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he determination of certain
Western foreign political
forces to look down on the
East is not new in itself. This aspiration used to be manifested in the faroff crusades of the West to the East
and in the relatively recent “Drangen
nach Osten” during World War II.
But the times have changed. Military
invasion of a country aimed at overthrowing the ruling authorities is no
longer “effective”. Another strategy
has been employed — aimed at inspiring an internal political conflict
controlled from the outside. A striking example of its implementation is
the so-called “colour revolutions” in
several post-Soviet countries.
It is not the first year that such
attempts have been made in Belarus,
too.
But despite the sophisticated
methods of influence and the exquisite tools, such as economic pressure, intimidation, imposition of
different sanctions and restrictions,
Belarus still holds to its interests
and continues to realise its policy in
compliance with its national interests, including participation in different projects initiated by the West,
the major of which is the EU “Eastern Partnership” project.
t is necessary to state that this
programme, which is in its essence a frame that can be filled
with any content depending on the
current situation, was immediately
employed by the powers whose aim
was to use the process of improving
Belarusian-European relations in
their mercenary motives. An attempt
was undertaken to employ “Eastern
Partnership” in order to weaken the
cooperation between Belarus and
Russia and to finally convert the republic into a buffer in its own way
between Russia and Europe (virtually, a sanitary cordon), and also to
transform it into a source of cheap
resources, including labour force
and a market for EU products.
It is not without reason that one
of the foreign politicians during a
conversation with his associates in
November 2009 said that “Belarus is
a country where it is still possible to
snatch something”.
It is hardly a coincidence that the
major officially declared postulates
of “Eastern Partnership” were eminently suited for implementation of
the strategy on “democratisation” of
Belarus: effective management and
stability, economic integration with
European political processes, energy
stability and the establishment of
interethnic and personal relations,
and most importantly, — “development of democracy”.
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From a confiscated “Tell the
Truth” document
“NEW STRATEGY OF MUTUAL RELATIONS BETWEEN
BELARUS AND RUSSIA”:
TASKS OF THE NEW
STRATEGY
The top-priority task of the new
strategy is to promote Russian support in the next presidential elections of the Leader of that political force, whose political platform

guarantees, within a year after
the elections, the change of social
order and social and economic
structure of the state, the change of
the Constitution of the Republic of
Belarus and the establishment of
the parliamentary and presidential republic. The advantage of this
way of events is obvious: carrying
over the centre of gravity of “struggle for the country” in the parliamentary elections encourages all
“significant” players in the political
market of Belarus.
The secret support of “the candidate” by higher government officials, senior officers of the special
services and the army, directors of
the state enterprises becomes more
active because the parliamentary
elections will allow them to struggle independently for power in future.
Everybody will deal with the
“transition” figure of a presidentarchitect of the new system. And
consequently even “the irreconcilable ones” can unite round “the
transition” figure within the transition period.
After the parliamentary form
of government in Belarus is established, the country will have not
just a “controllable”, but, undoubtedly, a “more predictable” political
leader.Besides, the present structure of the Belarus economy anyhow promotes the situation — “the
winner takes everything”. And
only the parliamentary model can
become steady, can mean “struggle according to the rules”, and
consider interests of all groups, the
model in which no subject can dictate the will to the rest of people.
These objectives were generated by A.Feduta in V.Nekliaev’s
programme.
Taking into account the seriousness of the rates, substantial funds allocated for the “Tell
the Truth” programme, and the
events on December 19 demonstrated that “the liberal” principle
was taken as a basis of the methods of its implementation: use of
any means up to triggering off
mass riots and bloodshed.
And they found V.Nekliaev,
the new face of the campaign.

***
Thought-provoking
information
From a concept note of the developer of the civil campaign “Tell
the Truth” (hereinafter, TT CC) A.
Feduta about the work executed on
the development of TT CC:
V.Nekliaev is a representative of
the so-called clerisy. He possesses a
certain charisma, has not been participating in the domestic political
affairs for a long time. The public
does not associate him with the image of a radical opposition member,
he is better known as a poet.
His weaknesses can also be of
use to us. In his past he was virtually an alcoholic (the illness of many
artists). Our experts conclude that
it creates conditions for forming a
super idea in him of being superior,
of being destined for a higher mis-

sion. We also possess essential incriminatory evidence against him,
which enables us to give him additional stimulation at any stage of the
project.
We believe it expedient to use the
proposed candidature as the major
one to represent the campaign. The
earlier proposed candidate can be
promoted along as a backup plan.

