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Teheran, Warsaw, Prague

By Jakub Karpinski

Jakub Karpiriski is a sociologist and historian of post-
war Poland. He was one of the leaders of the Polish stu-~
dent moventent in 1968 and was imprisoned two and a
half years for his activities. His articles on Poland and
Eastern Europe have appeared in numerous publications.

Teheran. The name has an ominous ring not only for Armer-
icans who remember the hostage crisis. Forty-five years ago
the three leading political figures of the world met there to dis-
cuss the political geography of post-war Europe. Although, ac-
cording to Churchill, the American and Soviet standpoints were
particuiarly close to begin with, all three delegations finally
came to an agreement and decided the fate of East Europeans
without even bothering to ask their opinion. The effects of these
decisions have lasted for nearly half a century, and no one knows
how much Jonger they will last.

The 1945 Yaita agreement is popularly regarded as the con-
ference at which the post-war fronticrs of Poland were deter-
mined, but the groundwork for those borders was already laid
in 1943. Decisions concerning the post-war frontiers in Poland
were made in Teheran without any consultation with the Polish
government in London, and without even informing the Poles
post factum about the results of the Teheran meeting. This was
a clear signal to Stalin. If the fronticrs of Poland could be de-
cided without the Poles, the question of what form its govern-
‘ment wonld take was also open, and the Polish
government-in-exile could be ignored. And if the question of
governmental form was open in the case of Poland, it could
safely be assumed that it was also open with regard to other
countries in the region — especially Germany’s East-Central
European (more or less compulsory) allies: Hungary, Romania
and Bulgaria.

From 1943 on, some ‘Western opinion-making centers
started to talk about the unruly Poles standing in the way of
a Soviet-Western enfente cordiale. In 1943, the Polish
government-in-cxile wanted to know more about the mass graves
of Polish officers discovered near the Byclorussian village of
Katyn. In 1944, while the Red Army was entering Poland, the
Polish Home Army and the underground aunthorities fought the
Germans and tricd to establish Polish rule independent of the

Soviets. Threse efforts culminated in the Warsaw uprising, which
was crushed in October 1944 after two months of fighting. The
Soviet argument of force prevailed, and by late 1944 it became
clear that a Sovicet-backed government would be installed and
that an enormous area of Eastern Poland would be swallowed
by the Soviet Union, since her territorial claims were backed
by the Western powers. Though England went to war as an ally
of Poland, its alliance with the Soviet Union proved to be
stronger, and led her to disregard the Adantic Charter’s con-
demnation of territorial changes made without the agreement
of all interested parties. During the war, Poland’s Western al-
lies changed their commitments, and towards the end of the war,
Poland — as well as other countries of the region — were to
be transformed by the Soviet army and the police, and by the
new government which they helped set up, in which commu-
nists occupied key positions. Despite all that was said about the
importance of the economy, in the immediate post-war period
the communists, wherever they were members of multi-party
governments, preferred the posts controlling the police to the
ones controlling industry, agriculture, and commerce — which
they took over later anyhow.

According to the Soviets, not everybody was to be in-
cluded in people. Elections did not imply a choice.
Freedom had to be guarded against abuse, and there-
fore regulated with the help of penal decrees and pri-
sons.

The post-war political map has to a large extent been shaped
by Soviet-German agreements and military incursions in 1939
and 1940. The partition of pre-war Poland and the Soviet in-
corporation of the Baltic states and of the former Romanian ter-
ritories of Bessarabia and Northem Bukovina — all happened
in 1939 and 1940; in 1944 the Soviets merely retusrned to take
back what they had taken earlier. By acquiescing at Teheran
to the Soviet demmands for Polish territory, the Western powers
signaled their lack of opposition to any future Soviet moves in
Eastern Enrope, which were to range from ontright annexation
to careful and graduval Sovietization.
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Another anniversary is worth remembering: that of the 1348
Communist coup d‘état in Czechoslovakia. The February 1948
coup marked the end of the process of the political subjugation
of those countries which the Red Army entered at the end of
the war.

According to some political commentators, the post-war
plight of Eastern Europe was essentially the result of a mis-
understanding. The Soviets understood such words as people,
election, free, democratic, or patriotic differently than their
Western interlocutors. According to the Soviets, not everybody
was to be included in people. Elections did not imply a choice.
Freedom had to be guarded against abuse, and therefore reg-
ulated with the help of penal decrees and prisons. Democracy
meant an understanding of the true needs of the people, which
needs the communists were able to define without the people’s
help. Patriotic forces in a given country were those on whom
the Soviet leaders could rely.

The words patriotism, democracy and national liberation
flourished in the official language towards the end of World
War 1 and in the early posi-war years. The Fatherland Front
ran for elections in Bulgaria, the National Front in Czechoslov-
akia, the Democratic Bloc in Poland. The communists controlled
all these fronts or blocs, and in their propaganda they stressed
continuity rather than revolution, and democracy and nation-
alism instead of communism. This pattern was repeated in the
phraseology and tactics of the communists during the de-
colonization of the sixties and seventies in Africa and Asia. In
the ideological imagery of the 1940s in Eastern Europe, the Ger-
mans played a mobilizing role as a defeated but potentially dan-
gerous enemy — 2 role which the ex-colonial powers later
assumed. Hatred towards the Geomans was exploited, aggra-
vated in the media, and used in internal political struggles. Those

In the field of ideas, the defeat of communism is al-
most total: Once again they are using the national
and democratic vocabulary of the immediate post-
war era.

who disagreed with the regime were often depicted as former
Nazi collaborators, or accused of supporting post-war German
revanchism (especially in Poland, where the German threat has
been exploited until very recently). Occasionally genuine, but
usually fictitious, links between the opposition parties and the
former German anthorities were denounced by communists who
dispensed ‘‘people’s justice’’ — especially in the former axis
countries: Bulgaria, Romania and Hungary. In this respect, there
was no equivalence: close collaboration with the Soviets was
praised and did not constitute a political crime (except in Yu-
goslavia after 1948).

The desired political changes were achieved ultimately by
pure physical force. The communists had at their disposal the
Soviet army, prisons, labor camps, deportations and death sen-
tences. Soviet advisers, with ample experience, made the de-
cisions. Their suggestions or orders dealt with the art of
savietization and the appropriate pace of change: when to elim-
inate peasant-populist parties (generally in 1947), how to in-
fluence socialists and when to unite them with the communists
(generally in 1948), when and how to launch a campaign against
private commerce, private agriculture, and the churches (in these
respects the pace varied from country to country).

The use of physical force was visible enough, but efforts
were made to hide it with a democratic facade. Although cer-
tain pre-war political parties were not legalized at all, or were
eliminated almost immediately, the various peasant parties were
temporarily spared and became the dominant opposition forces
in Poland, Hungary, Bulgaria, and Romania until their demise
in 1947.

Terror was accompanied by persuasion and ideology. The
official ideological atmosphere of the 1940s was mostly nation-
alistic, democratic and progressive, though these terms acquired
martial connotations, since they were always used in conjunc-
tion with a struggle against an enemy (the concept of the en-
emy was more and more inclusive). Around 1949, the official
ideology became more openly communist, and this process en-
cornpassed art, the humanities, and ¢ven science.

Now, forty years later, the nations of Eastern Evurope and
the Soviet Union still live under the burden of a Stalinist sys-
tern which was shaped and imposed on them in the forties. With
increasing frequency, independent voices are heard demanding
a renegotiation and dismantling of Stalin’s legacy to Eastem
Europe. What was gradually lost in the 1940s is now being re-
gained by independent movements, groups and organizations.
People are aware of the need of independence for their groups
and organizations, for their ideas — yet the communists seem
to be stronger now and far better organized than forty years ago.

The idea of national or patriotic fronts has been officially
launched once again, but brute force has not ceased to be the
ultimate refuge of irritated — or frightened — communists. A
comparison of the Czechoslovak coup in 1948 with General
Jaruzelski‘s martial law in 1981 shows just how effectively tech-
nology ard modern organization can be employed.

In the field of ideas, the defeat of communism is alraost
total; once again they are using the national and democratic vo-
cabulary of the immediate post-war era. They have not ceased,
however, to guard key positions of power, so that the corre-
lation of forces is in their favor. One can assume that the strug-
gle for East-European independence will be long unless
East-Europeans thernselves formulate their demands and are able
to back them with strong, independent organizations, and un-
less the West sees its interest in the renegotiation of the Sta-
linist order in Europe. |
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Czcechoslovakia

The People and Civil Society During
The ‘“Prague Spring”’ of 1968-69

By Vilem Precan

None of us is aware of all the porentialiries thar slumber within she soul of the people...and the surprises that the
public holds in store for us. Who, for instance, as the time of Novoiny’s decaying regime...could have anticipared rhar
in the space of half a year genuine civil awareness would stir within thai selfsame sociery or that a year later a society
3o recently apathetic, sceptical and demoralized would resiss foreign invasion with such audacity and resourcefulness!

—from The Long-distance Interrogation, by Vdclav Havel

The following article, written in April 1988 for the
international colloguium *‘The ‘Prague Spring’ and its
Repercussions in Europe,”” concentrates on the role of

zechoslovak society at selected moments in that turbu-
lent chain of evenis in the late 1960s. To refresh the
reader’s memory: The Stalinist regime of Antonin Novorny
came to a close in January 1968 when Alexander
Dublek rook over and initiated a process of
liberalizationwhich, by the summer of thot year, had led
to the formaiion of non-Farty elubs and associations, the
democratization of official clubs and associations, the par-
tial desnocratizarion of the Communist Party i1self, local
coverrment eieerons, ax. hd 10 censorship, [I/ld or? wr sub-

S... ia S. O the nigh gy 20, (58, Varsay
Pa " s 2 Crecrtusicia’ a T .:.‘.nom-
t o7 ko d e st oJf"ﬁ!'c gove,, L. erp coested
o AN e ' az agree-
nonl mow s o oscow Protocol, accordmg to the
terins ¢ "wy ey were ¢ “to rerur fo power, pro- Demonstrators wave the national flag.
vided they p, 7z officiais *whon. . »5cow considered un-
relizble cnd disme  ~  -n | riiyofref s aich had
M AT et Py e s ¥ iy )
e S e sty s 1968 s posile ol abon e
comztr:' whici & ~le  itho. -~ natio i govern- birth of “c1v1¥ society™ a_nd (?f mdel?cndcnt p}lbl}c oprmorn 1
; ; v o ek~ the “s:e ven ys'' to wwiich Prefan Czechoslovakla.. All the e?(ls\tmg social orgamzatxons., Inferest
L re T s -smn .o f the refor s, as we. as the men groups, profess_lonal assoclations and clabs of evi:}'y kind prgke
espe siblefo . nge.  public % for varying frce“fa.lrly rapidly from thc? 'Stallmst-Lcm{ust transmission
T vd e ards, 1 G ' ep laced belt’” model, and, as free entities, stroYe for independence from
Du & s !196¢ and beg e 1w stge of the the power structures f)f the ‘Commumst. Pa@. In the process,
e . e il ticio, ' “Prague they were able to clanf;{ their own specific interests a.rl)d goals,
Spring” om I S & S, which st‘rength.eped their avowed ltesolvc to become indepen-
- . i ' ) dent social entities. Many who until then had been branded as
} V‘lf‘ CoaeE ‘r’f e er_ e who, m unreliable or hostile clements, such as former political prison-
the 05, v ¢ "o e o ustovical ruth ers and members of religious orders or other ecclesiastical corn-
to 7; f’[”’:;?” _"-‘ « o _ i 7—?""1?‘5}’-1" “'1,” pos wmon munities disbanded in the early fifties, demanded to be heard.
Qe ST LT ie ¢ he Lzzenusloyar L -
:isf Iiar:;_ - f‘l ‘ f; Cm:nof 1;0- C ;j)ffo o New interest groups came into being alongside ad hoc cit-

izens’ initiatives and groups that were set up on a permanent

iroversies. He' s miseoted arFone : . X o
basis. With the discovery of the U.N. Covenant on Civil and

Germany.
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Czechoslovakia

A Soviet tank stands guard in front of the bullet-ridden National Museum.

Political Rights, a steering committee was set up with a view
to establishing a human rights association, which was intended
to be a grassroots initiative. Self-govermment was rediscovered
in the original sense of the tenn, and work got undcrway on
specific proposals for implementing it in various spheres of pub-
lic life. In other words, a whole infrastructure of autonomous
organizations and institutions — and of thase striving for their
mndependence — came into being, laying the foundations for
political and social pluralism.

It would be worthwhile to examine in detail just how strong
were the foundations of that new pluralism in Czechoslovak so-
ciety — a pluralism that seemed to arise spontaneously in the
course of 1968, and which paradoxically grew stronger after
the August invasion. An additional point to be explored is to
what extent that pluralism hampered the initial efforts to re-
store the totalitarian order, as a result of which large segments
of the cultural and academic community enjoyed the freedom
to create and publish until the spring of 1970.

I am not sure one can truly speak of the incipient rebirth
of civil society in Czechoslovakia at that time, but there is no
doubt in my mingd that there was a tendency to move in that

direction: an aspiration on the part of various social entities to
lay the basis for a civil socicty — though the term ““civil so-
ciety’’ was not in use then.

Civil saciety and public opinion generally assert themselves
independently of the state. However, a specific feature of
Czechoslovakia in 1968 — and one of the catalysts that helped
bring an independent public opinion into existence and encour-
aged the first elements of a genuine civil socicty — was the need
to assert the sovereignty of the Czechoslovak state. The need
for sovereignty was increasingly regarded — and I am still re-
ferring to the pre-invasion period — as a necessary condition
for the irreversible (i.e. institutionally guaranteed) transcen-
dence of the totalitarian system.

At a certain point — and it must have been by the begin-
ning of the summer — ‘‘independent society’’ ceased to be a
mere forum for discussion (and a fragmented one at that) and
started to exert more concentrated pressure on the centers of
political power and on the Communist Party apparat.

Independent public opinion was particularly worried that
a point would be reached at which even the “‘new regime’’ (i.e.
the pro-reform sections of the Communist lcadership and ap-
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““On this spot a 14-year-old boy died fighting the foreign
occupiers.”

parat) would consider any further demands by society to be in-
compatible with the “‘leading role of the Party,”” even if the
apparatchiks interpreted that role more liberally than they had
for the previous twenty ycars. Independent public opinion was
also worricd that the reform lcadership would succumnb to out-
side pressure. In other words, the fear was widespread that the
party and state leadership would be incapable of respecting or
effectively asserting the Czechoslovak people’s right to run their
own internal affairs, and that if it cayoe to a tug-of-war between
their two loyalties, the leadership would give priority to the in-
terests of ‘‘socialism’* and ‘‘international commitments’ —
which meant obeying Moscow’s instructions.

Tbe need was increasingly felt to put pressure on the lead-
crship to respect the public will, particularly as tension grew
between the ‘“‘new regime’’ in Czechoslovakia and the oppo-
nents of the ““Czechoslovak revolution’’ elsewhere in the So-
viet bloc. The most impressive manifestation of this need prior
to August was the mass petition delivered to the Czechoslovak
dclegation before it left for its meeting with the Soviet Polit-
buro at Cierna nad Tisou at the end of July. Of the four slogans

of the day — Socialism, Alliance, Freedom, and Sovercignty
— the last two became increasingly important. Freedom and
sovereignty: these were what mattered.

* % X

Those “‘seven great days’ from August 21 to 27, 1968,
when the entire nation took part in the movement to resist the
invasion, never would have happened without the events of the
preceding six months, when an independent society and inde-
pendent public opinion were created, along with the aforemen-
tioned infrastructure of newly autonomous social entities, It
would also have been impossible without the growth of civic
and national awareness within all sections of society, partic-
ularly during July and those first three wecks of August. Non-
ctheless, right up to August 21 the train of events was still
determined essentially by measures taken by the national lead-
ership, while the civil society-in-the-making was gradually trans-
formed from a mass of sceptical onlookers into an increasingly
self-confident public opinion which influenced the deliberations
of, and exerted pressure on, the political and administrative es-
tablishment.

However, it was not until the events of August 21 that vir-
tually everyone became involved, and a movement was created
which embraced the entire nation. This gave rise to that re-
markable interim period of those seven days plus the following
seven months: between what at the time was called ““the re-
newal process’” and actual ‘‘normalization,’’ when the resto-
ration of the old real-socialist order began in earnest.
Paradoxically, those seven days and the subsequent seven
months were a period of the greatest freedom the Czechoslovak
people has enjoyed since 1948. ’

That remarkable interval of freedom in the shadow of So-
viet tanks was possible only because, at the moment of the in-
vasion, the sovereign people of Czechoslovakia spontaneously
took their country’s fate into *heir own hands in a national upris-
ing.

My intention bere is not to detract from the importance of
the declaration made during the night of August 21 by the Pre-
sidium of the Czechoslovak Communist Party. It was of the ut-
most importance that the supreme organ of power in the land
could issue a statement unequivocally repudiating the country’s
occupation by foreign troops and condenning it as an act contra-
vening international law. It stamped the seal of legitimacy on
the people’s resistance from the outset and facilitated the uni-
fication of popular and institutional resistance, thereby foster-
ing a sense of unity between the people and the country’s
political leadership.

In all other respects, however, the inaction of the country’s
supreme leadership at such a critical moment was astounding.
No decisions or instructions for action, with the exception of
“‘Rernain catm, do not resist, and wait for the National As-
sembly, the Government, and the Central Committee to review

September— October 1988
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A Soviet tank labeled “‘Dubéek.””

the sitvation.'” Even twenty years later, we haven’t discoverced
a shred of evidence that anyone among those eight men who
voted in favor of the staternent in question had any inkling of
the possibility of a Soviet intervention. There is nothing to in-
dicate that any of them had prepared — as part of their duty
as statcsmen — any sort of plan to deal with such an eventa-
ality, or that any of them suggested withdrawing to their well-
equipped and impregnable government bunker from which the
country could have been rn for a lengthy period.

When the moment of crisis arrived, the most powerful per-
son in the state, Alexander Dubcek, was not prepared for ac-
tion. When asked his advice by the Secretary of the Communist
Party’s Prague Municipal Committee, the officers of which were
then meeting to discuss the possibility of organizing a general
strike the next day, DubZek intimated that there was nothing
to do but wait until the Sovict leadership arrived for talks and
until the Central Commiitce had had a chance to discuss matters.

The first broadcast statement of the President of the Re-
public (who was also the country’s supreme military
commander), mine hours after the beginning of the invasion,
said even less than than the above-mentioned statement of the

previous night. The President made no mention of whether or
not he endorsed the Presidium’s staternent condemning the
invasion, and the only appeal he made to citizens was for them
to observe ‘‘comaplete restraint’’ and ‘‘absolute calm,’” to avoid
any ‘‘rash actions,’’ and to wait for the instructions which the
constitutional authorities would give.

But in the meantime, ‘‘the people’” — youngsters, work-
ers, and employees of the mass media — had already begun
to take action without any central guidance. The rising of the
whole nation, the civilian resistance, the unequivocal condem-
nation of the cccupation, the demand for the withdrawal of for-
eign troops, the boycott of the occupation forces, the refusal
to take part in any kind of political collaboration, the demand
for the reinstatcrent of the kidnapped statesmen and party lead-
ers, and the expressed deterroination to continue with the re-
newal process already commenced — all provided the basis on
which nationwide unity and solidarity were built in the course
of the next few days.

It was a resistance movement that was to bring together
representatives of all generations, social groups, and nation-
alities. One element of it was official resistance on the part of
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““Go Home’’(In Cyrillic) *“We Want Freedom and Democracy”™
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““The prostitutes of Prague declare biological warfare.”” ‘*To the
occupants! Not a drop of water — not a crust of bread.”

the constitutional and other national institutions — in so far as
they were able 10 organize anything — as well as of Czecho-
slovakia’s diplomatic representatives, particularly on the floor
of the U.N. Security Council. Another component of the move-
ment was the Vysofany Congress [the extraordinary congress
of the Czechostlovak Communist Party, which met in secret duir-
ing the ““seven days’” and voted to condemn the occupation]
and the activity of local branches of the Communist Party ma-
chine and its various organizations.

Though this resistance was unarmed, it was by no means
passive. It proved how difficuit it is for an armed aggressor to
vanquish a country when it is ignored by all the civic structures.
The role played in the resistance movement by the radio and
the other communications media has also been documented in
detail, demonstrating the real political power they have to co-
ordinate the life of society.

