paéHHast razera. Ne 23 (8848). 22.03.2006.

140. «Hamra TaaaublHIIYBIHAY, PaMaACKa-TIAAITBIYHAS ra3eTa TaraublHCKara paéna. Ne 23
(9022). 22.03.2006.

141. «Homae »xpiué», Haparpyackas rpamaacka-maaiteraHas rasera. Ne 23 (8731).
22.03.2006.

142. «Hosae ITaaecce», razera KpiTKaBilkara paéna. Ne 37. 22.03.2006.

143. «ITacraycki kpait», rasera ITacrayckara paéna. Ne 39-40 (8697). 22.03.2006.

144. «ITlaTpsiéT», MacaBa-maAiTeryHas razeTa Yimarkara paéxa. Ne 23 (8492). 22.03.2006.

145. «Ilepamora», Asstaajckas paéHHas rasera. Ne 22 (7764). 22.03.2006.

146. «IlepcriekTuBar, [popHeHcKast pernoHaAbHast razera. Ne 22 (8301). 23.03.2006.

147. «ITerpeikayckist HaBiHBI», rasera IleTppikayckara paéHa. Ne 25 (8561). 25.03.2006.

148. «IToaauki BecHik», [Toaankas ab’saHaHast rapasckas i paéuHas rasera. Ne 28 (13245).
21.03.2006.

149. «IToaecckast mpaBaa», o0IeCTBEHHO-TIOAUTHYeCKast razeTa [TnHckoro paitona. Ne 35
(11737). 22.03.2006.

150. «IToabimsi», Kapaailkas paéunas rasera. Ne 23 (7471). 22.03.2006.
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151. «IlpameHb», rpamapcka-maAiTeiuHass 1 iHdapmallpliiHa-psKAaMHasi — raseta
Craybuoyckara paéHa. Ne 35 (8475). 22.03.2006.

152. «[lpaua», rpamapcka-TmaAiThiyHasi rasera 3sAabBeHcKara paéHa. Ne 23 (7780).
25.03.2006.

153. «IlppipHATpOYCKas HiBay», rpaMaACKa-MaAiTbluHasA raseta Mariaéyckara paéna. Ne 23
(7769). 22.03.2006.

154. «Ilpsimsxas mpayaa», Hapayasisckas paénnas rasera. Ne 23 (8953). 25.03.2006.

155. «IlyxaBiwkis HaBiHbI», rasera IlyxaBinkara paéxa. Ne 36-37 (8938-8939). 25.03.2006.

156. «Papsima», [ayckas paénnas rasera. Ne 23 (8716). 21.03.2006.

157. «PaéHHbI BecHiK», rasera UspBeHbckara paéna. Ne 36 (7604). 22.03.2006.

158. «PaéHHbist OyAHI», rpaMapcKa-maAireriaHas rasera IlpyskaHckara paéna. Ne 45-46
(8671-8672). 22.03.2006.

159. «PopHast HiBa», KaimaBitikas paéunast razeta. Ne 24(101431). 25.03.2006.

160. «PopHb kpait», Aaroitckast paéHHasi razera. Ne 23 (8642). 22.03.2006.

161. «CaBenxasi BECKa», FpaMaaCKa-TaAiTeiuHasi razera AppibiHckara paéna. Ne 23 (30194).
22.03.2006.

162. «CBeTaAae XbILLE», TpaMaACKa-TIaAiTeIYHAs raseTa Aeabublljkara paéHa. Ne 28-29
(8591-8592). 25.03.2006.

163. «CBeTabl mASIX», MsicLioBasi beaapyckas razera Cmaprosckara paéxa. Ne 25 (7933).
22.03.2006.

164. «Csicaankas razera», razera Csicaaikara paéna. Ne 23 (7897). 25.03.2006.

165. «Cssitao KacrperuHika», rpamaackast razera Mcuicaayckara paéna. Ne 22 (9162).
22.03.2006.

166. «Cepm i MmoaaT», Aoejyckas paéHHast MmacaBas rasera. Ne 40 (8410). 28.03.2006.

167. «CaaBa mpaubl», MacaBa-maAiTeiuHasi razera Kambeiabckara paéna, Ne 39-40 (9286-
9287). 25.03.2006.

168. «CaoHimcKi BecHik», razera CaonimMckara paéna. Ne 37 (9533). 22.03.2006.

169. «Cay1ki kpaii», raseta Cayukara paéna. Ne 46 (12238). 22.03.2006.

170. «Cusr nepamori», AésHeHcKas paéHHast razera. Ne 22 (9511). 21.03.2006.

171. «Cusr CaBeray», rpamaacka-maaireraHas rasera Kaivajckara paéna. Ne 23 (8487).
21.03.2006.

172. «TppiOyHa mpaibl», rpaMaacKa-naAiTeiuHas razeta babpyiickara paéna. Ne 21 (3032).
22.03.2006.

173. «Yauspcki BecHik», raseta Yauspckara paéna. Ne 25. 23.03.2006.

174. «YpipBOoHast 30pKa», IpaMaACKa-TAAITbIYHAs rasera Y3aseHcKara paéna. Ne 34-35
(7453-7454). 25.03.2006.

175. «YblpBOHBI IIpaMeHb», I'PaMaACKa-TaAiTblyHas rasera YamHinkara paéHa. No 34
(9972). 21.03.2006.

176. «YpIpBOHBI CLAr», TpaMapCKa-TaAiTeryHas rasera KpacHamoabckara paéHa. Ne 23
(9076). 22.03.2006.

177. «llaxuép», rpamaacka-masiteiaHae BoipaHHe Caairopckara paéna. Ne 25 (10404).
24.03.2006.

178. «Illasix mepamori», Biaeiickast rpamapckas rasera. Ne 50-51 (8032-8033). 22.03.2006.

Anpapait Kasaxesiu. TaaiTsiunast xaprarpadist Beaapyci ¥ BbiHiKax IpasipsHLIKix Bbibapay
1994—2006 rapoy.
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