***
Today the law-enforcement
agencies know for certain all the
circumstances of a meeting in one
of the cafes in Brussels, where the
agents of foreign intelligence services M., K. and Sh. instructed the
leader of the “Tell the Truth” organisation.
It is now that the ex-candidate
for presidency repents of his actions, “I was used like a con…m”,
— but back then he was inspired by
the parting words.
rom the very beginning the
“Tell the Truth” civil campaign, completely subdued to
the purpose of foreign “supervisors”,
was considered a “long-term backup project”, oriented not to win the
presidential elections but
to subsequently “change
the situation in the country” and to participate in
the parliamentary elections of 2012.
The original text of
recommendations of the
foreign donors for the Directorate of the “Tell the
Truth” civil campaign envisaged a range of tactical
guidelines including:
“estranging
oneself
from the “unpromising
opposition”, represented
by “democratic” political
parties;
V.Nekliaev’s
objective after the elections
— to partially occupy
A.Milinkevich’s
niche,
at the same time not to
conduct any negotiations
with him;
avoiding the situation when
V.Nekliaev becomes a “common”
candidate.
V.Nekliaev repeatedly stated
in his inner circle that he needed
to “make an elegant exit from the
election campaign” to “remain a
politician”. He was serious about
participation in the parliamentary
elections of 2012 and alongside
A.Milenkevich saw himself by that
time as “the leader of a major opposition party”.
The West spent much money on
it…The financing scheme of such
an oppositional internet resource as
Charter ‘97 is a vivid example of it.
The website is known to have been
used as a tool to canvass for Sannikov’s candidature. The political commitment of this resource was stated
outspokenly. The financial provision
of its activity was ensured by the
well-known O.Bebenin. Below is the
chronicle of only several months of
his activity:
— a staff member of “the US
Helsinki group” Catherine Fitzpatrick transfers him a grant of
211,000 USD;
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— the International Fund
“Frontline” allocates 6,000 Euro to
Bebenin for “uninterrupted operation of the website”;
— the organisation “Alliance of
Liberals and Democrats “For Europe” transfers 26, 5 thousand Euros
to support the activity of Charter
‘97;
— the Norwegian Helsinki committee transfers 98,000 USD.
It is just a scintilla of the resources (referring to several months) provided at the instigation of foreign
intelligence services, for Sannikov’s
needs by different funds and organisations to conduct an information
campaign of the alternative candidates. It is not charity, it is a political
call deposit…
he following technology is
used to build up the notorious TV picture which occupies a particular place in the scenarios of “colour revolutions”.
The emotionally warmed-up
crowd of young people led by specially trained people takes an influential governmental institution by
assault, go inside, smash everything,
and hang out victory flags. It is all
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broadcast over TV real-time and
correspondents report that “the regime has fallen”, “the democracy has
won”, and the new class has taken
over the power. This news is immediately supported by all means
of communication, and in an hour
or two the corresponding diplomatic missions consider this to be
a fact and start speaking of official
recognition of the new winners. It
is believed that this process is irreversible. This scenario took place in
Serbia and in other countries where
“colour revolutions” technologies
were victorious in the long run.
The events which took place at
Independence Square showed that
several hundreds of journalists arrived in Minsk from abroad just to
get this picture. They did not visit
the electoral offices but, as if at the
command, accompanied the candidates (Nekliaev, Statkevich, Sannikov) and stood at the steps of the
Government Residence ready to
start filming… There were surprisingly few common reporters among
them.
Among the people who were
supposed to show the picture was,

for example, Anton Vernitsky, the
head of Russia’s First Channel news
broadcasting. The stars of “crisis
reportage” arrived from Warsaw,
Berlin and other European capitals.
The majority of them met during
the joint missions in Ukraine, Kyrgyzstan and Moldova.
Such meticulous and special attention on the part of the media to
the Belarusian elections testifies to
evident disinterest in the electoral
process as such.
The politically-committed media
concurrently arrived to cover one
more “colour revolution”, although
there seemed to be no prerequisites
for it in Belarus, which was publicly
acknowledged by Western politicians.
he facts and the available
documents, which were confirmed by the logic of the
events ensued on December 19, testify to the following.
Approximately by the beginning
of 2009 the analysts of Western special services (primarily of Poland
and Germany) who had been persistently monitoring the political
events in Belarus, made a unanimous conclusion and informed
their governments of the urgent
need to modify the existing approaches to Minsk.
It was particularly acknowledged, that constant confrontation, hypocrisy and dishonesty of the “traditional” heads
of Belarusian political parties
and movements contributed to
complete discredit of their public image. The system which was
established by Wieck, the former
President of the Federal Intelligence Service of Germany, who
also set up a fictitious network in
Belarus which in official documents was referred to as “United
Opposition”, collapsed owing to
completely different interests of
its leaders.
It was connected with the
fact that the “single candidate” of
the democratic forces Milinkevich was caught blatantly lobbying the
foreign diplomatic interests of the
Polish Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and performing unwarranted embezzlement of the allocated finances
and discreditable practices involving
his spouse I.Kulei.
The longstanding candidate
for leadership Lebedko, who was
involved in a number of scandals
including those of financial nature,
also considerably discredited himself. The analysts of German and
Polish special services recognised
one more fact.
Intrigues and public scandals
in the BPF resulted in a total loss of
reputation of the given oppositional
party. One might point out an actual
collapse and atomisation of the largest oppositional party BSDPG.
It was noted that, despite all
the efforts taken by Western political and financial centres during the
parliamentary elections, all oppositional candidates failed to take seats
in governmental bodies. In their
discreet messages the analysts mentioned that the reason for it was not
the “pressure of the authorities” and
not the rigging of the elections.
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