Popular resistance, in the broadest sense of the word, con-

tinued to play a key role on the Czechoslovak political stage
for the next seven months, even after ‘“normal life’’ was bru-

tally restored at the end of August 1968. This movement ebbed
and flowed, new initiatives appeared among various segments
of the population — and much was yet to come: the students’
strike against Smrkovsky’s dismissal as speaker of the National
Asscrably, the funeral of Jan Palach [a student who imunolated
himself in Janvary 1969 to protest the invasion], and the spon-
taneous anti-Soviet demonstrations following victories by
Czechoslovakia over the Soviet Union in ice-hockey. The move-
ment displayed no single clear attitude to the national political
leadership. On the one hand, the govcmment"s actions were
tolerated (e.g. the agrecment on the temporary stationing of So-
viet troops in Czechoslovakia), but at the same time society for-
ced the government to tolerate its actions as a form of authorized
civil disobedience.

April 1969 marked the beginning of a new era. Freedom,
however, did not cease to exist all at once. ‘*Order’’ was re-
stored in different arcas of public life at different times and in
different ways. There was only one further occasion when the
people spontaneously took to the streets, and that was in Au-
gust 1969 to mark the first anniversary of the invasion. But this
is another story, about which I will have more to say towards
the end of my paper.

Amazingly enough, the memory of those great moments
in the history of Czechoslovakia is .fresher elsewhere in the
world than in the historical consciousness of Czechoslovaks
themselves. The least one can say is that it was such a trau-
matic experience that people still resist attempts to come to terms
with it.

Why should this be? Is it becanse all the efforts of Czecho-
slovak society in 1968 came to naught? Is it because the Au-
gust movement, which united the whole nation against the Soviet
Union'’s attempt to solve the *‘Czechoslovak question,” had such
short-lived success and was virtually dissipated by the capit-
ulation of the national leaders? Is it because the people’s newly-
created civic awareness, their revived faith in the strength of
the nation, and their hope in the future turned out to be an il-
lusion when — in spite of all declarations to the effect that *‘we
will never abandon the path we have taken’” — their solidarity
and resolve were betrayed?

This gives rise to a2 number of considerations which are a
part and parcel of the truth about the ‘‘seven great days™ in
particular, and the “‘Prague Spring’’ of 1968-69 in general. How
is it that the popular movement disintegraied so soon? How is
it possible that ‘‘normalization’ could be implemented so
quickly? When and why did the people (i.e. the absolute ma-
jority of the population) give in? Their capitulation was as sur-
prising and vnexpected as were those illustrious movements of
1968, particularly at the time of the ‘‘seven great days.”’

I do not regard the abatcment of activity and the erosion
of solidarity among the broad mass of the people as well as their

September— October 1988
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A car flattened by a tank.

adaption to the ‘‘conditions for the normalization of real so-
cialism’’ as the outcome of some ‘‘social contract, ** frequently
referred (o in certain learned books as well as superficial jour-
nalism. Nor do I believe it to have been a matter of cynical self-
interest of the “‘you scratch my back, I’ll scratch yours’ va-
ricty, whereby people were to get a decent standard of living
in return for their loss of political rights. In my view, what gave
rise to the millions of private capitulations in Czechoslovakia
from 1969 to 1971 — which left in their wake traumatized, dis-
tranght, and demoralized people who ostensibly conformed to
the rules of “‘real’” socialism (in other words, ‘‘living a lie’")
— was deep disappointment stemming from the capitulatory pol-
icies of the “‘leaders’ of the Prague Spring.

It took Moscow no longer than 48 hours after the launch
of its invasion to realize that if the most critical phase of te-
storing normality in Central Europe — in the sense of a ‘‘pax
sovietica’> — was to be accomplished successfully, it was go-
ing to need Dub&cek and the other “‘progressive’” leaders it kid-
napped, as well as those who — though left to go free —
condemned the invasion and military and political plan of ‘“fra-
ternal assistance.”” In other words, help in implementing Mos-

cow's policies was to come from those people who had gained
their popularity precisely by standing up to the Soviets and who
had been returned to their state and party offaces thanks to the
people’s defiance.

The Soviet leaders needed to pacify the mass of the Czecho-
slovak population as quickly as possible because their campaign
of non-violent resistance was attracting increasing world-wide
attention, and because they regarded any further international-
ization of the Czechoslovak issue as undesirable. The people
were therefore given back their leaders after the latter had signed
the Moscow Protocol, whereby they promised to ‘‘restore or-
der” in the Soviet sense. No doubt they signed it unwillingly
(and some of them were subsequently racked with Hamlet-like
doubts), but when they were asked to sign, they didn’t hesitate
too long. Afterwards, they continued separately in office just
so long as they remained useful to the Russians; when their use-
fulness came to an end, the Russians dumped them, or at least
made it clear that they were no longer acceptable. Each of these
Czechoslovak leaders was allowead to stay on just long enough
to help prepare the next stage in the pacification of the popular
movement. Perhaps some of them could be convinced that their
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was no alternative, or that something could still be salvaged
if they were clever enough, yet continued to govern in good
faith. Nevertheless, each of them behaved with that astounding
absence of political vision which has characterized Czech states-
manship for the past fifty years.

The solidarity and determined resistance of the broad mass
of the people, born of August 1968, were gradually stifled over
the next few months. The so-called "‘realistic*” policies of the
reformist leadership pointed the way and helped fashion the at-
titudes of the man in the street, in terms of national politics and
the microcosm of daily life. Forces ready and willing to restore
totalitarian power according to a Sovict blueprint came to the
forefront as a traumatized populace looked on — a populace
which had been gradually pacified and disoriented by its ‘'na-
donal heroes.”” The initial solidarity slogan of the poople,
“We're standing by you, you stand by us,”” began to sound
more and more like a desperate plea, until it finally faded away.

As a result, a feeling of futility, disillusionment and re-
vulsion gradually took bold of saciety, helping to create the nec-
essary social and psychological conditions for the restoration
of an avthoritarian regime, while avoiding mass conflict. It only
remained to teach a lesson ta those members of the population,
particularly the young, who were still holding out against the
pressure to retreat into their private lives — and to show them
who owned the streets. The opportunity came in August 1969
on the anniversary of the invasion. However, this time it was
not Soviet, Bulgarian, Polish, etc. troops and tanks, but spe-
cial units of the Czechoslovak security corps, tank units of the
Czechoslovak army, the Czechoslovak police and members of
the Czechoslovak “‘people’s militia”* which, through the use
of force or the threat of force, dispersed the commemorative
demonstrations in the citics and towns of their homeland.

By that time radio. television and the press in Czecho-
slovakia were already consolidated, i.e. ‘‘regimented,’’ and the
lesson meted out to the people was hailed by those in the media
as “‘repelling an enemy assault.”” On August 22, 1969 the Fed-
eral Assembly passed emergency legislation, valid until the end
of that year, ostensibly to protect *‘the public order’* from *“anti-
socialist and anti-social elements.”” The police were given tem-
porary powers to detain arrested persons for up to three weeks.
Magistrates (instead of the regular panel of judges) were em-
powered to try cases of so-called “‘political misdemeanors’ —
nciternent. slandering the state or the ““world socialist system,"*
ctc. — as well as everything else that could come under the head-
ing of “‘offenses against public order.”” There were no pre-
trial proceedings, which meant that the counsel for the defensc
was not briefed until the trial itself. In the case of ‘‘offenders
against public order,”’ the Labor Codc was suspended, and the
state authorities were given the right to suspend the activity of
organizations or even to disband them. Under these emergency
powers, students could be expelled from school or university,
teachers could be instantly dismissed, and professors could be
fired from the academy of sciences if they did anything to
“‘harm the socialist order’” — according to the terms of ex-

tremely elastic emergency regulations.

The decree granting these special powers for the *‘resto-
ration of arder’’ was signed by the Chairman of the Federal
Assembly, Alexander Dub&ek. His was not the only signature,
of course: the President of the Republic, Ludvik Svoboda, and
Prime Minister Oldfich Cernik also signed the document. Thus,
exactly one year after the ‘ ‘seven great days,”’ there commenced
an era in which everything that had been said and proclaimed
during the ““Prague Spring”> was outlawed, despite the lofty
promises of solidarity the year before. Soviet lies, which had
been defeated during the ‘‘seven days’® were now purveyed as
truth, and henceforth nothing else could be heard from the coun-
oy which only a year before had won the admiration of the
world. No one has yet counted how many young people were
held for weeks on end, often without trial, on the basis of these
emergency powers; how many students were expelled from the
nniversity; how many people were sent to prison or victimized
on the basis of a decree that Alexander Dublek signed into law.
Few even recall the existence of those particular emergency
measures and the fact that Dub&ek signed them — and maybe
he too has blanked them out of his memory. When most people
think of the past, all the events of that era have been Jumped
together with the subsequent mass purges.

And those purges were not an ‘‘unfortunate’ excess, or
the outcome of Husdk’s “‘ineptitude’” in missing the opportu-
nity to outwit the hardliners of his leadership, as they were cat-
egornized at a time when some people stitl had illusions abont
the new General Secretary. To make sure that the restoration
of order would be maintained, the people had to be given a les-
son they wouldn’t forget. The purges were not merely intended
to punish the supporters of reform and the partisans of national
sovereignty, civil liberties, and the right to think and act freely.
Their aim was not just to ‘‘homogenize’” every component of
the state machinery according to the criteria of “‘real socialism,"’
and to eliminate from ail official positions in government, pub-
lic service, culture and elsewhere, anyone who could not be
trusted to adapt to the restoration of order. The destruction of
the livelihoods of a chosen segment of the population was also
meant to serve s a standing example and warning to every-
body else.

In otner words, the general desire for a consumer life-styie
and ‘‘private prosperity’’ was not the beginning of the nor-
malization process, but the aftermath. At the beginning there
was widespread disenchantment and disgost with those whom
the people regarded as “‘their’” leaders; these attitudes were
quickly followed by the fear of losing the few social benefits
that the restored order was able to offer, and of being demoted
overnight, along with one’s family, to the bottom of the social
ladder. The opportunity to reap any profits from the ‘‘norma-
lization™’ by means of serving ‘‘real socialism’® was not offered
to the mass of the population, but only to the new elite, then
being created in Party, state and administrative structures, as
well as in the mass roedia, science and culture. O



The national colors lic tatiesed and dishonored. (The photographs on the ‘‘Prague Spring’’ were taken by Jaroslav
Svesika and are part of the NAF DEMENTI/ ‘‘Polish— Czechoslovak Solidarity'’ collection.)
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Can Charter 77 Influence Political Changes

in Czechoslovakia?

By Vaclav Benda

Vaclav Benda is a Catholic, philosopher, mathema-
tician and former Charter 77 spokesman. The following
was to have been presented at the third forum of Charter
77 on January 17, 1988. However, since the police pre-
vented the forum from taking place, Mr. Benda submit-
ted his remarks to the samizdat journal Informace o Chartd
77, which published them in issue no. 4, 1988.

I should like to begin with a brief description of the present
situation. The loudly-acclaimed progress of the last two years
has in every boportant arga been limited to verbal proclama-
tions without practical effect. In the field of politics sensu stricto
(i.e. the methods of ruling and the persons who rule), only in-
significant, mostly cosmetic changes have occurred, whose
meaning moreover is subject to various interpretations. Accord-
ing to the popular wisdom contained in political jokes, these
changes are unequivocally negative: ‘“Under Husdk,’* as the
pundits will tell you, ‘‘at least we had enough snow.”” As far
as bumgan and civil rights are concerned, not a single new guar-
antee has been enacted. In fact, the repressive practices of the
powers-that-be have lost none of their intensity, even if their
forms have changed somewhat. And in the area of religious
rights and freedoms, their practices have, if anything, become
worsc. To the layman, economic reform looks like a monster,
whose main purpose is to prevent the revival of anything —
and specialists in this area, in their learned discourse, essen-
tially only confirm this impression. In the area of ecology, a
strange direct proportionality seems to exist: the more the au-
thorities admit that the cnvironment is being devastated and that
the situation is continually deteriorating, the further into the next
century they postpone all rectifying measures. With regard to
cultural policy, all changes bave been precluded on an a priori
basis. Finally, in the area of glasnost — in the availability of
information to the public — substantial changes have indeed
taken place. But, in my opinion, their impact is open to debate:
the old systematic lying — which, by siroply changing the plus-
es to minuses and vice versa, allowed everyone to arrive at a
relatively accurate, if incomplete, picture of reality — as well
as the suppression of all criticism, have now been replaced by
half-traths and psendo-criticism, which not only do not help to

set anything right, but tend to spread general disorientation and
uncertainty.

It is necessary, however, to stress at least two positive as-
pects of the present situation. First of all, it seems that even
the repressive components of the power apparatas are subject
to the general tendency to limit their wrath to mere words: the
attacks printed in Rudé prdvo Jofficial organ of the Czechoslovak
Communist Pasty] — which in the 1950s would have led to the
gallows, or at Jeast to a life sentence, and which up to recently
would have meant a lengthy stay in prison — now pass by with-
out anybody noticing or with only slight consequences. But it
should be stressed that even these slight consequences are not
entirely harmless: people still end vp in jail because of their
convictions — in fact, at this very moment, political prisoners
are serving long sentences without reprieve for deeds which,
if cornmitted today, would incur only a fine or reprimand.

Second of all, the stagnation of the system is accompanicd
by rapid changes in the psychological realm, which threaten
to break down the barrier of fear which the totalitarian regime
has been assiduously building for dccades. This is documented
by a number of initiatives, best exemplified by the militant pe-
tition of lay Catholics, which has been signed by hundreds of
thousands of people.

Personally, I am highly sceptical both of Mr. Gorbachev’s
intentions and the real possibilities open to him — and even more
sceptical as far as the Czechoslovak leadership is concerned.

From a practical point of view it is doubtlessly an
improvement that I will not be hanged for my opin-
ions, and merely risk losing my job. But from a po-
litical standpoint this is doubtful progress...

Among Charter 77 signatories there are many ex-Communists,
along with several people who have been decidedly non-
communist all their lives, who do not share my views on this
subject. We are confronted with the principle of the *‘leading
role of the Party,”” which is an objective reality and which in
a very specific manner determines the limits of any reform, be-
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cause the Communist Party is not a political party in the clas-
sical sense of the word, but a para-military organization
concentrating on a single goal: gaining and maintaining power.
Forswearing this objective would be tantamount to abolishing
the Party as a party. In Hungary, in 1956, Imre Nagy attempt-
¢d as much, and on the basis of communist laws he was ex-
ccuted. DubZek certainly did not intend to go as far as Nagy;
the Czechoslovak leader was quite correct in arguing so during
his crucial meetings with Brezhnev — notwithstanding the fact
that the Action Prograr of the Czechoslovak Communist Party
in the spring of 1968 was an attempt to square the circle, i.e
to put a human face on socialism underneath the leading role
of the Party. Perhaps Dubdek meant it all more honestly than
Jaruzelski; nevertheless, he ended up worse off than the Gen-
eral. As a politician he was unsuccessful, and when he signed

Charter 77 cannot and should not become the op-
position or a political party...

the Moscow Protocol he gave up on his declared ideals as well
as the opportunity to become a hero and a symbol; worse still,
he sacrificed his followers when he signed the extraordinary
laws of 1969. Now he publicly tells us that he wants his com-
munist honor restored, and that the virtual concentration camps
which he helped to plan in 1968 were not intended for a Sta-
linist or pro-Soviet “‘fifth column,”* but for ‘‘counter-
revolutionary eleroents’” — that is to say, for anybody who dared
to talk about democracy and rejected the deification of the Com-
munist Party.

From a practical point of view it is doubtlessly an improve-
ment that I will not be hanged for my opinions and merely risk
losing my job. But from a political standpoint this is doubtful
progress: even the worst of regimes prefers to have the loyalty
of jts citizens and will use terror only when it is not capable
of gaining that loyalty. As long as the Party does not intend
to share power with anybody under any circumstances, any steps
in the direction of liberalization or democratization — which
may well take place, although guite the opposite may also oc-
cur — will continue to be in the nature of a magnanimnous gift
bestowed by an absolute ruler, a gift which can always be taken
back in case it is ‘‘misused’’ or whenever the prerogatives of
the ruler are threatened. It is in this sense that I speak of the
present regime as essentially non-reformable. But it is non-
reformable in another sense: the successful implementation of
reform would be unthinkable without the genuine participation
and initiative of those who are ruled. It has become obvious
that such participation and initiative are among the few things
that cannot be obtained by coercion. After having their hopes
repeatedly dashed, the Czechs and Slovaks can hardly be ex-
pected to become enthusiastic again voluntarily, without gen-

rine guarantees — which, unfortunately, the powers-that-be con-
sider unacceptable.

As far as a possible political role for Charter 77 is con-
cerned, it so happens that the Charter’s activities up to now al-
most perfectly coincide with the most effective anti-totalitarian
tactics and strategy which I can at present imagine. We live in
atotalitarian state, which — even mn “‘the best of times’* — has
not been capable of becoming absolutely totalitarian, and which
is itself becoming increasingly aware of that fact. (Only from
this point of view, in my opinion, does it make sense to speak
of a post-totalitarian situation.) While this state is certainly ca-
pable of imposing its own total demands in practically any area
concerning society or individual action, technically it is incap-
able of both controlling all these arcas and assuring that they
more or less properly function. It is this fact which opens up
a relatively large area of tactical opportunities for Charter 77.
We should strive to occupy every space that the powers-that-
be leave unattended or where at least their vigilance is some-
what diminished. We shonld discover new areas, since life tends
to be much ricber than the most thorough record-keepers’ at-
terapts to capture it jn their files. This asswmes carrying on a
dialogue of sorts with the powers-that-be, even if in a some-
what different form than many of us imagined eleven years ago.
Let’s call it a dialogue with a cane in hand. But the cane cannot
be applied all the time, and we can even get used to being caned
occasionally — at least we can retreat less than those who wield
it would like us to. We should not underestimate the powers-
that-be, if they decide to do so, they can liquidate or pervert
practically anything. But not everything! We should continue
to surtound their totality with reality. Becanse whenever total-
ity is to be implemented fully, it requires emptiness and futil-
ity. If it mns consistently into reality, it can, in the final analysis,
be forced to hesitate and to dodge and to carry on a real, though
perbaps insincere, dialogue.

if Charter 77 is capable of maintaining its moral au-
thority, its unwavering vigilance, and if its actions
are not subject to merely tactical considerations, then
it will be capable of both serving as the conscience
of our present political leadership and influencing any
alternative political representation.

Ten years ago I wrote about this concept in a paper on the
*‘parallel polis®> — in an incomplete and, in many respects,
naive manner. Allow me now to reiterate: Charter 77 cannot
and should not become the opposition or a political party —
not even if all its signatories happened to agree with such a pro-
gram. On the other hand, Charter 77 should strive to initiate
various independent undertakings, and should be able to offer its
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sponsorship as a defense against the arbitrariness of the state.
Nevertheless, keeping in mind the Polish experience, I am afraid
that the totalitarian anthorities, even in a dialogue which has
been forced on them, will keep their lines of retreat open, and
that they will in the end succeed in overcoming the threat of
even the smallest ““parallel polis.”” They have at their disposal
the argument of tanks and rifles — even if it is clear that such
things cannot overcome the inevitable, but only postpone it. Still,
T attach only tactical significance to the building of a “‘parallel
polis.”

My comments concerning a long-term political strategy are
based on two circumstances: First of all, the domestic situation
in Czechoslovakia largely depends upon the constellation of
global or at least Enropean forces; we cannot expect much im-
provement in the former without favorable changes in the lat-
ter. In the recent past, we have had at least three opportunities
to take matters into our own hands — in 1938, 1948, and 1968.
All these opportunities were squandered. In each case the prob-
lem was not the nation’s lack of enthusiasm, resolve, or will
to make sacrifices; rather, the blame lies squarely on the shoul-
ders of the political leadership. Sooner or later a similar op-
portunity will present itself, which we cannot afford to waste.
Any reasonable strategy thus should concentrate on avoiding
the mistakes of the past when the next such occasion arises.

Secondly, it seems to me that the destruction of totalitar-
janism cannot be brought about merely on the basis of a pro-
gram, since the powers-that-be — even in their most difficult
periods — are so strong that they are capable of defeating all
attenpts at resistance at an early stage, whether those attempts
are open or conspiratorial. Those events that can cause an av-
alanche tend to be more or less random and cxtremely unpre-
dictable. Such an avalanche, when it comes, will be something

Barter and Theft,

akin to z real natural force: It will be blind, could do a lot of
harm, and might end up with no lasting results after an enor-
mous release of energy. But in the final analysis, it is nothing
but the sum of human volition and thought. Even if it cannat
be triggered intentionally, it can be influenced from an early
stage, and hopefully transformed from a mere explosion of dis-
content into purposeful and effective action.

In oy opinion, it is precisely Charter 77 that is best suited
to address the problems of learning from history and shaping
the rise of elemental social forces. Under no circumstances
should the Charter become a political movement, i.e. an op-
position with a clearly defined political program. This would
lead to the loss of its identity — and if internal strife did not
eventually lead to its demise, it would doubtlessly be coerced
and effectively suppressed by the authorities. On the other hand,
if it is capable of maintaining its moral authority, its unwav-
ering vigilance, and if its actions are not subject to merely tac-
tical considerations, then it will be capable of both serving as
the conscience of our present political leadership and influenc-
ing any alternative political representation — with which, how-
ever, it should not identify itself. It will also be in a position
to make an impact on the developments that might lead to any
future avalanches.

I would like to conclude by pointing out that Charter 77
is today, even in a purely political sense, more important than
the majority of us are willing to concede. We will have to learn
to live with this fact — not for the purpose of cultivating our
pride, but becanse of an awareness of the increased responsi-
bility that this implies. O

Prague, February 24, 1988.

Or How to Live Well in Czechoslovakia

Uncaptive Minds conducted the following interview
in Czechoslovakia with a signatory fo Charter 77 and
economist, who wishes to remain anonymous.

Uncaptive Minds: Is the increased activiry on the part of the
Czechoslovak opposition related to the state of the economy,
about which there seems to be much discontent? I must say that
in comparison with Poland, it almost looks as if socialism works
here. Yef everyone speaks of an economic crisis.

A: I'had a big argument with a friend of mine who is an econ-
omist employed at one of the government institutes, who said
that we have macro-economic equilibrinm, more or less. I
wanted to know why I can’t buy this or that itcm, and he said
it's all “‘structural.”” T mean, I spent two hours yesterday look-
ing for a navy blue slip — is that too much to ask? — and after
several hours of shopping I couldn’t find a waste-paper basket.
But, really, the most important thing is food, which we have
plenty of — although its quality is another matter; it's also re-
latively cheap, because it is heavily subsidized. Yet, in com-
parison to Western countries, a very high share of the family
income goes toward food — in America you spend 20% of your
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earnings on food, in Western Europe 30%, but here we spend
40 to 50% of our income to feed ourselves, which also indi-
cates our standard of living in relation to the West. And then
things like coffee, meat and imported fruit are extremely ex-
pensive for us.

Does Czechoslovakia have a debt problem?
A: No, we have the lowest foreign debt in the Eastern bloc.

Yet even the government keeps talking about an economic cri-
sis. Does it know something the common people don't know?

A: There is a crisis — the balance of trade has greatly dete-
riorated. We have problems with exports and our trading re-
lationship with the West has changed dramatically. Before
World War II we were exporters of technology and finished
goods. Now — and it’s been a clear trend — the only things
we sell are raw materials, such as timber and the clay used in
making china, instead of the china itself. We export raw steel,
instead of machinery, because our machines are obsolete. We
manage to sell some labor-intensive goods such as clothes, crys-
tal and other traditional crafts.

That the entrepreneur has a bona fide role to play
in society is something that even critical and thought-
Jul people — and I don't just mean intelligent com-
munists — still don't agree with.

In other arcas we are doing very poorly indeed. In elec-
tronics, ‘‘the train left long ago,’” as we say in Czech. The auto
industry is very obsolete; we only sell a few Skodas abroad,
and at very low retail prices. Shoes — another traditional Czech
prodoct — well, we don’t even wear them anymore. And the
Soviet Union isn’t willing to buy them either, because they’re
not willing to trade their oil — a readily-saleable commodity
on the world market — for our poor quality shoes or other
shoddy manufactured goods. This is why we speak of a crisis.

The workers in Czechoslovakia are quiescent — one hears no-
thing about strikes, work stoppages or slowdowns. ..

A: No, we don’t have that. What we do have are problems with
supply and distribution, which is leading to the non-fulfillment
of production plans.

Haven’t you always had this problem?

A: True, this always has been a problem, but lately it’s been
getting worse. Last year about a third of all enterprises did not

fulfill their plan, which is quite high. Usually this occurs in the
third or fourth year of a five-year plan, but this time it hap-
pened in the second year, which indicates that the five-year plan
will probably be scrapped, or at least revised.

Do you feel there is any chance that the government will allow
some form of low-level private enterprise, such as shoe-repair
shops or bakeries, for example?

A: 1 think that would be highly unlikely. But it is an important
problem, this lack of private enterprise. Our economy is the
most highly nationalized of all the socialist countries — to a
much higher degree than that of even East Germany or the So-
viet Union. I think, however, that if the authorities carry out
some of their plans for economic restructuring and close down
some of the large enterprises, the resulting anemployment may
force them to consider allowing low-level private initiatives.
The other day I read that some ministries will be closing down
or cutting back by up to 30%. They’ll be abolishing the so-
called “‘intermediate level’’ of management, which will pro-
bably eliminate tens of thousands of jobs. The government will
be faced with quite a problem, and allowing small-scale shops
and businesses will be the best way to solve it.

Has Czechoslovakda experimented with this before — in 1968,
for example?

A: No, there was practically nothing — tbere wasn’t enough
time.

I asked them why everybody steals so much, and they
said I shouldn't call it “‘stealing.’’ Stealing is when
I take something from you, but if I take it from the
cooperative, then it's not stealing.

So this would be something completely different for Czecho-
slovakia?

A: There have been some half-hearted attempts by the central
authorities to allow greater leeway for free enterprise. But the
fact is that the intermediate and local levels of government have
sabotaged any such type of reform from the top, because they're
not used to thinking that way. For example, you can apply to
work a second job independently — as a plumber or other type
of serviceman — if you can prove you already hold a regular
job in the state-run economy. But the application procedure is
very difficult, and very few have bothered with it. Everybody
does it informally.

Then why would anybody go through the process of registering ?
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A: Because you’re breaking the law if you do it informally. But
since everybody does it, if you only break the rules a littie and
steal a little, you can usuvally get away with it. And that’s part
of the problem — here, when you speak of entrepreneurship,
one tends to think of people breaking the law, of people out
10 Tob you, of people getting rich too fast. That the entrepre-
neur has a bona fide role to play in society is something that
even critical and thoughtful people — and I don’t just mean in-
telligent communists — still don't agree with.

What about agriculture?
A: In this area we have been rather successful.

Has there been any talk of distributing small parcels of land
to the peasants?

A: Nobody would want it; things would have to change cnor-
mously for something like that to happen. Also, it’s really not
correct to say that we have ‘‘peasants.’’

Let’s call them ‘‘cooperative agricultural workers.’’ Are they
satisfied with their work, their income?

A: Yes, because they steal a lot — their stealing is fantastic.
I have a cottage out in the country, where everybody steals.
In fact, it’s not even called stealing. I asked them why every-
body steals so much, and they said I shouldn’t call it *‘stealing.”
Stealing is when I take something from you, butif I take it from
the cooperative, then it’s not stealing. I think this is why our
rural inhabitants bave a very high standard of living.

In fact they have the best of both worlds, because they work
both for the agricultural cooperatives and for light industries.
We don't have any purely agricultural regions. We have a very
dense transportation network, and small-scale industry every-
where. So one member of a family might work in a cooper-
ative, another in a factory, and at home there might be a pig
and a few chickens; it all adds up to quite a high standard of
living. I think that the rural population is a support for the gov-
ernment.

Yet agricultural production, just like industrial production,
is not efficient. In spite of that fact, the Czech experiment in
collectivization, at least socially speaking, bas been a success.
Today, people remember how traumatic collectivization was,
the injustice of being forced off their land. But it’s done, and
I think very few people would want to take back their land.

But isn’t there a basic human impulse 10 own land — especially
among those who work as farmers?

A: I think this impulse is satisfied by having that pig, and a
garden with fresh produce. Even city-dwellers want to have
these things, not just people from the countryside. That’s one
of the reasons this government is so strong — because every-
body is twrned inside himself and his family. People try to grow
their own food, because that which is offered to the public is
frequently so bad. Maybe people would have family farms if
they could. But it’s not like Russia, where the kolkhozes are
something completely distant and isolated, and those who live
there are poor. Here they are not so poor, and everybody has
a garden, and there’s a big system of favors: somebody roakes
somnething, trades it for something else — it's not even mon-
ctary, but a barter system. If a city dweller can find his way
into this system, it offsets the limited supplies and low quality
of the state system. I bave some very good sausages in home-
made cans, and when my savusagemaker needs something in
Prague, I buy it for him; it’s a complex and time-consuming
system, but everybody is more or less satisfied with it.

But you said that even among intelligent people, few recognize
the consequences of too much state ownership. To what extent
is this aiitude prevalent among the cpposition?

A: There is a great diversity of opinion within Charter 77. If
things get too liberal we will be practically at each others’
throats; we would split into separate politica] groups. Yet
through Charter 77 I've made friends with people with whom
I would bhave never, under any circumstances, come into contact.

Still, the differences of opinion on various issues.are huge.
Take unemployment, for example. Many people will tell you
that unerployment is absolutely unacceptable, and in the final
analysis, they will come out for socialism. Others will tell you
that socialism cannot function economically. Those who hold
the latter opinion are definitely in the minority. If a referen-
dum were to be held tomorrow on whether the supply and qual-
ity of consumer goods should be increased, together with an
increase in unemployment and income differences, I think peo-
ple would reject it. Czechs are rather egalitarian. Nobody wants
to have rich people. I could be wrong, though; there has never
been a public survey on the matter. But I think that Czechs,
including young people, would reject capitalistn. The ideals,
the values of socialism are deeply ingrained here, in spite of
the fact that we’re against the Russians and the Conmumunists.

So in your opinion, Husdk succeeded in a way.
A: Not only Husdk, but the Communist Party over the coursc

of the last 40 years. They've succeeded in influencing people’s
thinking.
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Ivan Polansky Sentenced

In our first issue we reported on the case of Ivan Pol-
ansky, who was arrested on November 5, 1987 after po-
lice seized samizdat literature — primarily of a religious
character — at his home.

On June 17, 1988, the District Court in Bansk4 Bystrica
pronounced Ivan Polansky guilty of the criminal act of ““Sub-
versicn of the Republic”” (Art. 98, Par. 1 and 2b of the Penat
Code) and sentenced him to four years’ imprisonment. Both the
prosecutor and the defense reserved the right to appeal the sen-
tence.

To all appearances, the trial was conducted in a refatively
correct manner. Between thirty and forty friends of the accused
and a representative of the American embassy were allowed to
attend the main session of the trial. However, it is necessary
to point out two curious aspects of the proceedings: the Dis-
trict Prosecuior in Bansk4 Bystrica, Dr. Alois Mikudinec, is still
under investigation in connection with the so-called Babinsky
scandal [a scandal which has brought to light extensive corrup-
tion in the upper echelons of the government]. Also, it has been
discovered that one of the jurors works for the personnel de-
partment of the enterprise where Ivan Polansky was employed
before his arrest, and forbade all the factory employees to at-

tend the trial. In ordinary circumstances these facts would con-
vincingly prove the partiality of the court and is judgment would
have to be invalidated.

The sentencing of Tvan Polansky is a shocking event, the
worst of its kind in Czechoslovakia in the past five years. It
is difficult to guess what the authorities’ intentions were in this
case: Did they intend to deepen national conflicts [Ivan Polan-
sky published samizdat mainly in Slovak and about Slavak his-
tory and problems]? Did they want to lay down the limits of
perestroika and glasnost? Or was this trial intended to be a wamn-
ing signal to all religious and samizdat activities? What is cer-
tain is that an innocent man whose activity was beneficial to
the public was severely punished.

We demand the immediate abrogation of this sentence,
which makes a mockery of even the present Jaws. We urge pub-
lic opinion both here and abroad to take a strong stand against
Ivan Polansky’s sentencing. Obviously, the government is only
testing the wind to see how far it can crack down on indepen-
dent activities without protest. If we do not respond to this at-
tempt to turn back the clock, Czechoslovakia will once more
become a country where all independent thought and activity
are suppressed. a

Prague, June 19, 1988
VONS, Communique No. 777

Augustin Navratil Ordered to Psychiatric Hospital

Aungustin Navrdtil — a Catholic activist from Moravia, sig-
natory to Charter 77 and author of the thirty-one point petition
for religious rights, which has been signed by about 550,000
Czechoslovak citizens — has received a court order, in which
he is directed to appear on June 16, 1988 at the psychiatric clinic
in Olomouc for an examsination. Under the best of circumstan-
ces this means that Augustin Navrdtil will be held for several
weeks in the hospital and subjected to medical treatuent over
which he will have no control.

The events preceding this decision were as follows: On
Navember 12, 1985 Navrdtil was charged with “‘incitement
against the state’” and taken into custody, as part of a sweeping
action against Moravian Catholic samizdar. His companions
were released after spending several months in jail without trial,
or were sentenced to suspended terms; Navr4til, however, was
ultimately forced into a program of ‘‘preventive’” psychiatric
care. In the spring of 1987, the district prosecutor submitted
a proposal for a renewal of institutional care. The court attemp-
ted to accommodate the prosecutor’'s proposal, but the

two experts who had originally testified refused for the second

time to concur with the prosecution, which would undoubtedly
have meant jeopardizing their professional honor. It took 14
months to find experts who were willing to participate in this
charade.

Augustin Navr4til has been one of the most steadfast ac-
tivists in the struggle for religious and human rights, and for
this reason he is also, unfortunately, one of the oldest and most
loyal clients of VONS [Committee for the Defense of the Un-
justly Prosecuted]. The avthorities consider his dedication, in
the face of increasingly severe repression against him and his
family, evidence of insanity, and have been trying to find co-
operative psychiatrists who would confirm this. For us,
Navritil's attitude is — quite the opposite — an example of cour-
age and civic fortitude. 0

VONS, Communique No. 775



Ukraine Under Gorbachev

During the Jast three years, Ukraine has experienced a surge
in independent activity and a national revival unparalleled since
Stalin ended the Ukrainization drive of the 1920s. Official and
upofficial groups have confronted the problems of Ukrainian
culture and language, atomic energy and other environmental
issues, and the Ukrainian Catholic and Orthodox churches. In-
dependent newspapers, cultural organizations and even polit-
ical partics have come into being, challenging the limits of
glasnost at every step.

The official press has spoken out on the abysmal state of
Ukrainian language. Many demands have since been raised for
changes in the law to make Ukrainian the state language, to in-
troduce wide-sweeping Ukrainization of every sector of Ukrain-
1an life, and to amend the Draft Statute on General Secondary
Education to make the study of Ukrainian compulsory ~— and
not voluntary — in schools. Clubs, such as Ridne Slovo, have
been formed to promote respect for Ukrainian culture and lan-
guage in Kiev, Lvov and many other cities and towns. These
clubs — which are under the patronage of the Ukrainian Writ-
ers’ Union — organize seminars, meetings, literary evenings
and expeditions. In the last few months, the Soviet press has
announced that the works of Mykhailo Hrushevsky, Volodo-
myr Vymnychenko and Mykola Khvylovy will be republished
for the first time since the 1920s. Newspapers like the weekly
Literaturna Ukraina, organ of the Writers’ Union, have become
de facto ‘‘opposition papers,’” with each issue covering per-
secuted and murdered Ukrainian writers from the 1930s and
1960s, ecological problems, opposition to nuclear power, and
other previously taboo subjects.

Opposition to nuclear power in the aftermath of Cherno-
byt and concern for the environment is widespread among both
the official intelligentsia as well as unofficial gronps. Open let-
ters to Literajurna Ukraina by scientists, mathematicians and
other academics have called for a review of plans for the ex-
pansion of nuclear power, for a halt to the building of plants
near population centers, for the use of alternative energy re-
sources, for referendums on nuclear power in Ukraine, and for
including organizations besides the Ministry of Atomic Energy
— such as the Ukrainian Academy of Sciences — in making
decisions about nuclear power. An open letter addressed to the
19th Party Conference and signed by 6000 people, including
intellectuals in both scientific and humanistic disciplines, points
out that the Ministry of Atomic Energy bas ignored the wishes
of the public by continuing to expand nuclear power. There are
technical mistakes in the selection of power stations, strained
water resources, and shortages in building materials. The let-

ter called for the closing of Chernobyl and for a 10-15 year
freeze in the construction of power stations.

In March this year the Ukrainian Grecn World Associa-
tion was formed with the support of the Writers” Union. Its
founding conference gave the following as its main concerns:
ecological threats to future generations, Chernobyl and the se-
crecy surrounding the emission of radiation, the continued ex-
pansion of nuclear power, the use of referenda cn nuclear
power, and the publication of a newspaper devoted to ecolog-
ica) problemns.

The Moscow and, to a lesser extent, Ukrainian press have
brought up the subject of the 1932-33 famine to a degree un-
heard of before. Articles in Ogonyok — the flagship of glas-
nost — have discussed the falsification of the 1937 census
results, which revealed a sizable decline in population during
the previous years. Letters to Ogonyok have asked ‘*Was the
famine a fatal inevitability, or was it man-made?’’ and have also
noted that more people died in Ukraine during the famine than
during the Second World War.

Since 1982, when the Initiative Group to Defend the Rights
and Believers of the Church in Ukraine was established, there
has been widespread activity in support of legalization of the
Ukrainian Catholic Church [Uniate]. In 1984, the Group
launched The Chronicle of the Catholic Church in Ukraine, of
which over 33 issues have appeared to date. The Sovict response
to this campaign has not changed under Gorbachev: Izvestiya
has advanced the usual claims that the Uniate Church faithfully
served the Polish gentry and Nazis, and that today, ‘‘no Ukrain-
ian Catholic Church exists in our country as a religious
association.”’

Yet the aunthorities themselves conducted a survey last year
entitled ‘‘An Analysis of the General Ideas People Have on Re-
ligion and Atheism,’” and found that in some regions of the west-
ern Ukraine, up to 20% of the respondents stated that they were
members of this non-existent church. An apparition of the Virgin
Mary was sighted on the second anniversary of the Chernobyl
disaster and soon attracted over a half-million faithful to the
western Ukraine, an event which further testified to the strength
of the Charch (and which exasperated the authorities in their
aftempts to explain it away).

Ukrainian Catholic activists arrived in Moscow in De-
cember 1987 to submit a petition, signed by 1543 people, to
the Supreme Soviet. This document pointed out that despite glas-
nost, repression against their church had intensified. Some of
the Church activists, such as Revercnd Myhailo Havryliv, whose



memoirs were published in the West last year, were drafted into
the Soviet army and sent to do clean-up wark at Chernobyl.
Ivan Hel, chairman of the Committee in Defense of the Ukrain-
ian Catholic Church, reported that in February he had brought
another petition with 5,451 signatures to Moscow, but this time
the authorities refused to accept it. He said that the campaign
to collect more signatures would continue, and he believed that
there were now already over 10,000 signatures.

An open letter frora the Committee in Defense of the
Ukrainian Catholic Church to the Vienna Conference on Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe earlier this year stateqd that,
““Today, Stalin’s policies are officially rejected. But only on
paper. Look at us: for almost half a century we have been for-
ced to live underground...”® The letter also describes ‘‘a de-
liberate policy of ethnocide’” that ‘ ‘resorts to immoral and illegal
actions’” against Ukrainian Cathotlics, including provocation in
the press, dismissal from work, and fines. Moreover, Ukrain-
ian Catholics are “‘exposed to sordid defamation as welf as ques-
tioning, imprisonment, and exile.”’

There have also been calls for the legalization of the Ukrain-
1an Orthodox Church, which was destroyed in the late 1920s.
The Committce in Defense of the Ukrainian Catholic Church
called for all Orthodox parishes in Ukraine to be placed under
Ukrainian Autoccphalic control. And in June, the Baptists made
their presence felt by holding an unofficial Millennium cele-
bration, which attracted 13,000.

One of the keystones of the whole independent novement
is the Ukrainian Cultarological Club, which was founded a year
ago and now bas branches in five cities. According to a mem-
ber, the Club aims “‘to reawaken national conscionsness and
io cleanse the national spirit of the detrimental effects of dis-
trust and national nibilism.”” In addition to discussing the blank
spots of Ukrainian history and the destruction of Ukrainian [an-
guage and culture, the Club has also called for the preservation
of historical buildings and statues as well as the erection of a
monument to Ukrainian patriots who died at the hands of the
regime. Environmental issues and nuclear power are also among
the Club’s interests. In numerous attacks in Vechirna Kiev and
Radyanska Ukraina, the authorities have accused the Club of
using glasnost to promote “‘demagoguery’’ and **anarchy,’” and
have denounced it as anti-Soviet on the grounds that its con-
stitution does not include references to Marxism-Leninism or
opposition to ‘‘bourgeois nationalistn.”’ Perhaps most disturb-
ing ta the authorities has been the Club’s allegation that the fa-
mine of 1933 was artificially created.

In October of last year, the Ukrainian Association of In-
dependent Creative Intelligentsia (U.A.N.T.I.) was formed by
artists, poets and writers who believed that the offical Writers’
Union *‘does not fully represent the spiritual, literary, and cul-
tural movements that are spreading among intellectuals in
Ukraine with growing momentum.** Three issues of their sa-
mizdat literary journal Kafedra have appeared under the edi-
torship of Mykhailo Osadchy and Stepan Sepaliak. This journal

covers environmental issues, the cultural activities of
U.AN.T.1L., and banned Ukrainian culture. Another indepen-
dent literary journal entitled Evshen Zilya began publication in
November of last year. Iryna Kalynets, its editor, explained that
the journal’s purpose was “‘to retrieve forgotten names, (o ex-
amine the past, and to explore the unpublished works of both
noted and little-known cultural figures.”” In Febmary,
U.A.N.T.I. and the editors of Evshen Zilya organized 2 meet-
ing to honor the campaoser Vasyl Barvinsky on the centenary
of his birth; 600 people attended.

Three mass demonstrations were held in Lvov on June 16,
June 21, and July 7 — at which Party delegates to the Nine-
teenth Party Conference were sharply criticized. At the June
16 demonstration, Ukrainian dissidents discussed the fate of po-
litical prisoners, the lack of repﬁblican rights, and also called
for greater autonomy and an end to the privileged status of Com-
munist Party officials. On June 21, crowds estimated at 30,000~
50,000 came to the soccer stadium bearing placards in support
of the Ukrainian langnage, the legalization of the Ukrainian
Catholic Church, and the election of Party delegates.

The Ukrainian Herald, an independent journal, was re-
launched last September after a 15 year hiatus. It has repre-
sentatives in six Ukrainian cities and is funded solely by private
donations. Six issues have appeared to date. Issuc nunber 9-
10 observed that, ‘‘during the last three months, the number
of our authors, sympathizers, and helpers has greatly
increased.’” There are separate sections in each issue devoted
to Literature and Art, History and Politics, and Religion and
Letters. Issue 11-12, for example, included an anonymous ar-
ticle by a high-ranking Party member on Leninist nationality
policy along with an essay on repressed literature of the 1930s
and 1960s, a discussion on the Ukrainian Catholic Church, and
a chronicle of independent cultural activity in Ukraine. Since
last December, the Ukrainian Herald has been the official or-
gan of the revived Ukrainian Helsinki Group.

The Ukrainian Helsinki Group, headed by Lev Lukianenko,
has vigorously campaigned on behalf of the remaining Ukrain-
ian political prisoners and has pointed out that Ukrainian Hel-
sinki monitors remain imprisoned. ‘Democratization,”” he
claims, “‘is incompatible with the continued incarceration of
these prisoners.’” The Group also criticizes the authorities’ re-
fusal to rehabilitate former prisoners.

A new opposition party, the Democratic Union, now has
branches in three Ukrainian cities. At its founding meetings it
called for the withdrawal of Soviet troops from Eastern Europe,
western Ukraine and the Baltic Republics and the introduction
of a multiparty systcra.

In Janvary, Ukyainians joined with Armenians and
Georgians in forming an ‘‘All-Union Committee for the De-
fense of Prisoners of Conscience.’’ At their third meeting in
Lvov in June, the Ukrainians, Armenians and Georgians were
joined by representatives of the three Baltic republics, and to-
gether they formed the Coordinating Committee of Patriotic
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Ukraine

After Seventy Years: Still Fighting to Save a Culture

An Interview With Mykola Rudenko

Mykola Rudenko, 68, is a co~founder of the Ukrain-
ian Helsinki Group, which was established in November
1976. A year later, the noted p s A -
tenced 1o seven years in a strict-regimen lap. np and
three years' internal exile for i
propaganda.’’ The son of a Ui an coa m er,
Rudenko was a stuwue vii
drafted into the Red Ary i1 1S 9. Inthe arm)
— then a member of
a political commissar. e G,
where his first book was pu i er -
came secretary of the
the Ukrainian Writer.
Dnipro in 1947-4¢
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emerged in 1949, when | rees ke 2art 14
campaign against.J, o
“battle against cosmopolitanisn 'saposiasyc  ene

in 1956 after Khrushes: m Y-t
20th Party Congress, when he become convinced thas th,
COMMURISE System was ) glhe. ‘Union ecor -
ically. He grew increasingly active in dissident circl di -
ing the 1960s and 1970s. Afier his arrestin 1977, Rt er
was imprisoned in a M m labor camp, where he
was forced to work desp  us invalid status. He was sub-
sequently exiled 1o Siberia where he was joined by his wife,
who had served five years hard labor for smuggling her
husband’s poetry owt of the labor camp. The couple was
allowed to emigrate 10 the West in late 1987. Mr.
Rudenko's works include ‘‘Economic Monologues’ and
several collections of poetry, among them Za Gratamy
[Behind Bars]. Mr. Rudenko was interviewed by George
Zarycky for Uncaptive Minds. Mr. Zarycky is Research
Director at the A. Philip Randolph Institute, and fre-
quently writes on East European affairs.

George Zarycky: Popular dissent has been mounting in the Bal-
tic republics, Soviet Central Asia and Armenia, where we have
seen mass demonstrations, and political demands put forward
even by official structures. Yet, barring a small circle of vet-
eran dissidents, Ukraine — with 45 million people and a long
history of oftentimes violent opposition to Soviet-Russian rule
— has remained relatively quiet. Why?

Mikola Rudenko

Mykola Rudenko: 1 don’t feel at 21l that Ukraine is as guiet or
docile as it seems to you. I would call attention to a recent
demonstration in Kiev organized by the independent Ukrainian
Culturological Club. As a matter of fact, today [June 29] there
are reports of a very large demonstration in Lvov which attracted
50,000 people. I was told that one of the demonstrators’ chief
demands was that a stop be put to the Russification of the
Ukrainian population. The demonstration was also in protest
against the special Party Congress going on in Moscow, spe-
cifically against the delegates from Ukraine — Brezhnevites se-
lected by Vladimir Shcherbitsky, the Ukrainian Party boss. They
do not represent Ukrainians or even for that matter Ukrainian
communists. Ukrainians are aware of the crimes committed over
a 20-year period by Shcberbitsky, who, in Brezhnev’s interest
and with the help of his massive apparatus, oversaw the offi-
cial denigration of the Ukrainian language and culture.

But you do have a point about the relative inactivity in
Ulkraine compared to other republics. First we must keep in
mind that circurnstances in Ukraine are completely differcnt
from those in Armenia or elsewhere. Those republics are, by
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Ukratne

and large, ethnically homogeneous. Because of Russification,
Ukrainian cities are no longer peopled primanly by Ukraini-
ans: they are filled with Russians. And even though some
Ukrainians have been Russified, they remember the Ukrainian
language and would vse it freely if it were not for the predom-
inance of Russians, who have been systematically and method-
ically settled in these cities. The Soviet government has used

The issue is not Gorbachev. For some reason, every-
one seems to link everything that happens exclusively
with Gorbachev.

every possible form of Russification, no doubt because it fore-
saw unfavorable times ahead and understood that it needed Rus-
sian outposts in Ukraine — above all, in the large cities.
Historically, major social and national movements have begun
i the cities, and the countryside has always followed the ci-
ties’ lead. Today, while the countryside is still Ukrainian in char-
acter, there are no large cities in Ukraine — particularly in the
east — where Ukrainians dominate.

And this comes at a time of accelerated urbanization in Ukraine.

Rudenko: But remember that Ukrainians have never oeen al-
lowed to move freely to the cities in their own republic. Ukrain-
ians could not freely settle in Kiev or in Kharkiv becavse they
required a special registration visa. And as for the major Ukrain-
ian cities, people from the villages — that is Ukrainians — sim-
ply do not get permission to live there. In the Soviet Union,
movement is so strictly controlled that one can't even spend
the night in a major city without official permission.

What methods has the government used to implement this pol-
icy of Russification?

Rudenko: Russification began before World War II in institu-
tions of higher learning, particulasly in technical and medical
faculties, and continues to this day. One of the few places where
the authorities have not yet gotten around to replacing Ukrain-
ian as the language of instruction with Russian are teacher-
training colleges, as well as journalism faculties. But that is
about all. The other faculties are Russified, especially those in
the technical fields. Namrally, Ukrainian parents want their chil-
dren to have the sarpe opportunities to attend university as Rus-
sian children. Because college entrance exams are in Russian,
those educated in Ukrainian would be at a disadvantage, so the
parents make sure their children go to Russian-language schools.
Furthermore, there are no Ukrainian technical dictionaries in
engineering, chemistry, physics, or other fields where Russi-
fication first began. There is a master plan behind the Russi-
fication of the U.S.S.R. and the realization of this plan really

got underway during the Brezhnev years under the slogan of
‘“‘one Soviet people’® -- stariing with Ukraine. Under
Shcherbitsky, all Party business in Ukraine began to be con-
ducted in Russian. Collective farmers at mass meetings were
forced to speak in a monstrons hodge-podge of Ukrainian and
Russian, an awful mixture that undermined the Ukrainian lan-
guage, and therefore, from the government’s point of view, had
a positive effect.

They organized Russian kindergartens and appointed Rus-
sian teachers. How are Ukrainian children going to develop
when they go first to kindergarten, then to a Russian-langoage
school, and then to a university where instruction is in Rus-
sian? This is why, on the whole, the members of the Ukrainian
intelligentsia studied Ukrainian philotogy. Almost all Ukrain-
ian political prisoners are poets, writers, and historians.

It appears that the Communist Party in some republics is tak-
ing measured steps toward responding 1o people’s demands for
more political and cultural autonomy. In the past, the Cont-
nunist Party of Ukraine made similar efforis, such as the pe-
riod of “‘Ukrainianization’’ under Skrypnyk in the 1920s and
the shori-lived flowering of Ukrainian language and culture un-
der Shelest in the 1960s. Do you see any hope of reform in the
Ukrainian Party?

Rudenko: First, I don’t think that the sitmation in the other re-
publics is as promising as you suggest. Far from it. In Ar-
menia it is the people, not the Party, who are initiating demands.
Also, the central anthorities have traditionally never given too
much weight to events in otber republics. The Armenians are
not secessionists and most certainly won‘t join Turkey. But
Ukraine has & history of nationalist activism — the Ukrainian
Insurgent Army (U.P.A.), for example.* The government,
therefore, takes a different approach to Ukraine.

I am very saddened by the fact that today there ap-
pears to be little amity between the Ukrainian and
Jewish communities in the West.

You ask about the future. I believe in the future. I believe
in the resurrection of the Ukrainian nation. I believe in it be-
cause the break-up of the Soviet empire is imminent.

But you don’t anticipate any changes under Shcherbitsky?

Rudenko: No, I don’t think that anything will change under

* The U.P.A. was formed during World War U and waged guerrilla warfare
against the Germans — and then against the Soviets uniil well after
the war'’s close — 10 1ry 1o win independence for Ukraine.



Shcherbitsky . T also fee] 1 2ht now Shcherbitsky is not good
for Moscow’s current plans, althcugh it remains to be seen if
he will be replaced.

It is widely believed that Ukrainian nationalism is limited to
western Ukraine and that the majority of Ukrainians living in
the larger eastern part of the country are generally Russified.
Is this an accurate assessment and, if so, can you foresee cir-
cumstances under which this may change?

Rudenko: There is some truth in this view. The history of west-
ern, and trans-Carpathian Ukraine, is different from the his-
tory of eastern Ukraine, which has been under Moscow’s
domination for over 300 years. Under the Czars, the Ukrain-
ian intclligentsia could not easily go among the people and ex-
plain to thein who they were as a nation. They were persecuted,
the Ukrainian language was forbidden, and there were a series
of attempts made to Russify the Ukrainian population. From
generation to generation, the Ukrainian intelligentsia was drawn
to St. Petersburg, and rarely returned to Ukraine. True, for a
brief time under Soviet rulc we saw a Ukrainian cultural ren-
aissance, the so-called ‘‘Ukrainization®’ under Skrypnyk. But
when Stalin came to power and began building his empire, he
put an end to it. And under Brezhnev we saw a resunrrection
of Stalintsm. He even tried to rebabilitate Stalin, but the entire
Soviet intelligentsia rebelled and wouldn’t allow it...

If there is anything Brezhnev ever did that was pos-
itive, it was the signing of the Helsinki Accords —
an act which ultimately worked against him.

Today things are changing in eastern Ukraine, largely be-
cause of the maturity and commitment of the nationally-
conscious Ukrainian intelligentsia. Teachers who bave finished
liberal arts university are taking their knowledge and achieve-
ments to the people. In general, activity and ideas from west-
ern Ukraine permeate east. Moreover, the unification of Ukraine
by Stalin, even though it was accomplished by draconian me-
thods, saved the Ukrainian nation.* It brought on the outpour-
ing of a new and powerful spirit of national self-awareness that
continues to this day.

* The Moloiov-Ribberrrop Pacr paved the way for the Sovier invasion on Sep-
rember 17, 1939 of Poland's eastern territories, among them western Ukraine.
The Soviet proceeded to hold “'elections’’ — afier importing moss of the can-
didates from the Sovier Union irself and terrorizing the local population — and
on November 1, 1939, the newly elected National Assembly of Western Uk-
raine’s “‘request’’ was granted and Western Ukraine was admirred into rhe
U.S.5.R. and joined together with the Ukrainian Soviet Republic.

The Ukrainian writer Mykhailo Khvyloviy argued that the So-
viel government has tried to reduce Ukrainian culture 1o sim-
ple national folklore. It emphasizes folk custors, dancing, and
the like, while suppressing pre- and post-revolutionary Ukrain-
ian intellectual history and actively discouraging serious Ukrain-
ian literature, art, music, historiography, etc.

Rudenko: This is trie, and has been for a long time. And there’s
not much I can add to this point. The anthorities have tolerated
national costumes at parades, Ukrainian dances, Ukrainian
songs, and even some literature. But what kind of literature?
Not intellectually sophisticated literature, but literature that can
be called ethnographic in character. Of course, the really tal-
ented writers did manage to break through and find their way.
But later some of thcrn were destroyed, like Hrybony
Tiatiunyk,who committed suicide, as did Wasyl Zemlia, or
Boiko, a very talented children’s writer whose work kept the
Ukrainian language alive for children. It was the Party burcau-
cracy that put these aunthors’ necks in the noose.

Do you feel that under glasnost some Ukrainian writers, like
Khvyloviy — a Ukrainian Bolshevik — or yourself, will be re-
habilitated? Are there any writers you would particularly like
to see rehabilitared?

Rudenko: Well, as for me, 1 don’t expect to be rehabilitated
in my lifetime. I have spoken out, as in this interview, and this
clearly won’t expedite my return to the regime’s good graces.
But I did not come to the West to await rehabilitation. Who
would I like to see rehabilitated? Well, they’ve already started
to publish some works by Vynnechenko and Khvyloviy. But
to date they have done nothing daring. They have not even pub-
lished the major works of these authors. Khvyloviy’s slogan
“‘away from Moscow!’’ is no more acceptable for today’s rul-
ers than it was for Stalin. .

As a former leader in the official Ukrainian Writers’ Union,
can you comment on the state of Ukrainian literature, both of-
ficial and underground? Is there a chance under Gorbachev of
the kind of literary revival we saw in Ukraine in the early 1960s?

Rudenko: The Ukrainjan literary revival has already begun.
Among the young, many authentic, original writers and poets
are emerging. The poet Lina Xostenko, though she is not young,
is a brilliant example of the Ukrainian literary world. And I
am overjayed by the success of the writer Valery Shevchuk,who
is an exceptional talent. I can’t at the moment give you a com-
plete List. But I can attest to the rebirth of our literature.

But isn't it true that the number of books in print by these au-
thors is relatively small, especially compared to Russian-
language writers?



Rudenko: That's not exactly true. Lina Kostenko’s books.
forexample, hzve orint-rans of 100,000 copics, whereas the #v-
erage for poetry is usually &,0600.

Yet there is a difference berween the numbers of books published
in Russian and Uloainian.

Rudenko: There is a large Gifference, but that’s only to be ex-
pected. There are more Russian readers. But you are right that
the nuraber of Ukrainian-language publications is shrinking be-
cause of Russification and the diminished standing accorded the
Ukrainian {anguage.

Will this situation change under Gorbachev?

Rudenko: The issue is not Gorbachev. For some reason, every-
one seems to link everything that happens exclusively with Gor-
bachev. The Soviet Union, or more accurately, the Soviet
cmpirc — because it was never a true union of republics, but
a facade — has fallen so dramatically — economically, mor-
afly, politically, philosophically and spiritually — that people
today don’t know what to believe in. People used to believe
in communism; today, in my view, Gorbachev himself does not
belicve in communism, although the Party remains nominally
Communist. Imagine the spiritual state of a person when there
is no God, no communism, nothing sacred: What is left?

...1t is the collapse of agriculture that will bring on
the collapse of the system.

What do you think of the underground literature that has ap-
peared in Visnyk [Ukrainian Herald] and Kafedra [Pulpit]?

Rudenko: This is not underground literature. It is not yet pub-
lished in official Sovie( journals, but these people have already
emerged from the underground into a broader arena. The
Ukrainian Herald — judging from the issucs that ¥ have seen
— 1s excellent.

Several years ago, 22 Soviet dissidents in the West called for
the abrogation of the 1975 Helsinki Accords, pointing ot that
they legitimized post-war European frontiers without adequately
safeguarding human rights. As co-founder and head of the
Ukrainian Helsinki group, what is your view on the Helsinki
process? Does it have meaning today?

Rudenko: If there is anything Brezhnev ever did that was pos-
itive, it was the signing of the Helsinki Accords — an act which
ultimately worked against him. He thought he could trick the
West and gain some serious political capital by getting the West
to agree to the existing division of Europe. The West made a

very smart decision, agreeang but at the same @ e raisiig the
ssue ¢ e Jniverse! Ceclaration of Husvan RUsshts. - is proved
to be «¢ stong and effective that I rzoagine vic Sovie. leader-
ship has been unhappy ever since that it let the genie out of the
bottle — especially when the arrests began, when they arrested
me, Yuri Orlov, Anatoly Shcharansky, and many others. That
was a time of despair. It appeared that the regime had won,
that it had crushed our movement. But, we can see today that
that period was short-lived, that the Helsinki movement has
gained broad international recognition and that it has sprouted
powerful wings. And today, the Ukrainian Helsinki Group is
known all over Ukraine, it is very authoritative, and it publishes
the Herald, the journal 1 mentioned. The Ukrainian Helsinki
Group never dissolved. The Moscow Group disbanded, pos-
sibly because the members wanted to step back and fortify them-
selves. But the mcmbers of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group
revived the Group after their release.

What about the Helsinki review process. Does it have value?

Rudenko: Absolutely. The Helsinki process has such credibit-
ity around the world that it cannot be silenced or suspended.
It is no longer a matter of governments, but of citizens.

As a human rights activist and political prisoner, you had an
opportunity 1o meet, work, and serve time with Russian, Jew-
ish, Georgian, and other dissidents. Can you describe relations
between Ukrainian and other dissidents?

Rudenko: Let me begin by saying that the Ukrainian Helsinki
Group was organized in close cooperation with the Moscow Hel-
sinki Group. The Moscow organization had the means to widely
disseminate our memoranda, something we ourselves could not
do. General Petro Grigorenko was our representative in the
Moscow group, and he worked very closely with them and the
international press. We also worked closely with the Lithua-
nian Helsinki Group, and I spent seven years in a labor camp
with mermbers of the group, where we practically ate out of the
sayme bowl. They were our brothers...

Did you share the same political goals as these other national
groups?

Rudenko: We had the same goals: human and national rights.
Without national rights there can be no genuine human rights.
We began by focusing on the broad question of human rights
for all peoples. But all of vs in the Helsinki Group, as you can
read in our publications, freely admit that we are nationalists.

Getting back to relations with other groups, such as the Jewish
refuseniks. ..

Rudenko: Ukrainian-Jewish relations have been good in the dis-
sident movement. I'll give you an example. When 1 was ar-
rested, the Moscow Helsinki Group spoke out in my defense.



When 1 read the list of those that signed the statement, I no-
ticed that — with the exception of Yuri Orlov, the head of the
Moscow group — all signatories were Jewish. The Jewish con-
tingent in the dissident movement, particularly in Moscow, is
very strong. And they have been our close allies and our friends.
I am very saddened by the fact that today there appears to be
little amity between the Ukyainian and Jewish communities in
the West. In Ukraine, there are close to one million Jews. We
must understand each other and work together.

When you were head of the Helsinki Group, did you have ties
with other opposition groups in Eastern Europe?

...today, in my view, Gorbachev himself does not be-
lieve in communism, although the Party remains nom-
inally Communist. Imagine the spiritual state of a
person when there is no God, no communism, nothing
sacred: What is left?

Rudenko: This was extremely difficult, if not impossible. The
K.G.B. was breathing down my neck. There were K.G.B.
guards outside my apartment at all times and K.G.B. cars out-
side my building. They were constantly trying to plant listen-
ing devices in my home, but I quickly picked up on their
methods and ripped the bugs out. The persecution by the K.G.B.
was so intense that we were practically suffocating from the
pressure. So how could we forge ties with other groups, espe-
cially outside the Soviet Union? It was impossible. °

Seventy years of communist rule seem to have undermined the
spirit and initiative of the Soviet people to the point that they
would rather suffer continued stagnation than risk the insecu-
rities engendered by profound economic restructuring. How can
Gorbachev overcome this apparent fear and distrust and re-
vitalize a moribund society, or can he?

Rudenko: The peaple of the Soviet Union have lived through
and endured so much, and have already suffered through so

many so-called experiraents, that they can’t be bought with
cheap slogans. Slogans are slogans. But the people can see the
reality of the world, the reality of socialist development, and
ihe state of the Soviet economy. 1 am telling you, the country
1s on the brink of starvation. Families, even the families of the
most qualified workers, or academics with relatively high status,
are finding it difficult to make ends meet. And for the average
worker or pensioner, it is far, far more difficult. When I was
released from labor camp, 1oy status as a war invalid was auto-
roaticaily restored. I was told to go to the special store for in-
valids to get my rations. I was overjoyed, thinking I would
finally get some decent food. I showed up at the store, presented
my papers confirming that I was an invalid war veteran, and
what did I get? Five kilograms of barley! This is what ] ate every
night in the prison camp! So what else can I say? This is a coun-
try on the verge of starvation.

But how can this change?

Rudenko: Through the downfall of the communist system, that’s
how. The system is heading for collapse. I find it funny to read
articles in the American press that say that the capitalist West
will help save the U.S.S.R. How are they going to save it? Per-
haps they can suggest some changes in the management of in-
dustry. And what about Soviet agriculture? It is in serious
trouble, and it is the collapse of agriculture that will bring on
the collapse of the system. Gorbachev’s proposals calling for
the expansion of private plots for collective farmers will not
save the land. The soil has been depleted through improper util-
ization. It is in such poor condition because the private-plot
farmer has never been concerned about properly cultivating or
replenishing the soil. It is not his land, so he has no incentive
to invest in it. Historically, tenant farmers have never really
cared for the land they tilled. Leasing land for private plots is
not the answer. Socialist totalitarianism already has one foot
in the grave, and the other foot is being dragged in after it. First
this collapse must occur — then one can think about change.
Ukrainians and others in the West must realize that this will
happen within the next ten years. d
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The Baltic Republics:
and Anti-Communrism

By J6zef Darski

Jozef Darski writes frequently about independent

movements in Eastern Europe and the republics of the So-

t Union for the underground press in Poland and the
Polish-lan yress in the West.

The current political ferment in the Baltic republics of the
Soviet Union dates back to July 1986, when the Latvians
Rajmond Bitenieks, Linas Grantins and Martin Bariss founded
‘‘Helsinki ‘86."" The group’s original program did not go much
beyond the defense of Latvian culture and language against Rus-
sification, and a call for a2 UN-supervised Soviet withdrawal
from Latvia. The group was able to undertake broader action
only after these activists were released from prison or house
arrest at the end of 1986 and the beginning of 1987.

The “‘Helsinki '86*' group’s first large-scale undertaking
was a demonstration which ook place in front of the Monu-
ment to Freedom in Riga on June 14, 1987 — the 46th anni-
versary of the mass deportations to Siberia. The demonstration
drew 2-3,000 participants. A month later, on August 23, the
same location was besieged by 10,000 Latvians demanding tbe
publication of the secret protocols of the Molotov-Ribbentrop
Pact and the liquidation of its consequences: namely, the in-
corporation of Latvia into the Soviet Union.

Estonia’s first demonstration took place on the same day.
Organized by the Group for the Full Disclosure of the Molotov-
Ribbentrop Pact (M.R.P.—A_E.G.), the protest drew 2-3,000
demonstrators ta Hirve Park in Tallinn. Soon thereafter, the
Grounp’s demand gained the support of Estonia’s official artis-
tic and creative unions. In the fall of 1987 the political atmos-
phere becamne more radical; dermonstrations occurred on Octaber
21 in Voru and November 7 in Parnu calling for the rebuilding
of monuments in honor of those who died in the war for in-
dependence against the Bolsheviks from 1918 to 1920. Under
the influence of public opinion, reformist tendencies began to
surface within official eircles. The banner of anti-Stalinism was
raised — but not that of anti-communism, as the Party applied
repressive measures against the more radical members of the
opposition.

Later that autumn, on Novernber 18, another demonstra-
tion took place in Rigz, coramemorating the 69th anniversary
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of Latvia's attainment of independence as well as the exiling
of a number of ‘‘Helsinki ‘86'* members to the West.

Lithuania was quiet in the fall of 1987, although a demon-
stration attracting 1,500 people took place on August 23 in Vil-
nius.

In January 1988, the M.R.P. —A.E.G. called upon the Es-
tonian people to demonstrate in Tartu on February 2 to mark
the anniversary of the 1920 peace treaty with Soviet Russia,
which guaranteed Estonian independence. Over 1,000 people
showed up at the designated time and place, and skirmishes with
the police ensued. Simultaneously, a rally was held in the au-
ditorium of Tartu university at which the programmatic decla-
ration of the Estonian National Independence Party — founded
by well-known oppositionists of all ages — was read. The In-
dependence Party’s primary objective is the transformation of
Estonia by peaceful means into a parliarnentary democracy with
a market economy. Altbough independence is the goal of those
involved, the Party states that its immediate aim is to make the
republic Estonian in character within the borders of the Soviet
Union — albeit as a separate, autonomons unit.

On February 16, 1988 Lithuanian national activists, includ-
ing Nijolé Sadiinait¢, Petras GraZulis and Antanas Terleckas,
organized a mass rally on the 70th anniversary of Lithuania’s
achievement of independence. Two days earlier, on a Sunday,
processions took place after mass in which many thousands of
Lithuanians participated all over the country. Then on Tues-
day, 10-15,000 people gathered in front of St. Nicholas' chusch
in Vilnjus. When they tried to march to the statue of
Mickiewicz[the great Polish poet of Lithuanian descent], spe-
cial police units, complete with dogs, were uscd ta disperse the
demonstrators. People were beaten, rounded up and dwoped
outside the city. Approximately 160 people had to be hospital-
ized for injuries sustained during the police attack. Yet the
banned Lithuanian national flag was flying from three buildings
in the city.

In Kaunas, nearly 2,000 demonstrators tried to walk from
the city’s cathedral to the statue of Maironis, the national poet
of Lithuania. Participants chanted ‘‘freedom’ and ‘‘referen-
dum” (in the matter of Lithuania’s continuing membership in
the U.S.S.R.), and — as in Vilnivs — violent confrontations
took place with the police. Several dozen people were detained,
although a number of the detainees rmanaged *o escape shor.is
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that all was qu:c: in Lithuania on February 16.

The M.R.P. —:.. 2.5, celizd X0 & demonstration in Tal-
linn on February 27 ™% > 77" o niversary of Estonia’s achieve-
ment of indepencunce. Ve crowd that gathered at the statue
of Tarv.rsamre, Eso=’ ° nz = 377 poet, was estimated at 8-
20,633 people. The sarme ur - of riot police that attacked demon-
strators in “Jilnius a wek ezriicr was used to scafter the crowd
in Tallinn.

The mass demonstrations of February in Lithuania and Es-
tonia marked the end of the first phase in the development of
the situation. As it turned out, the authoritics’ strategy of lim-
ited repression (glasnost has probably prevented them from
more thoroughly cracking down on the opposition) was not
enough to control the growing national movements of the Bal-
tic region. The next phase has been characterized by deporta-
tions of leading activists in the movement together with
government atternpts to organize parallel demonstrations un-
der the banner of ‘‘national communism’’ and the ‘‘struggle
with the distortions of Stalinism.’” Official artistic and creative
unions, as well as members of the cultural establishment, have
now appeared to take the initiative from the independent ac-
tivists and organizations.

The Union of Latvian writers has formed a committee to
rehabilitate the victims of Stalinism. When ““‘Hclsinki ‘86"
called for a demonstration in honor of those deporied on March
25, 1949, the writers’ union responded with a call to attend a
parallel demonstration. In the end, two scparate demonstrations
occurred; the estimated crowd of 3,000 at the independent
demonstration was broken up by the police.

On the same day in Estonia, 5,000 people demonstrated
at the Tammsaare monument in Tallinn at the behest of the
M.R.P.—A.E.G. to bonor those deported to Siberia on that date
39 years ago.

On May 10, independent Lithuanian activists issued a state-
ment calling for a demonstration, to be held on May 22, in mem-
ory of those deported east on May 20, 1946. The government,
however, tried to beat them to the punch: as early as April, prep-
arations were announced for an official observance of the an-
niversary on May 21. On that day, 4,000 pcoplc gathered before
the statue of the pre-war Lithuanian communist Angaretis, who
died during the purges of 1937. The rally took place under the
banner of ‘"the struggle against the distortions of socialism.”’

Three to five thousand people gathered at Gedymin square
in Vilnivs on May 22. A resolution passed at the rally demanded
the punishment of thase responsible for the deportations, the
publication of all statistical records connected with the depor-
tations, material and moral compensation to their victims, and
the erection of a monument to commemorate them. At the same

When the authorities realized that neither limited repres-
sion nor the strategy of parallel rallies would quell the inde-
pendent activity, they decided to outbid the independent
movements and take the lead in the struggle for national aims
and against the remaining *‘distortions”” of Stalinism. Estonia
was chosen as a testing ground for the new strategy.

At the beginning of April, the Estonian authorities created
the “‘People’s Front in Support of Perestroika,”” headed by
members of the Communist Party intelligentsia and non-Party
representatives of the cultural clite. The immediate goal of the
Front was to fill a slate of candidates for the Party Conference
in Moscow held last June. In the press, members of the Front
have defended Estonian national rights and attacked Stalinism.
On April 1, Estonian artistic and creative unions, in a special
declaration, joined the Front in advancing hational demands,
which included the transformation of Estonia info an autono-
mous cconomic and cultural zone, and more specifically, the
recognition of separate Estonian citizenship and a special status
for the Estonian language. Then the Estonian Xomsomol [the
Communist youth organization) declared its support of the re-
formists” demands, even going so far as to call for outright po-
litical pluralism.

At the beginning of June, the artistic and creative unions
of Latvia voted to advance demands almost identical with those
put forward by their countcrparts in Estonia. The Latvians
stressed that the U.S.S.R. should become a union of genuinely
sovereign republics.

June 3 saw the creation of the ““Movement in Support of
Perestroika’® in Lithuania, closely maodeled after the Estonian
“Front.”” On the same day, the Lithuanian Freedom League
was reactivated. The League — which counts among its most
important members Antanas Terleckas, Vytautas Bogus and
Thomas Petkieviczius — was active as an underground organ-
ization from 1978 to 1980. its goal is the restoration of free-
dom to Lithuania within a free Europe. An iniermediate stage
to this goal is to be the transformation of the U.S.S.R. inlo a
union of genuinely sovereign republics — which, on the other
hand, constitutes the final objective for the ‘“Movement.”’

The League puts out a journal, which states that each re-
public within the Soviet Union should constitate an ¢conom-
ically independent state, and that the central authorities should
only be concerned with defense, foreign policy and inter-
republic relations. The League’s demands include: reserving
the most important positicns in the Lithuanian government for
Lithuanians, the active participation of the Catholic Church in
public life, the introduction of optional religious instruction to
the curricula of grade schools and high schools, the recogni-
tion of Lithuanian as the obligatory language of communica-
tion for all non-Lithuanians residing on Lithuanian territory,
the circulation of Lithuanian currency and coinage, the raising
of a volunteer Lithuanian army, the payment of reparations to



Baltic Republics

g

Lithuanians gathered at the statue of Adam Mickiewicz in Vilnius
on August 23, 1987 in memery of Stalin's and the Nazis’ victims
and demanded the abolition of the 1939 Molotov-Ribbemtrop Pact.
(Photo: Lithuanian Information Center)

the victims of repression, the erection of monuments in honor
of the partisans who fought the Soviets, and guarantees for free-
dom of speech, assembly and the right to emigrate.

Also June 3, a group of fifteen Latvians and two Russians
issued a statement calling for the creation of the ‘‘Patriotic
Movement in Support of Perestroika.” Among the 17 signa-
tories, five held high positions in the Party establishment, pri-
marily connected with propaganda. The appeal was printed in
the official press, and on July 3, the Latvian Pravda stated that
organizational work had already begun on the political platform
of the *“Movement.”

In June, 40 people — including Edvards Berklavs, who was
removed from the politburo of the Latvian Communist Party
in 1959 for ‘‘National Bolshevism®’ — founded the Latvian Na-
tional Independence Movement. This group’s program is a mix-
ture of symbolic demands (restoration of the national flag,
building of monuments, changing of street names) with de-
mands of an anti~communist nature (multi-party system, end
to censorship) and of a national nature (raising of a Latvian
army, encouraging the emigration of non-Latvians from Lat-
vian territory). These last two types of demands have not ap-
peared in any of the artistic and creative unjons’ statermnents.

On June 14, 1988, Latvian artistic and creative unions, in-
dependent groups, and Party representatives organized an of-
ficial, nationwide observance of the 47th anniversary of the
first deportation. A rally in Riga attracted 50-100,000 people.
Representatives of the authorities as well as former political
prisoners made speeches. The slogans “ ‘Freedom for Latvia,”

‘“A free Latvia in a free Ziurone.”” and
“Red Army out of Toiie, — Tul o
“All power fo the Soviets” — were
chanted. Rallies also took place in Licpaja,
Daugavpils, Krustpils and Rezekne.

- On that very day, in the fields outside
Tallinn, 150-170,000 people came to a
mass rally organized by the Estonian
“‘Popular Front.”” The purpose of the rally
was (0 vote on instructions to be given to
the Estonian delegation to the special Com-
munist Party Conference in Moscow. They
were told to secure for Estonia an agree-
ment that would allow it to be transformed
into a sovereign republic, the right to set
prices on Estonian goods, amnesty for po-
litical prisoners, a final condemnation of
Stalinism, an end to Russification, and sop-

1 port for Estonian culture and language.
However, neither the one-party system nor

Estonja’s membership in the Sovict Union

were questioned. Rallies were held in the cities of Tartu and

Pimu as well.

On June 24, the Lithuanian ‘‘Movement in Support of Per-
estroika’’ organized — just as its sister organizations in the other
Baltic republics — a mass meeting in Vilnius with the dele-
gates selected for the Party Conference in Moscow. Some
60,000 people came ta hear the secretary of the Lithuanian Com-
munist Party present the platformt of the new ‘*Movement,*”
which essentially consisted of demanding economic and cultural
autonomy for Lithuanians. The participants of the rally carried
bammers that declared “‘Lithuania for Lithvanians,’’ ‘‘Freedom
for political prisoners,’” and ““Stalin is dead.”” On July 9, a
crowd estimated at 100,000 people attended a follow-up meet-
ing with the delegation sent to Moscow. Yet another rally was
held in Vilnius just three days later, on the 68th anniversary
of the signing of the peace treaty between independent Lith-
uania and Soviet Russia. Even the previously underground Lith-
uanian Freedom League was allowed to participate in the
organization of this event.

In the face of this surging tide of national demands, Mos-
cow has decided to make only symbolic concessions. In Lith-
varia, permiission was granted to build 2 monument in honor
of those who werc deported; in Estonia, the national flag has
been restored. Cosrmetic changes in the status of the Baltic re-
publics are being considered with a view toward inducing the
United States and Western Europe to recognize them as con-
stituent parts of the Soviet Union — a strategem to which sorme
in Moscow have already admitted.

In my view, Gorbachev's fronts, movements, or groups
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in support of perestroika are meant to fulfill four tasks:

* to gain the active support of the intelligentsia and, with its
help, mobilize society for the sake of the central authorities un-
der the bamner of perestroika and national communism. As rnany
of the old Party stsuctures become increasingly irrelevant, these
new organizations snay come to play the role of *‘transmiission
belts’” from the Party to the masses. A possible side effect could
be the appearance of genuine reformist tendencies within the
Party.

® (o take the initiative away from the opposition groups, rel-
egating them to a marginal role in the over-all liberalization
movement and thereby limiting the movement’s objectives to
the struggle against Stalinism and making it impossible for anti-
communist orientations and groups to emerge; also, to absorb
and assimilate independent groups, as well as to prepare the
means by which the authorities can fiquidate the whole move

ment at the grassroots should they decide to put an end to glas-
nost and perestroika.

¢ {0 obtain additional support from the West, especially tbe
support of the European and Asperican left, by portraying the
various ‘‘fronts’’ and ‘‘movements’’ as non-communist organ-
izations — thereby proving that political pluralism exists in the
Soviet Union.

¢ to create instruments to pressure that segment of the Party
nomenklatura which is resisting reform, but which would, at
the same time, leave the K.G.B. in peace.

I'm afraid to say that, in this battle to win people’s hearts
and minds, the independent opposition groups are destined to
lose, since arrayed against thera are both the propaganda ma-
chine of the Soviet Union as well as Western mass media, which
inform the world of everything Moscow has to say. O

Opposition as Self-Defense

An Interview with Heiki Ahonen

On March 5, 1988, Estonian national activist Heiki
Ahonen, 32, was taken from Patarei prison in Tallinn gnd
pid on board a flight to Stockholm. This forced emigra-
tion was the last in a series of persecutions Ahonen has
had to endure since he began his dissident activities 11
years ago. During that period he has besn imprisoned
three times — including four years at the Perin lobor comp
— and subjected to interrogations, beatings, and confis-
cations of his property.

A native of Pdrnu end a surveyvor by profession,
Ahoren began the ac:ivities which he describes as ““simply
a form of self-defense’” in 1977, vpon his release from
militery service. Durin period 1980-83 thesz ativ-
ities included the drafiing of letters protesting the arrests
of various human rights activists, including Nobel lovre-
ate Andrei Sakharov. He also promoted awareness of the
effects of Russification in Estonia. and signed ¢ lerier sup-
porting the establishment of a nuclear jree zone in north-
ern Europe that would include the Baltic republics.
Ahonen was imprisoned in December 1983 for “‘anti-
Soviet agitation and propaganda,’ but granted an eariy
release in February 1987. In July of that year, he became

a founding memeer of the Estonian Group for the Fuil
Disclosure of the HKolotoy-Ribbentrop Pact
IM.R.P.—A.E.G.], which was created as a way io test
glasnosi. This greup, whose demonsirations in Tallinn in
August 1987 astracied veorldiide artention, has since be-
come o railying poins for a broad-based national move-
ment. In Decerber 1987 Ahonen gave an interview fo a
French relevisior siation in which he demanded i 2 dem-
ocraii.  on of the Soviet Union, Soviet withdres | om
Afgha 1the right of nations to self<letermina”

I, January 1988 ¢ sigied the plaiform of ire Es .1
Nationel Ivdependence Farry, which, ameng off.z.- 20 gs,
deiicnds the withdrawal of Soviet 1roops from i tic
republics. On February 1, ihe day bejore the scheduied
Wi.R.P.—A.E.G. aemonsiraiions commemorating the
signing of the Peace Treaiy of Tartu (in which the Soviet
Union relinguished all cialirs 16 Estonia i 1928 and vec-
ogized iis independence), Ahonen was ordeved lo repor:
Sor military duty. Upon his refusal he was arrested and
thrown in prison, where he remained umil 4is deportaion.

He now lives in Sweden, whore he is active in the Re-
lizf Center for Estonian Prisoners of Conscience.
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Heiki Ahonen speaks at a rally called by the M.R.P.-A.E.G. on
August 23, 1987.

Uncaptive Minds: In spite of the Western media’s recent, more
thoroughgoing coverage of events in the Baltic republics, few
in the West are familiar with individuals, such as yourself, who
have been active in the independent and national movements.
What led you to become a member of the Estonian opposition?

Heiki Ahonen: I have lived in Estonia all my life, and what 1
have been doing — and will continue to do — 1 simply con-
sider a form of self-defense. My association with the Estonian
national and independence movements dates back to 1978. I was
arrested in 1983, although prior to that the authorities bad been
trying to intbnidate me with house searches, detentions, ctc.

Actually, one of my ynost important experiences was my
service in the Soviet Amay from 1975 to 1977, because there
the structure of the Sovict totalitarian system is laid bare.

In what way?
Ahonen: Everything in the Soviet army is a vivid, concrete ex-

pression of Soviet totalitarian power. One can really see what
this power is all about because the whole totalitarian state is

misrored there, clearly and simply, right down to the barbed
wire, uniforms and barracks.

When I spent time in prison camps later on, 1 realized that
the two experiences — prison and military service — are sim-
ar. In prison, however, you know at least that you are being
punished; in the army, you are fulfilling your ‘‘duty to the so-
cialist state.”” There are, of course, further differences between
prison and the army, but, as in the novel Good Soldier Schweik,
the army serves as an outstanding example of the abuse of un-
bridled power. During the two years I served in the army, for
example, I only had one night’s leave from camp.

How are conscripts from the various nationalities Ireated in the
army? For example, did you serve together with Estonians, or
were you kept separated?

Ahonen: T wasn’t completely isolated, but there werc only 10
other Estonians in my unit. Of course, everyone in the Sovict
Union abhors the service because army conditions are so bad.
Everyone trics to find some way to get out of it; medical ex-
emptions are especially sought after. However, the army au-
thorities keep lowering physical standards for service, anc a5+
they’ll take almost anyone, even the physically handicapped.

My question pertains more to your highly political atritude
toward military service.

Ahonen: Most people probably don’t think of military service
in my abstract terms. My sense is, however, that they have sim-
ilar views on the subject. It is the same with demonstrations:
2 large number of Estonians are sympathetic to the idea of
demonstrating for independence and so forth, but they do not
come out for fear of the consequences. Neither wilt people open-
1y express their opinions about military service. As for our treat-
ment in the army, Tiit Madisson* was in the same unit as I,
and we both got into altercations with the Russians. We were
not the only ones. It is clear, both in the structure of the armed
forces and in the way military service is conducted, that the
Soviets try to set one nationality against another and to use the
hostility thus generated to keep the nationalities under control.
In each unit, the various nationalities would form groups —
Moslems, Caucasians, Estonians, Ukrainjans, Russians. etc. —
and fights between them were inevitable, even if you tried to
avoid them. If you are isolated in your unit, you can be ter-
rorized.

* Tiit Madisson is a founder of the M.R.P. —A.E.G. and a long-1ime activist
in the Esionian national movement. Afier periods of imprisonment, he was forced
to emigrate in the fall of 1987. He presently runs the Stockholm-based Relicf
Center for Esronian Prisoners of Conscience, Uncaplive Minds published an
interview with him in its second issue.
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Estonians gather in Tallinn to protest the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact
on August 23, 1987.

The officers, employing an old strategy, blame the fights
and aggravation of hostilitics on those people who have strong
nationalistic sentiments. Such individuals are then labelled ““en-
emies of the Soviet state.”’

You said that your activities oulside the camp were simply a
means of self-defense.

Ahonen: Totalitarian socjety is similar to a caste system, in
which you cannot move out of the position into which you were
born, as opposed to a democratic system, where it is possible
to move upwards, sideways or downwards. I conld not accept
this: I did not want to be simply a cog in the machine. And
let me stress that my decision to oppose the system was not made
lightly, since it meant forsaking any hope for a career.

So you felt you had no other choice?

Ahonen: Not exactly. First, such a decision is not sudden and
dramatic. One doesn’t wake up in the morning and decide to
be a dissident. It is a gradual process: You stop going to Kom-
somol [the Communist youth organization) meetings, you ask
a pointed question in history class at school, you make certain
statements, and after a while you find yourself involved. Once
you are engaged in national or dissident activities, it is very
difficult to return to “‘normalcey.’’ If you do, there are only two
options: either return to being that cog in the machine — but

this tinoe a distrusted cog, without any future.
Or you simply end up a broken individual.

Or an informer.

Ahonen: But that is a given. Informing is the
main purpose in life for many Soviet citizens.

You spent four years in prison, from 1983 to
1987. Soon after your release, you formed the
M.RP.—A.E.G., or the Committee for the Full
Disclosure of the Molotov-Ribbertrop Pact. This
was two years after Gorbachev's ascension to
power and the beginning of glasnost. What was
your goal in forming the M.R.P.—A.E.G.? Did
you foresee that it would form the nucleus of a
mass movement?

Ahonen: The M.R.P.—A.E.G. was formed to
- test glasnost, by focusing attention on efforts to
publicize one specific docurnent — the secret
protocols of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact [according to which
the Soviet Union and Nazi Germany divided Eastern Europe
and the Baltic countries into “‘spheres of influence,”” the latter
being assigned to Soviet domination]. Under glasnost, we are
supposed to have open access to various historical materials that
have been under lock and key until now. It is telling that the
Soviet authorities do not admit the existence of the secret pro-
tocols of the Molotov-Ribbentrop pact. Not only are they un-
published, but the authorities deny that the secret protocols exist
altogether. We are asking for the one thing they appear not to
want to give up.**

Is this the official response 10 your call for the disclosure of
the secret protocols?

Ahonen: Officially, they do not respond to anything. But ar-
ticles in the official press challenge the legitimacy of our de-
mand on the grounds that the Pact has already been published.
There are no secret protocols and so there can be no demand
for their disclosure. The group only makes one request, but since
the authorities have not satisfied it, the M.R.P.— A E.G. has
expandeq its focus and moved on to address broader questions
that were raised by the authorities’ refusal.

** On August 10, 1988 arvicles began 10 appear in the official Estonian media,
disclosing details of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Paci, specifically abous the secrer
addirional protocols which allowed for the Sovier occuparion of the three Bal-
tic counries. Bur on August 16, Sovier officials reiterated the official Soviet
view of the question: namely thot the secret protocols — which were published
by the Allies after rhey uncovered them in German archives as the end of the
war - never existed, or had been lost, and thus the version circulating in the
West was cither a toral fabrication or a distorted version of the original,
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So it was not your original purpose 1o create an organization
for pressing the national concerns of Estonians?

Ahonen: It evolved naturally. The secret protocols are a nat-
ural rallying point for Estonians.

The M.R.P. —A.E.G.-has become a broad movemens. Its demon-
strations marking the anniversaries of the signing of the Molotov-
Ribbentrop Pact and of Estonian's attainment of independence
drew tens of thousands of people, a remarkable feat in a nation
of less than one million. Did you foresee the appeal that the
M. R.P.—A.E.G. would have in Esionia?

Ahonen: No — we could never have anticipated the overwhelm-
ing response to our movement, which reinforced our belief that
Estonians have not foresaken their national aspirations. Before
we Jaunched the M.R.P.— A E.G., we knew, or rather, sensed
that the majority of people were sympathetic to the independ-
ence movement and concerned with the survival of the Esto-
nian nation, but this sympathy and support had never been
concretely demonstrated until the founding of the
M.R.P.—A.E.G. and the heeding of our calls to protest. Last
August 23, on the anniversary of the signing of the Pact, we
did not know how many people would show up. For us, suc-
cess would have been 50-100 people. Instead we were joined
by many thousands wha came out in solidarity.

Last year's demonstrations are perhaps mos! striking in that the
authorities permitted them to take place at all. In February, the
police did use tear gas and violently dispersed demonstraiors,
but on other occasions your demonstrations have come off with-
out police interference. Why have the authorities tolerated you
to this degree? Have you received legal permission 10
demonstrate?

Ahonen: We have never received a permit to demonstrate. We
simply notify the authorities of our intention to do so. We re-
quested permission once, but we were denied, which put us in
the position of acting illegally. We are in a different position
when we simply announce that there will be a demonstration.
Permission is not denied since we don’t ask for it.

Since the advent of glasnost and perestroika, the author-
ities don't know how to react to these challenges. They’re wor-
ried about their own skins, too. And they want to put on a good
face for the West as well as their own people — especially since
Western governments focused attention on the dernonstration
on Estonian Independence Day and its aftermath. When there
was less publicity, the police decided to act, as on February
2, 1988 [whben Estonians demonstrated to commemorate the
peace treaty signed between the Soviet Union and Estonia in
1920].

The M.R.P. —A.E.G. has become the focal point of the Esto-
nian national movement and spawned the Estonian National

Independence Party. How would you characterize the move-
ment? For example, in the West the Baltic movements are ofien
referred 1o as nationalist, suggesting that demands for inde-
pendence or national rights are parochial and limited. Do mem-
bers of the M.R.P.—A.E.G. and the Estonian National
Independence Party consider themselves part of a stricily na-
tionalist movement, or do they also believe that they are fighi-
ing to create a different type of political system?

Abonen: Of course the movement has much wider implications.
1t would be absurd to view these issues from a narrowly na-
tionalist perspective. In every political battle, one must have
a conceptual framework around which to unite people. National
independence is indeed that which unites us, bot what we aze
fighting for is democracy.

In the proposal to create the Estonian National Independ-
ence Party there are much broader considerations than nation-
alism. The Party’s platform is still in the process of formation.
Since we fecl that democracy flows from the people, we don’t
want to impose anything or declare a platform and ask people
to sign it. Rather, we want to challenge people to come up with
alternatives ta the current system.

The importance placed on the democratic process has its
roots in the period of Estonian independence — well within liv-
ing memory — which was democratic. The Estonians’ knowl-
edge of their political past has shaped the way they conceive
of independence. Ours is a Western heritage.

Many nations of the Soviet bloc have little or no experience with
democracy; in the case of those countries that have gone through
a democratic period, the long years of Soviet rule may have
washed those memories away. Is there still muck influence from
the West, or have the Soviets succeeded in isolating Estonia and
the other Baltic countries in the post-war period?

Ahonen: Even though we in the younger generation have not
directly experienced democracy, we have a good idea of what
it should be from Western books. Any book — no matter how
inconsequential — becomes a bible for us, from which we can
pick up the various elements of the democratic tradition.

Let me clarify something I said before: the proposal to form
the Estonian National Independence Party is just that. In fact,
we don’t want simply one opposition party; we hope that many
people will respond to our challenge to come up with alterna-
tives, and that parties will be formed around different ideas.

Although we have a sense of what democracy is all about,
we need to relearn the rudiments of the democratic process.
That is what we hope to do: to go to the people themselves and
find out at the grass-roots level what the concerns of Estonians
are.

Is there much independent social activity in the fields of pub-
lishing, education, or culture?
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Ahonen: To get our message out, we need the various modern
forms of comypunication, such as copying machines, video and

tape recorders, which we are sorely lacking.

Our demonstrations are very difficult to organize because
we must print all the leaflets by hand. It took a2 week to crank
out 16,000 leaflets, and of course this is fraught with danger.
The need is great, although well within the means of funding
sources that seek to promote democracy.

What are the goals of the M.R.P.—A.E.G. and the Estonian
National Independence Party?

Abonen: The basic demand of the M.R.P.~A.E.G. remains
the same, since it has not been fulfilled and the secret protocols
remain unpublished. But the broader issues are being addressed
within the framework of the proposed Estonian National In-
dependence Party: withdrawal of Soviet troops from Estonia,
as well as Latvia and Lithuania; democratic institutions, free
elections, an Estonian army — that is to say, national indepen-
dence. In addition to this, there are those who would demand
justice for Russians who have committed crimes, and repara-
tions for crimes against Estonians and the Estonian nation. Cer-
tain conditions must also be established sach as the use of
Estonian by those who are not Estonian: currently Russians in
Estonia speak Russian and Estonians Estonian. We are also,
for example, subject to Soviet and not Estonian law. All these
demands must be considered, as would be the right of any nor-
mal country.

In Estonia, what are the basic mechanisms of the power struc-
ture, and to what degree do Estonians participate in that
structure?

Ahonen: The most important areas of the economy and state
structure are controlled by Russians. The police, the -army,
transportation, communications — all are dominated by Rus-
sians.

In other respects, I cannot answer your question because
I am not an expert on the power structure. But I can tell you
one thing: despite the appearances of an Estonian Government
and an Estonjian Communist Party with Estonians, all basic de-
cisions are made in Moscow. There is no independence or auto-
nomy. This is a country where the Communist Party had but
200 members 1n 1939, and those Estonians who are members
today belong principally for opportunistic reasons.

Bur there are many Estonians in official structures such as un-
lons, associations, and institutions. [f these have no relevance
lo the exercise of power, what is the significance of the many
demands that hgve emanated from these unions and groups, for
example the Writers’ Union and the Lawyers ' Association, each
of which made rather extensive demands to the Party confer-
ence in Moscow for autonomy and democracy? Does the un

official — or actually illegal — independence movement have
any relationship with the official structures that are making
rather similar demands?

Ahonen: It would be difficult to describe these organizations
as belonging to the power structure. The demands put forward
by the official groups, such as the lawyers’ association, are at-
ternpts on the part of the power structure itself to seize the in-
itiative after having lost it during the turbulent events of the
past year. For example, there is the creation of the Popular
Front, which appears to be making demands made by the na-
tional movement [calling for antonomy, the use of the Eston-
ian language in all governmental and other deliberations, and
greater economic freedom]. Also, Kart Vaino has been dis-
missed as the head of the Estonian Communist Party. But one
should note that his replacement, Vaino Vajlas, was the Soviet
ambassador to Nicaragua, The only difference is that he speaks
Estonian and Karl Vaino didn’t. Another example of such tac-
tics is that the law has been changed to allow the blue, black
and white Estonian flag — which has been forbidden since the
early days of the occupation and which has been a symbol of
Estonian national aspirations and the image of the opposition
— to be displayed as a national flag. Since they couldn’t stop
people from unfurling the Estonian flag, they’ve decided to al-
low it to be displayed, thus taking away its effectiveness as a
symbol of opposition.

Is that your view of the demands being made by the cultural
unions and the lawyers' union for autonomy, judicial reform,
the redress of Estonian interests? These appear to be more sin-
cere and nor tactical diversions of the power structure.

Ahonen: These are not connected to the independent opposi-
tion movement, and we have no direct relations, so 1 cannot
answer your question precisely. But those groups do appear to
be part of the overall change in Estonia.

One must remember that many of the members of the Es-
tonian cultural unions and others have had to walk around with
their fists clenched in their pockets for forty years and have
never dared to speak out about anything. Now they have begun
to make themse]ves heard. But I think it is the opposition move-
ment’s success that has given these people the courage to speak
out and act more openly. And they are merely saying things
that we have been trying to achieve. O
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Polish Independent Culture

In the Era of Glasnost

By Jacek Fedorowicz

Jacek Fedorowicz is one of the best known and most
versatile independent figures in Poland. He is an actor,
humorist, and graphic artist whose drawings and arti-
cles often appear in the underground press. The follow-
ing is the rext of a lecture Fedorowicz gave this spring
in the U.S.

T am a satirical writer and I used to present my texts over
radio or on the stage. I live in Warsaw, Poland. This year, for
the first time since the imposition of martial law in 1981, the
government gave me a passport. 1 suppose you know that a cit-
zen of the Polish People’s Republic is not allowed to go abroad
without first obtaining permpission from the authorities. The pass-
port they give you is something like 2 holiday pass from pris-
on. Sure you can go, but only for as long as they let you, when
they let you, and to the country they allow you to visit. The
only thing they don’t control is the color of your suitcase and
the way you dress for the journey. They do instruct you, how-
ever, how to behave abroad. No interviews, no public activ-
ities; you’re not to write something and have it published, or
give lectures, without official permission. Tt follows, then, that
at the rooment T am engaging in dangerous criminal activity.

I won't deny it: I am dangerous because I stand with many
thousands of others who act outside the limitations of censor-
ship. We are active in all those areas — the arts, scholarship,
the dissemination of information — in which every word was
strictly controlled by the authorities only ten years ago. We call
this phenomenon ‘‘independent culture.’” The current state of
independent culture is the subject of this lecture.

In order to understand the importance of the fact that in-
dependent culture exists in Poland, one should be to some ex-
tent acquainted with the situation in Eastern Europe. The
totalitarian state or, to be more precise, any state which tries
to be totalitarian, barricades itself behind laws which attempt
to ensure that every word published or uttered publicly is first
approved by state censors. These laws are also intended to guar-
antec that the state is the sole possessor of the facilities needed
to spread the censored words. And not just words. In order to
use my own serigraphic workshop [serigraphy is a simple silk
screening technique which allows the printing of a Jarge num-

ber of copies in a short period of time] in my own home, I need
a special permit. Of course, I cannot obtain one, because T am
a known dissident. So, I did not ask for permission, but I am
using the workshop anyhow. The authorities know about it and
choose to ignore it. But that is a separate matter, since we are
now talking about the existing regulations which, incidentally,
vary from one Eastern European country to another. In Poland
you cannot have a serigraphic workshop, offset printer, or
photocopier, but you are allowed to have a typewriter and even
a computer printer. In Romania, all typewriters must be reg-
istered. In fact, the act of typing cannot be performed without
permission from the state authorities. I don’t know what it's
like in Albania — perhaps you have to fill out forms before they
let you use & pencil.

Note that this is not necessarily a joke. We satirists must
be careful, because any bit of nonsense bas the potential to be-
come law in Eastern bloc countries. For instance, would you
believe me if I told you that, back in Poland, the censor de-
termines the number of advertising posters to be published, as
well as their size and the type of font to be used in printing them?
Or that the censor even tries to control the audience’s reactions
at cabaret performances? An employee at the censor’s office
once said to a friend of mine: ““In the text you make a refer-
ence to the Soviet Union. Why don’t you read this part quickly,
without emphasis, so that not everyone gets the point. You see,
if there is too much laughter from the audience, I will have to
cross it out.””

Perhaps such efforts don’t make much sense to you. But
from the state’s point of view, they make all the sense in the
wosld. We can easily find in the history of fascism — or com-
munism — instances in which a massive propaganda campaign
was able to change the conscience of a whole society. Corn-
munists well know Goebbels’ guiding principle: lic as much as
you can so long as you keep a straight face.

The invention of television was very helpful in this respect.
All programs are given special attention by the central propa-
ganda authorities. The viewer is not offered a choice of pro-
grams — he can only choose to switch the TV set on or off.
The medium of television enables the authorities to pass on in-
formation to society quickly and efficiently. Television is also
an effective propaganda tool because its audience is composed
of individuals who are isolated from each other in their own
homes. So just imagine the 1970s in Poland: our viewer sees
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from morming to evening the successes of the socialist economy;
be hears that he is living in a paradise; he is told that his coun-
try is rapidly developing and about tc catch up with the United
States; he is assured that everyone, absolutely everyone in Po-
land loves socialism and supporis the authorities.

The viewer in question doesn’t particularly love socialism,
nor support the authorities, but slowly he begins to believe that
he is an exception, that only he can see the approaching crisis,
that he is the only one who was not fooled. At the same time
he is unable to find out how the rest of society feels, since there
are no means of corupunication available outside the state-
owned and controlled media, which say: Don’t worry, it's OK,
and if you don’t see that it’s OK, you must be blind!

Under these circumstances, the Pope’s visit in 1979 was
extremely important, if only becanse people came out into the
streets (for the first time they could do so legally and in large
numbers), and they saw with their own eyes how many people
were nof communists. ‘“Oh, so 1 am not alone!”” says the lone
television viewer to himself. ““Others think the samne way I do!””’
Many sociologists maintain that this seemingly ordinary visit
resulted some time later in the creation of Solidarity.

Well, I'm not a sociologist, but I do know one thing: the
authorities can manipulate social awareness in any way they like
only if they have a monopoly on the dissemination of infor-
mation, that is, as long as they can isolate the public from in-
dependent thought and prevent it from freely exchanging
information and ideas. It follows that those who defy police
threats are confined to the smallest possibie circles, so that their
thinking is similar to the lone TV viewer I mentioned before,
who thinks that he is the onty one dissatisfied in an ocean of
compatriots happy with the systera.

In Poland, this sort of situation is a thing of the past. It’s
a whole new ball game now, unlike anything else in the history
of totalitarian communist states.

First and foremost, the information monopoly of the state
has been broken. Poles arc no longer limited to the state-owned
press and television. A massive independent publishing oper-
ation exists, which produces countless uncensored texts, news-
papers, tapes and video cassettes. I have just used the term
“‘countless,’” which is imprecise. Unfortunately, research into
the subject will be impossible for as long as it takes place in
a police state and the publishers are working underground. The
so-called security services, that is the secret police, are carry-
ing out very intensive research, but they do not make their data
readily available. Only fragraents of their research reach us from
time to tbme, in the form of reports from court cases during
which independent printers and distributors are sentenced for,
and I quote, “‘spreading false information.”

But precise numbers are not the most important thing. What
is important is the fact that the state’s monopoly on informa-
tion has been broken, which is obvious even 1o an unprepared
observer. Today, everyone has access to independent infor-
mation, to uncensored journals and books. Of course, it is nec-

essary to make an effort — a much greater effort than, say,
tarning on the TV. The inierested citizen must demonstrate some
couragc, because — while no one will punish him for watching
TV — he may be punished for watching a banned video tape.
But opportunities to pursue independent culture do indeed ex-
ist, and many people take advantage of them. I happen to know
one statistic, which I read in an official newspaper, on the ex-
tent of independent culture in Poland: in a country of some
thirty-six million people, whose economy lies in ruins, it is es-
timated there are one million video recorders — which puts Po-
land in the world’s top ten.

How can this be? First of all, one should reroember that
civilized nations do not live by bread alone. Secondly, one
should keep in mind that in Eastern bloc countries, society and
the state are two separate entities. The interests of the two are
contrary. If the President of the United States goes crazy to-
morrow and gives the Polish government one billion dollars,
Poles will gain no advantage from it — unless they’re soldiers,
in which case they might be able to exchange their old, dingy
tanks for newer, more comfortable models. Other Poles ben-
efit from foreign aid only under one condition: if the money
is given to them privately, which usually means the donors are
relatives and friends living abroad. Roughly ane fifth of all Poles
live outside the borders of Poland; since they are all too well
aware of the situation back home, they help their countrymen
as much as they can. Western govemments also help, especially
the United States. I would like to take this opportunity to thank
you for this help — especially for the assistance which Con-
gress voted to give Solidarity, since it will benefit the citizens,
and not the rulers, of Poland. The state continually tries to get
these *‘presents’” from its citizens, but this is a separate sub-
ject and I won’t dwell on it now.

So there are 2 million video recorders and this in itself is
a disaster for the authorities: even if the owner of such equip-
ment does not watch cassettes produced by independent film-
makers, he watches American films, family videos, etc., and
during that time he does not watch offictal programming, since
there is only one screen on the TV set. The viewer has an al-
ternative, he has the right to choose, which is extremely im-
portant. And he v nally chooses to watch independent
productions 2t some point anyway. For instance, I can assure
you that almost every educated person in Poland has seen the
film ‘‘The Interrogation,’’ which was banned. The film was se-
cretly copied onto video cassettes, and — handed on from per-
son to person — has been seen by almost everybody interested.

The state now has competition that cannot be easily dis-
posed of. The degree of repression and mabilization of police
forces necessary to accomplish the liquidation of the under-
ground movement is probably beyond the means of the gov-
ernment, c¢specially if we remember that underground
publications enjoy strong support from the majority of people,
support which is limited only by fear. And this fear decreases
day by day. But ecanomic factors als~ play an important role
here. It is said that the underground publishing movement be-
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came a permanent feature of Polish life when it became ap-
parent that underground publishing was more lucrative than
working a similar job in the state-sponsored publishing indus-
try. During the last ten years, thousands of wonderful special-
15ts have emerged who can print anything, with almmost anything,
on anything. Material is printed on proper printing machines,
primitive copiers, mesh frames, or secretly in state-owned print-
ing shops. When there is no ink, car paint is used, or paint di-
luted in scrubbing solution — it is not so strong, but lasts longer.
I myself bad to use ladies” handkerchiefs as ‘“mesh’” and wing-
shield wipers as ‘‘squeegees’” for many months.

Underground printers are not only excellent professionals,
but very good conspirators as well. The security systems of the
underground press are very impressive. Take the weekly
Tygodnik Mazowsze, for example. It is published in 30,000 co-
pies of four pages each, which must be written, edited, trans-
ported to the printer’s, and printed on difficult-to-obtain paper.
Then it must be supplicd to distributors, who make sure all the
copies reach the readers. It is amazing how many people are
involved in this process and how careful they must be, for all
this is happening in a country in which every policeman’s dream
is to uncover a secret printing press and get a medal, reward,
or promotion; in 2 country where a policeman can stop any per-
son in the street and search for prohibited materials; a country
where a car is confiscated by the state if such materials are found
inside. The scale of underground publishing in Poland and the
obstacles it must overcome demonstrate better than street pro-
tests the degree of resistance in Polish society, how much this
society wants to be free.

You may have noticed a trace of bitterness here. But it
seems that Western public opinion only reacts when spectac-
ular actions are involved. Nothing is happening in Poland, be-
cause there are no crowds demonstrating in the streets chanting
“‘Gestapo!”’ ““Gestapo!”’ at charging riot police. I know that
police truncheons and blood look better on color TV, and that
it is much more difficult to show the less spectacular work of
hundreds of thousands of people involved in maintaining and
developing independent thought. But totalitarian dictatorships
will never cease to threaten the world until independent thought
develops in them to at least the same degree as it has in my
country. I keep repeating that one underground printing press
is a much more cffective weapon than a Pershing missile. It
is a pity that free societies do not always keep this in mind —
unlike the authorities of totalitarian states, who are all too well
aware of this fact.

Though the authorities understand this, they have not been
able o put a stop to independent publishing so far. They’ve tried
various methods. Elated by the unexpected ease with which they
imposed martial law — when Polish society demonstrated sur-
prising wisdom by not accepting a challenge to arms — they
imagined that Yiquidating independent thought would be a brief
and nearly effortless affair; that it would be enough to hand
down a number of stiff sentences to make the printers, distrib-
utors, writers and intellectuals give up the fight. Prison sen-

tences at the beginning of artial law were indeed draconian.
But they didn’t cut down on ““crime.”” To be fair, [ must add
that artists and intellectuals were treated with more leniency than
union and other opposition activists. While they were locked
up in jail I, an artist, only had my car destroyed. In a com-
munist country, the deliberate burning of someone’s car should
be treated as a delicate slap on the bottom administered by a
parent to a naughty child. The car was burned by so-called “‘un-
known persons” in a parking lot near a police station. It was
interesting to see the serious faces of the policemen involved
in the ‘‘investigation,”” who totally disregarded one small de-
tail: the roof of my car had been melted down with chemicals
normally used to burn through tank armor, which under no cir-
cumstances could have been in a private criminal’s possession.
Not everyone, however, was able to remain serious during ihis
farce. A young policeman was the first investigator on the scene,
and the first person he questioned was my neighbor. ‘“Whom
do you suspect?’’ he asked in a matter-of-fact tone. ‘1 don't
know, "’ answered the neighbor, who then insolently added, “‘I¢
was either the secret police, or you.”' The police investigator
thought it over for a moment, then replied, ‘‘Probably it was
us — they always give us the worst jobs.™

Repression did not help, and the competition did not give
up, so the communist authorities began gradually, under the
influence of world public opinion — particularly that of those
countries, like the United States, that cherish freedom — to give
up the practice of meting out long prison terms to thosc invojved
in the work of independent culture. Unfortunately, they resorted
to a new method: financial barassment. Today fines egualing
at least two months’ wages are handed down, and private cars,
tape recorders, and typewriters are confiscated. The confisca-
tion of 2 ¢ar is an especially severe penalty, since even a second-
hand car costs as much as three years’ wages. The underground
has responded by creating an insurance fund. The head of the
Intervention Committee of Solidarity, Zbigniew Romaszewski
states that so far it has becen possible to reimburse people for
at least part of the cash value of private cars that were taken
by the state. But the cost to underground activists has been high
— all the more so in that fincs arc often followed by criminal
charges.

Nowadays an independent publisher caught printing an un-
censored book is na longer charged with spreading false infor-
mation, anti-state propaganda, or ridiculing the highest state
authorities, as used to be the case in the past, but with the theft
of paint, paper, or printing machines. The choice of the object
that is the basis for the charge depends only on the pen = for
which the independent publisher is to be sentencec. . he mb-
lisher goes to jail as a thief — and public opinion ous™ le -
land is no Jonger interested in him. He ceases to be 2 fr=edomn
fighter, an oppressed dissident in whom intcrnationzi organi-

zations such as Ammnesty International are interesied. ¢ is a
private person and a common c¢riminal, while the regime which
imprisoned him is considercd lenient because it is: ** “wlding

any —o'licr) wrisoners.
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At this point I owe you another explanation: every citizen
of the Polish People’s Republic can be charged with theft at
almost any moment, and there will probably be some grounds
for the accusation. There is no one¢ in an Eastern bloc country
who doesn‘t have something that has been stolen. The majority
of common, everyday items stroply are not readily available
in state stores. You either have to buy what you need from some-
one who has already stolen it, or steal the thing yourself. For
nstance, if you ask a private plumber to repair a [eaking pipe,
he will come and do it for you vsing nuts that he bought in a
shop and a stolen pipe, plaster and wire. From the moment he
completes the job you are an accessory to his theft and can be
charged and sentenced, especially as the pipe was stolen state
property. Look at me: my clothing was bought in a shop, but
the paper I am using was stolen from a TV station; my glasses
were properly purchased, but they are not falling apart, becanse
I fixed them with a stolen screw.

It is interesting that in Poland, a civilized country that is
religious and concerned with questions of morality, the theft
of the pipe mentioned above would not be considered a crime
at all, provided it was stolen from the state. Even some priests
would not treat it as a sin if you mentioned it during confes-
sion. By stealing from the state, the citizen is stmply taking back
what the state has stolen from him. T don’t mean the pipe here,
of course, but the citizen’s right to decide his own fate. This
right bas been stalen from us by the state. It is pretty obvious
that if Poles were suddenly given the opportunity to decide their
own fate, the socialist systemn would survive an hour, maybe
two. Oh well, maybe four hours somewhere in an isolated hut
in the middle of a vast forest. It would survive there until a
neighbor came, sweaty and out of breath after a long run, shout-
ing: ““The Russians have gone! They have gone! We are alone!**
That would be the end of it.

So now the authorities try to erush independent enlture by
pretending that they are fighting common criminals. Charging
someone with theft is just one of many different tactics at their
disposal. The Jegal system of every Eastern bloc country has
been constructed in such a way that no one is innocent, We are
all guilty of something and the only reason we have not been
imprisoned yet is that the ‘*people’s authority” is just and mag-
nanimous. But do something that antagonizes the government,
and all the goodness and leniency are gone, an appropriate par-
agraph is found in the penal code, and you’ve had it.

Here is another example. Every Pole shops from time to
time in ‘““Pewex’” stores, where you can buy all those things
that are not available in other shops — such as baby formula
or razor blades. Only you have to pay for them in U.S. dollars.
One cannot exchange Polish zloty for U.S. dollars legally, which
means then that you have to buy dollars on the black market.
There is not a single Pole who has not bought dollars like this
at some time in his life. Yet only one man in all of Poland was
charged in the last two years with purchasing dollars on the black
market — Stefan Bratkowski, who happens to be President of

the illegal Association of Joumalists, and who has been active
in independent culture for many years.

However, Stefan Bratkowski did not go to prison. I also
remain free, and have even received permission to leave the
country, although for over a year I have been charged with op-
erating a small business without permnission, an offense which
could cost me millions of ztotys in fines. Also, during my
presentations, various materials such as graphics and books are
sold. Officially, the authorities claim they have nothing against
the content of my lectures — after all, we have freedom of
speech under socialism. The authorities are only concerned with
illegal vending — that is, they treat the sale of my work in rouch
the same way as selling soft drinks at the raifway station or cab-
bage in the market square. So, I am not in jail, because public
opinion in Poland, maybe even abroad, would not believe that
the reason behind rny imprisonment is illegal vending, and in
the case of Bratkowski, dealings with the black market, or in
the case of Walesa, lending out his Nobel prize money at uso-
rious rates. Well-known people can feel safe at the moment.
Unfortunately, there are many lesser-known or anonymous crea-
tive and technical contributors involved in the production and
distribution of independent culture who cannot feel safe. They
continue to pay exorbitant fines and sometimes even go to jail,
but nobody puts in a word for them because world public opin-
ion, manipulated by the communists, treats them as common
criminals, tax evaders, bad daddies who don’t pay child sup-
port, or tramps avoiding honest work.

A number of people in the West believe in these idictic pre-
texts because they want to believe in them. Such faith is often
convenient. The belief that communist countries are on the way
to becoming democratic countries that respect human rights and
fulfill their international obligations is handy for assuaging the
consciences of those who would like to do business with thern.
The communists well know this secret desire of the West, so
they say: from now on we’ll be good, we now understand that
it is not nice to imprison people, we will stop arming ourselves,
withdraw from Afghanistan, open 2 McDonald’s on Red Square
and a Coca-Cola stand in Siberia — just sell us a few of your
inventions. There are a number of people in the West wha dream
of selling those inventions, and they are usually very surprised
when they find out that the computers they sold for a hospital
somehow found their way into a new generation of tanks.

Everyone knows Lenin’s famous statement about capital-
ists selling the rope with which the communists will hang them.
Present-day communists bave iraproved on his idea: They want
the capitalists to sell the rope for borrowed money, deliver it,
and put up the gallows — but instead of hanging them right
away, they’ll be ordered to work until they’re no longer use-
ful. To top it off, the communists say, ‘‘you are to work for
us not because you are threatened, but out of sympathy. You
are to give us things because we are nice, civilized, and con-
cerned about the world situation; moreover, we are trying our
best to reform, we are doing the perestroika and the
glasnost.”’
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Glasnost was actually raging in Poland just as I was feav-
ing. Official newspapers were vying with one another in crit-
icizing socialism. Radio and television joumnalists were speaking
up about economic and environmental disasters. I don’t know
if it is widely known or not in the West, but Poland is one of
the few countries of the civilized world where the average life
span of its citizens is constantly dropping. We are being sys-
tematically killed off by polluted air, poisoned water, and r1a-
diocactive food. This has already been largely revealed to the
populace. And there is every indication that the rmost credibility-
damaging ‘‘blank spot’ — the murder of thousands of Polish
officers by the Russians during World War 1T at Katyn — will
soon be filled in.

Is freedom of speech, then, finally a reality in Poland? Not
1}! This is another attempt to deceive public opinion, both in
Poland and abroad. All these revelations have been known to
every child in Poland for years. Everyone knows that social-
ism 1s inefficient, that the economy is falling to pieces, that the
communist rulers were imposed upon Poles against their will,
and that the electoral system excludes the possibility of elec-
ting anybody who would be a genuine representative of soci-
ety. These are all continuing and lasting clements of a system
that will remain in place for quite some time to come.

Any real changes in the economic system would be im-
possible, not only because the Soviet Union would not agree,
but also because a wealthy society would be very inconvenient
for the authorities; it would be much more difficult, if not im-
possible, to control.

Although the authorities are now telling the truth more or
less about the poor performance of the system, they present the
facts as if the system were afflicted by a disease, something
like A.1.D.S., for which there is no known cure. These state-
ments are supposed to build the impression that the govern-
ment — which fully realizes what sort of predicament the
country is in — is trying hard to ease the pain, to diminish the
worst effects of the unavoidable crisis. These last statements
are lies, but only the independent press points that out. The au-
thorities write a lot about the crisis, but they are not doing a
single thing that could actually change the situation. Under pres-
sure from the World Bank, they announce that they would carry
out serious economic reform and even promised to introduce
a free market economy — but only in certain factories at first.
Poles scomfully remark that this would be similar to the Eng-
lish deciding to change from dniving on the left side of the road
to the right, but having only buses change over at the beginning.

I tried a moment ago to convey to you a view that is very
popular in Poland, namely that all this glasnost and perestroika
is nothing else but another attempt to deceive the West. This
does not mean that good things are not happening: people are
coming out of labor camps and psychiatric hospitals, they can
travel to the West and say whatcver they please. The Polish
authorities knew that I would speak my mind when they let me
travel abroad, and I owe it all to Gorbachev —— but I will stub-

bornly continue to say that he should be carefully watched. Af-
ter all, his goal is to strengthen the Soviet Union. This view
is shared by the majority of independent comynentators in Po-
land.

Yet there are also those who see the consequences of the
recent changes differently: they think that the introduction of
essentially illusory reforms will touch off an avalanche of gen-
uine changes — that the process of renewal, which is still con-
trolled from abave, will get out of hand. Others say that before
this happens, the main “‘controller’” himself will be changed:
the Communist Party nomenklatura will kick Gorbachev off the
throne the moment it sees real danger to the old, entrenched
system.

All these views are given their due in the independent press,
and will be largely ignored in the official press for some time
to come. This is our strong point and this is why readers are
still interested in what we have to say. Yet the continuing lib-
eralization has made it increasingly difficult to compete with
the official mass media. The government’s greatest aily is sim-
ple human laziness. It is easier and more pleasant to read a news-
paper in which the print is clear than to squint in an effort to
understand the underground’s sometinmes illegible newssheets.
It is easier to switch on a TV set and watch a critical program
in color than to watch a blurred video, without color, that’s just
a little more critical. For many, we are only a bit more attrac-
tive in content, and much less attractive in form. We have to
face up to the reality that independent culture also has to fight
for its market share. We have to make sure that our independ-
ent thonght is served attractively, in an interesting and intel-
ligent manner. Of course, we are not doing it to *“sell ourselves’
better than they do, nor to achieve a propaganda scoop, but to
maintain the right of free speech for everyone.

At this moment there are four independent producers of
video cassettes in Paland, only one of which is professionally
equipped. Many enterprises are involved only in the copying
of tapes which are produced inside Poland or abroad. One in-
dependent firm has been housed and protected by the Catholic
Bishopric in Gdarisk, and has just begun to distribute uncen-
sored video cassettes in the open. What will come of it is not
yet known. Films and video tapes are still shown mainly in pri-
vate homes, although there are student clubs and parishes which
are brave enough to arrange public presentations. Some of the
more wealthy Catholic parishes are planning to buy equipment
that would allow them to show video programs on a large screen,
making independent productions more attractive for large au-
diences.

Clubs, parish halls and private homes are also used for per-
formances of the “*home theater’” — theatrical groups present-
ing uncensored plays. In previous years tbese groups wer
continually harassed by the police. Now the authorities pretend
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that they no longer bother with this form of independent cul-
ture, but whenever they get the chance, they harass the theater
groups financially. For instance, a Wroctaw theater recently
had their entire light and sound system confiscated under some
idiotic pretext. I know eight active home theaters, and there are
probably more. Each show takes place in a different apartment.
The audience is invited privately by the resident, or hears of
it by word of mouth, because the phones are often bugged. The
audicnce consists of 30, maybe S0 people. There are no tick-
ets; after the performance a hat is usually passed around and
everyone throws in what he can. Before a performance begins,
one of the actors will usually stand before the audience to make
an appeal that has probably never been heard anywhere else
in the world: he asks the spectators not to applaud. Clapping,
Jaughter or other crowd noises could lead to a police raid.

Once a Warsaw home theater group was performing a play
by the Czech playwright Pavel Kohout. The play depicts an in-
vestigation at a police station. Suddenly, genuine policemen
burst into the apartment and tried to check the identity cards
of the audicnce. Despite the appeal before the play, the audi-
ence greeted the police with loud laughter and applause; every-
one was delighted, because they thought the intruders were
actors, and that the whole incident was part of the show.

The underground press is the area of independent culture
that is best known and documented in the West, since it is easy
to send newspapers, books, posters and photos abroad. But it
is difficult to convey to other countries home theater perform-
ances, hence little is known about them outside Poland. Even
less is said about the most widespread form of independent cul-
ture: lectures given in churches or private homes. There is not
a single independent commentator, artist, historian, writer, so-
ciclagist, film director or poet who has not received requests
for appearances all over the country. Those who are better
known could appear every day in a different place and still
wouldn’t satisfy the demand. There is no city in Poland in which
such lectures are not held regularly, and most villages and small
towns have at least one speaker per month.

These lectures are carefully recorded by the local secret
police agent, but also by the public. They are then copied and
passed on to other people. Whenever I give a lecture, 1 don’t
need to look at my watch, since the sound of cassettes being
turned over fills the whole room every half hour.

Well, I hope you've enjoyed this lecture, and can find it
in your hearts to forgive my poor English. I have been putting
off learning your language until the time they send me to pris-
on, which is the best place to learn any language. Maybe when
I go back to Poland, the authorities will secure for me the iso-
Jation T need as a reward for my activities here in the United
States. 0

The plight of the Romanian population has prompted op-
position groups throughout Eastern Europe to declare their sol-
idarity with their Romanian neighbors. At the beginning of this
year an international campaign called for all Europeans to show
their support and demonstrate on February 1 against President
Ceaugescu’s policies. On that day, demonstrators, numbering
several hundred in Warsaw and Budapest, marched to the Ro-
manian embassy. In Prague, several Charter 77 signatories were
detained near the Romanian embassy as they tried 1o present
a petition. The following is the text of a leafler written by a Ro-
manian opposition group and distributed in Poland before the
protests.

Appeal to Polish Society

We beg you not to buy any food products labeled
““Made in Romania.”” Keep in mind that the citizens
of our country suffer from disgracefil malnourish-
ment resulting from the export of basic foodstuffs.
Each citizen of Romania has the right to 300 grams
[11.8 ounces) of bread a day, and no more than one
kilogram [2.2 pounds] of meat, 50 grams [less than
2 ounces] of butter, and eight eggs per month — all
on ration tickets. Those who aren’t lucky won’t even
get this minimal ration from the stores. Ceausescu’s
regime has nothing in common with socialism. We ask
you to support our social protest against this tyrant.
Help us to isol  ; his regime all over the world. Dur-
ing your protest actions, demand glasnost and pere-
stroika for Romania as well. If you set out to visit our
country, tell your family, friends and acquaintances
to turn off the lights in their apartments every day at
10:00 PM for three minutes as a sign of protest. Only
the universal isolation of the despot Ceausescu can
bring us freedom!

Signed: ““The Movement to Liberate Romania’®
Bucharest, December 1987

—from the Information Bulletin of ‘‘Polish-
Czechaoslovak Solidarity,”” Issue No. 4, 1988
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Ag. st Everything That _

Janusz Szpotariski Speaks His Mind

Jonusz Szpotaniski is ¢ highly-regarded author, al
though none of his writings has ever been published of
ficially. He first gained public recognition in the
mid-sixties when his opera ‘‘Cisi i Gegacze”

— sometimes called the ““Three Year Opera,” since this
is the rerm 10 which Szpotariski was sentenced for writing
it — was performed at private gatherings.

His works, published in Paris by nstytut Literacki
and in the undergyound press in Poland, sardonically an-
alyze the system in Polond. Quoted, surng, and recited.
they are an imporiant element of the unofficial intellzc-
lwal culrire.

This interview with Szpotanski, wiich we present in
excerpred form, is taken from the Paris quarterly, Liber-
tas, issue no. 10—11, 1988.

Bogustaw Sonik: ... [How were you able 10 resist the blandish-
ments of the communists — blandishments to which many other
intellectuals succumbed — afler World War 11?7]

Janusz Szpotariski: In that jungle of baboons I managed to re-
tain my intellectnal independence by behaving selfishly. Y came
to the conclusion that if I were content with small accomplish-
ments, didn’t overwork myself, and completely opposed every-
thing that surrounded me, it would be possible to live. Writers,
philosophers, and intellectuals all have a narcissistic streak; they
want to be talked about, written about, to be listed in the text-
books — in short, to be somebody. But I arn essentially not very
ambjtjous, and perhaps that is why I was somewhat successful.

You're not afraid to put it in such terms? You're not afraid that
somebody might ask, ‘‘What abowut honor? Where are your
ideals?”

Szpotaiiski: There are some people who condemn me from the
top of their ivory towers. O.K. fine, so I’m a man without hon-
or and without ideals. I am a singular example of a man who
— after 1944 — kept his wits about him when everybody else
was going crazy. Did I set a good example? Certainly not, be-
cause, in a certain sense, my life has been insane,

Is your opposition to the system related to the fact that you were
born before the war?

Septeml

Szpotariski: Yes it is, because before the war I lived in a normal
world, and therefore I have had a point of reference. Of course
there was much to criticize, but the essential fabric of the na-
tion was normal and European. The communists, however, fore
it apart and destroyed it. There had been a free market just as
in the West; the ‘“base’” had been nopmal. Today, ncbody even
knows how to begin restoring some kind of normalcy to our
country. Maniacal ideologics are dangerous to a nation in so
far as they harm the “‘base.”’ The Germans are a good exam-
ple; after 12 years of living under the Third Reich, they suc-
ceeded in climbing out of the hole into which they had fallen.
But communism has proven far more effective at destroying
societies. It is much more difficult to overcome. Communism
renders people incapable of taking initiative, and turns against
anything that might contribute to progress. From the moment
I came in contact with Marxism, I could see that it was reac-
tionary to the core. It aimed to destroy that which the French
Revolution bequeathed us, and to replace it with a kind of feu-
dal system based on privileges....

What changes have you perceived in the communist system over
the last few decades? Does it make any sense to speak about
the reformability of communism?

Szpotariski: The communists stubbomly maintain that their sys-
tem is reformable, although anyone who tried to say as much
in the 1950s or 1960s was sent to prison. On the other hand,
the opposition claims that the system cannot be reformed, zJ-
though nobody has logically proved that this could never be done
under any circumstances.

The Soviet Union is enormously powerful, yet there are
Russians who now believe that it cannot maintain its position
in the world if it is to retain the communist system as it has
been functioning up to now. They know that the system is de-
structive, that sooner or later it will lead to disaster, and that
something must be done to change it. Communism is a system
based on slavery; its goal is the Platonic ideal: a society di-
vided into a group of wise rulers and a shapeless mass of hu-
manity which can easily be controlled. Now it seems that
modemn technology has made such a political system vnwork-
able. But if the masses don’t have access to information, the
rulers can’t accomplish very mnch with them. Since the Soviet
Union still has imperial ambitions, those who think rationally
may soon realize how costly this systera has been. But it will
take generations for this process to unfold; at this point there’s



no reason to get excited. It is only naive Western Europeans
who think that something must be happening because Sakharov
was allowed to return to Moscow. The Russians can build Po-
temkin villages whenever they have to. The West knows Rus-
sia only from its showcase cities: Moscow and Leningrad. But
if you go just 30 miles outside themn, you'll see to what extent
people have been incapacitated, how stupid and servile they’ve
become. Tt will be difficult indeed to transform a nation of such
people.

What do you think about Gorbachev?

Szpotaniski: I don’t know what he’s really like — who could?
We have to wait and see.

If Gorbachev initiated this process, then it's to his credit
— but it won't necessarily succeed. On the other hand, it might
be an atteyopt to trick the West, so that it dismantles its mis-
siles, disarms, and puts itself at the East’s mercy. It’s hard to
say just what lies behind all this.

The world has not been going in the direction the great
bearded philosopher of the §9th century thought it would. The
one major element of Marxism that will survive is its assign-
ment of great significance to the role that economic forces play
in history, although Marx wasn’t the first to hit upon this idea.
The rest of Marxism is so much drivel. The United States is
in the vanguard of history — not the Soviet Union. America
has been responsible for the greatest inventions and the most
advanced ideas, which the whole world makes use of, includ-
ing the Russians. Soviet Russia, besides its genius for destruc-
tion, hasn't shown the world anything. Its ome great
accomplishment — sending the first man into orbit — could
never have been achieved without the help of captured German
scientists (although, to be fair, the American space program also
relied beavily on German scientists). However, they weren't
the first to send a man to the moon, although they very much
wanted to be.

What about their empire?

Szpotasiski: True, they've managed to build an empire, but it
hasn’t done them much good. When the British empire was at
its zenith, England itself blossomed, but the Russian empire has
been of little benefit to the Russian people. 1t is a strange em-
pire indeed in which the colonies live better than the mother
country. This shows just how stiff, how absurd this system is.
You simply can’t control everything from the center. This whole
econamic structure must be changed; it is necessary to priv-
atize, to allow people to take the initiative — only then will any
kind of economic recovery take place.

There have been some changes in this area in Poland, such as
the establishment of Polonic firms [businesses operating in Po-
land but partially financed by Poles living in the West].

Szpotariski: True, but what have they produced? Some unpal-
atable brand of mustard; in any case. these firms are no more
than a drop in the bucket. To make any kind of dent in the ec-
onomic crisis, all light industry should be privatized, as well
as many other sectors of the econommy.

Are you aware of any interesting initiatives in this area on the
part of the Polish opposition?

Szpotahiski: The opposition is mired in activity of a different
sort. It devotes its cfforts to flogging a dead horse, berating
the government as it does, and one must admit that it has been
fairly successful at this. Of course, nowadays you can criticize
just about anything, but it won’t do you any good. The oppo-
sition is almost exclusively concerned with unmasking the com-
munists’ intentions, both now and in the past. They confuse
Stalinism with the current times. Compared to the 1950s, every-
thing is permitted. Back then some believed that if we won the
right to play Jazz music, the whole system would crumble. Now
we are in principle allowed to say anything, only most of what
Y've heard so far has been nonsensc. The communists remain
adamant about the basic organization of the economys; they think
they can overcome the crisis within the existing framework —
a centrally-planned economy combined with a profitless free
market. This, by the way, is their latest brilliant idea: to per-
it a free market in which nobody makes any money. If some-
one does make a profit, he is immediately denounced as a
speculator. The communists fail to realize that it is part of hu-
man natare to desire profit, and that’s why their latest initia-
tive is bound to fail.

Yet they've managed 10 fool a number of Western intellectuals.

Szpotanislka: Intellectuals are a monstrous group. They think that
if they write a good poem or article, everybody should im-
mediately kneel before them. They would like to have the power
of the state behind them. Yet wherever they appear, they are
a destructive factor. They make good critics, and in this regard
their work can be useful, but they are completely useless as
builders. Intellectnals are one of the two groups which total-
itarianism has been enormously successful at using to its own
advantage, upon which it is in fact based. For intellectuals, the
deaths of millions are a trifle — they just sit at their desks and
calculate everything. Young people are the other group sus-
ceptible to these idiotic ideologies, especially those who have
problems with their families and who suffer from sexual anx-
ieties. Such youths, along with the intellectuals, constitute very
unstable groups that are highly prone to radicalization. How-
ever, European civilization has been largely the work of its or-
dinary members, who have experience in the real world. Let
the intellectuals think up their revolutionary ideas, but it is the
common sense of the middle classes which must act as the en-
gine of progress. O



;e Country Didn’t Support

e April-May Strikes

Following the wave of sirikes this past spring, a num-
ber of articles appeared in the Polish. underground press
which attempted 1o answer the question: **Why didn’t ihe
strikes succeed?’’ We felt this was the most thorough and
concise answer, printed as a ‘non-nuclear exira’’ in the
Atomic Research Institute's independen: journal W Ok-
opach, No. B 94, May 20, 1988.

We cannot ignore this question if we are to learn anything
from the April-May strikes. I don’t think there is a single an-
swer. Those with whom T've spoken have told me:

e People are apathetic, since they don’t think they can win.
A large proportion of Solidarity activists share this view.

¢ The Communists have convinced the majority of the peo-
ple not to get involved in politics, because nothing would come
of it and the effeets of such involvement might even be negative.

@ Pecople didn’t understand (or pretended not to understand)
what the strikes were all about.

* Things don’t appear to have goiten so bad that people’s
desperation would overcome their fear — especially since the

Meeting of the Strike Committee with the crew of
the slabbing mill at Nowa Huta, May 1, 1988.
(Photo: Dementi)

‘‘quiet strikes®’ of April were followed by ‘‘quiet pay-hikes.””

¢ Many believed the propaganda argument that ““the strikes
won't accomplish anything, and only fuel inflation,”” or that
“‘the strikes will wreck the reforms,”” and **Solidarity has no
constructive program.**

¢ Solidarity has Jost its authority by playing politics and
pleading for an agreement with an arrogant partner — the gov-
ernment.

® Solidarity has become overly concemned with taking re-
sponsibility for the fate of the nation, forgetting about the in-
terests of the workers.

¢ Everybody cares about himself and bhas neither the time
nor the inclination to think about others.

s  Unrest in Poland might haom Gorbachev.
¢ The whole thing was a provocation.

Personally, I think the first reply is the most representa-
tive, although I could be wrong. 1 hope that independent so-
ciologists wil] soon takc up this matter, and though I belicve
the mood in this country is quite simifar to what it was ten years
ago, if is changing in a way that is harder to predict, which
means that thc next round of strikes may be unavoidable. [J
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A clergyman tries to diffuse a potentially
. explosive situation during a counter-demonstration
o on May Day in Wroclaw. (Photo: Dementi)

A well-wisher hands flowers to students on strike
at the University of Wroclaw, May 6, 1988.
‘ (Photo: Dementi)

“We will avenge {Nows] Huta!”” Krakow,
May 1988. (Photo: Dementi)
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Middle-Class Opposition in a

Communist Country

A Conversation with Gydrgy Konrdd

In our last issue, we reported on three independent
organizations that have been recently established: the Net-
work of Free Initiatives, the Federation of Young Dem-
ocrats, and the first independent Hungarian labor union
in 40 years, the Democratic Union of Scientific and Ac-
ademic Workers. Alongside these more structured organ-
izations there are many more informal ones, such as
discussion clubs and environmental or siudent groups.
There has also been a drastic increase this year in the
number of demonstrations, as well as the number of peo-
ple participating in them. On March 15 — a national hol-
iday commemorating the failed uprising againss Austria
in 1848 — 10,000 people marched through Budapest and
listened to speeches by members of the democratic op-
position. Some oppositionists were detained for the du-
ration of the demonstration, but otherwise the police did
not interfere. On June 16, however, riot police brutally
and repeatedly attacked a group of about 500 people dur-
ing a demonstration on the 30th anniversary of the ex
ecution of Imre Nagy. June 27 saw the biggest
demonstration since the 1956 revolution: about 50,630
people marched 1o the Romanian Embassy 10 protest Pres-
ident Ceausescu’s plan io desiroy more than half the vil-
lages of Romania, many populated by ethnic Hungarians.

Gyorgy Konrdd, a wrirer and member of the Hun-
gariar democratic opposition, spoke with Uncaptive
Minds a few days after the June 16 demonstration.

Uncaptive Minds: Following the recent demonstration in Buda-

pest and other develppments this year, do you have a sense of
déjh-vu? Is there anything in Hungary today that reminds you
of the atrmosphere in 19562

Gydrgy Konrdd: Yes, I am reminded of the spring and sum-
mer of 1956, which was also a period of accelerated social
change. Now, as in 1956, ideas forbidden one month surface
as commonplaces the next. Today we are witnesses to another
period of inflated rhetoric — and a time when dabblers in dis-
sent join along with Tong-time oppositionists. And now, as then,
the unity of the opposition is breaking apart; the common de-

mand that fundamental human rights should not be violated is
no longer enough. As society becomes increasingly politicized,
controversial issues, reform proposals, and opposition groups
are proliferating. )

There are groups that want 1o reach an agreement with the gov-
ernment and others that prefer to act independently. Is this dif-
ference in outlook respornsible for the growing disuniry of the
opposition? Or do these divisions simply reflect a normal pro-
cess of formulating different types of demands?

Konrdd: T think this is a normal process. The country is ex-
periencing a period of political ferment and different groups
are articulating different demands. And of course there are dif-
ferences in the strategies various groups propose. The com-
munist party itself is splitting into different factions, and the
main issue in the party’s discussions is the question of how much
liberty the factions should have and to what cxtent the party
should give up democratic centralism. In this respect the party
conference, which was partially televised, was very interesi-
ing. Unknown party members became quite tough and outspo-
kenly critical of the leadership.

What are the differences between the present situation and rhal
of 19567

Konrid: First of all, people are not reacting with moral out-
rage at the cruelty of the regime as they did then. The mass
terror of those days is only 2 memory. Today, we aren’t fight-
ing for people to come out of prison because there are only a
few political prisoners left. Instead, it is the regime’s misman-
agement of the country that is increasingly upsetting people.
Take the national debt, for example. In the early 1970s it was
only $1 billion; now it stands at $17 billion. That money was
simply wasted on subsidies for industries and branches of the
eccnomy which are, by definition, morey-losing. On top of that,
there is now a new tax system. Everybody has to pay taxes,
Western-style taxes, and the citizens’ pockets have become very
light. Because people are angry about having to pay these taxes,
they are starting to ask what is being done with their money.
So we have a new phenomenon: the taxpayer-citizen. Thus the
opposition is essentially a middic class opposition and not a
working class movement. This change is probably also rclated
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to the fact that the industries we developed during the 1950s
are now completely obsolete, and, as a result, many workers
are worried that the government’s economic reforms will lead
to massive unemployment in certain industries. The working
class, therefore, does not necessarily support reforms that would
lead to a market economy.

The trend today is towards demanding the rule of law in
public life, a new constitutionalism, a Rechtstaat. There are de-
mands for a new constitution that would guarantee freedom of
the press and freedom of assembly. The state budget would be
opened to the tax-payers’ scrutiny. What had initially been a
human rights movement is now demanding a social contract be-
tween society and the state. It has chosen gradual methods, call-
ing for a modification of the constitution as its first step.

1 am surprised 1o hear that the state budget plays such an im-
portant role in Hungary. In other communist countries, even
if taxes are collected, they are mostly a fictitious construction
because prices are meaningless.

Konrdd: I wouldn’t say that prices are completely meaningless.
Prices have been rising, not only because of inflation but also
because the various factories have been setting the prices of the
goods they produce. One can say that in Hungary we now have
a limited market economy. In an effort to attract Western cap-
ital, for example, a law has been passed to provide certain guar-
antees to Western investors. The government is also trying to
lure the capital of its citizens into various capitalist-type ven-
tures. After 20 years of reforms, this country has arrived at a
situation where competition for the ownership of the means of
production is conceivable in the next few years.

Getting back to your comment, the budget problem is of
real concern. It has become something of an obsession with the
man in the street and is a subject of conversation with almost
every cab driver and shop attendant you meet.

We were 1alking abous the differences between the present sit-
uation and that of 1956....

Konrdd: Yes, another difference is that we have a middle class
that is probably better prepared intellectually today than in the
1950s. The revolution then was started by disappointed com-
munists, the so-called ‘‘revisionists.”” This is no longer the case.
There are even people in the communist party who say that they
are really social dernocrats. I would also say that the public
sphere outside of party control is geiting larger. It is generally
understood that the party has no intellectual support at all.

Yet the Besz€lS group, the largest group in the democratic op-
position, addressed its political program [the *‘Social Con-
tract”’] to the party and not to society.

Konrdd: You have to remember that the party’s sphere of in-
fluence remains very large. However, it is slowly withdrawing

from the economy, society, and culturc. So thc question now
is how to incorporate this gradual withdrawal into law. The crea-
tion of a democracy and a multi-party state out of a one-party
state without fundamentally changing the system appears to be
a rather hopeless endeavor. So we will probably see the crea-
tion of a number of groups and party-like organizations — none
of them, however, representing a real political alternative. But
this will be a new form of organization. Through these groups,
we’ll discover the real interests of society beyond fundamental
human rights.

What had initially been a human rights movement is
now demanding a social contract between society and
the state.

Nobody is interested in creating massive unemployment,
but everybody is for eliminating subsidies to unprofitabie in-
dustries. Of the state’s 660 billion forint budget, 200 billion
go to subsidies for money-losing enterprises. This kind of ec-
onomic structure has to be changed radically, but that type of
change would create such great social tensions that the gov-
emment doesn’t dare do anything about the economy. Thus,
there is a need for other centers of authority, moral authority
that is, to help control the process of change.

The recent proliferation of discussion clubs seems reminiscent
of the situation in 1956. They serve as centers for people to for-
mulate demands and, ar the same time, they help the govern-
ment understand what the aspirations of society are. What is
your opinion of these clubs?

Konr4d: The most interesting clubs are the Democratic Forum,
which is run by the so-called Populists, and the Network of Free
Initiatives, which encompasses the democratic opposition, the
new democratic youth organization, the new free trade union
of academics and reseazchers, religious groups, and ecological
groups. The Network comprises a large segment of the polit-
ical spectrum, but the groups that befong to it have not yet
learned to work together effectively. There are terribly long
discussions going on now with a view towards issuing a com-
mon declaration. The main issues being discussed are, first of
all, how to come up with concrete proposals for the economy.
Then there is the issuc of how to deal with the nationality ques-
tions, with domestic ethnic groups, such as the Gypsies. There
are discussions about whether to take seriously the so-called
““social contract’’ proposals — that is, the proposals to accept
the party as a given reality, but with legal restrictions on its
powers. The people who are proposing such a social contract
advocate a sort of constitutional monarchy, at least as a tran-
sitional] phase, and it seems they have some allies within the
party for this idea. [l
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