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THE POPULIST REVOLUTION

Leonid Zlotnikov, Ph.D.

The political life in the Republic is dichotomous. It is determined, in the main, by the fight between the right and the left blocks. The Liberal-bourgeois parties are in the making. We will make our reasoning on the pre-election positions of these two blocks.

It is difficult to foresee, what those uncrystallized parties will vote in the Parliament for, if we consider only their programs or programs or pre-election platforms. Today the communists write that they are also for the market economy and the National-Democratic block (the Belarusian Popular Front (BPF) and the others) has written in its basic principles: "...guaranteeing of the human rights declared in The Bill of Rights". But we can not believe that the cats will stop catching the mice even if they declare it in their program.

The more reliable conclusions can be drawn if the speeches of the leaders, the statements on the same questions as well the experience of the genesis of the akin parties and the movements in other post-communist countries are taken into account.

I. The national-democratic block

The National-democratic Block : The Belarusian Popular Front (BPF), The Belarusian Social-Democratic Hramada (BSDH), The Popular democratic Party of Belarus (PDPB), The Belarusian Christian-democratic Party (BCDP) and The Peasant Party (PP) made the parties which came practically from one and the same movement - The Belarusian Popular Front. Two parties of this block - BPF and BSDH play the first violin in it. Therefore we will make our reasoning on the analysis of the positions of these parties.

Economics is not the Main Thing

The Belarusian national movement goes in its development through the same stages and acquires the same generic features as the similar movements in the other countries. It is important for us to mention that all nationalists explain in the simple and the intelligible way who is guilty of the people's misfortune ("enemy") as well as they out from the impasse. This is the consolidation of the nation, "the natural social organisms are fitter to security, well-fare and positive development of the people", says the French nationalist le pain ("Den", N1,1992). Z.Pozniak affirms the same, "Until the healthy life base which united the people in the cultural nation is revived the consolidation is impossible. There is no freedom without the cultural-national consolidation of the nation. And without freedom any economic reforms are hopeless, the creative power does not develop. only the conscious nation can create and struggle foe the freedom." (Z.Pozniak's speech at the 1nd Congress of BPF. March,1991). We find the same with V.Zhirinovsky, "we have solve the national problem first and then everything will be all right with the economics" ("Den", 1992, N1).

So first of all it is the formation of the nation. But this is not the nation which has become as a result of the economic development of capitalism and united in it the different ethnoses. "I am French", says Arab who became citizen of France. Here vise-versa first - the ethos-nation, the organism-nation which as if existed in the gray old times and was disappearing somewhere beyond the clouds, which was deprived of originality by its enemies, was Russianized and Polishized. For a nationalist the present is a raw day which is used to make the "invented tomorrow on the basis of the invented yesterday". A person in this process loses the control over his national belonging (in the civilized world the national self-determination is the act of self-consciousness of a person and in Belarus, where the law about the languages does not stipulate for the ethnic Belarusian the right to choose the language for the teaching of their children, the nationality is determined by the origin).

From that we have said above it is clear that the economics will not be the priority in the activity of the nationalists who would come to power. The priority will be the formation of the "nation" from the formless "population". The whole "national system of education" in accordance with the Program of BPF will aim at the formation of nationally "conscious" Belarusian as in due time it was directed to the formation of the communist outlook. The parents are deprived of one of the most essential human right declared in the Bill of Rights, "The parents have the right of priority in the choice of the kind of education for their minor children" (article 26).

We can affirm that "quarantining of the human right", which was promised in the Principles of the block, will not carry out. The life of society will subject to the total national idea.

One of the program principle of the election National-democratic block reads, "The caring out the drastic market reforms". But we can hardly believe in it because "the ideology of nationalism as well as socialism has the same roots. The common "branches" are based on the priority of the society's interests (either of the nation or the class) aver the interests of a person". (T. Bareev. The tatar public Center). This theoretical propositions proved by the experience of many countries. The well-known Hungarian philosopher G. M. Tamas draws the same conclusions from this experience, "The anti-Communist, nationalist right forces in the Eastern Europe hate capitalism."

In the search for the truth we will take the program documents and the addresses of the leaders of the National-Democratic block.

BSDH: on the Wave of the Populism

The popular capitalism?

In the program of BSDH the priority is given to the working collectives as the subject of privatization and management of the enterprises ("the popular capitalism"): "The optimum forms of the organization of the production when the employees take part not only in the management but in the property too, are the self-administrative enterprises with the collective form of the property" (The Program of BSDH "Step by step" Minsk, 1993). And the working collectives choose the form of property for their enterprises "taking into account the public interests". The conversion of the defense enterprises should be also carried out under the control of the working collectives.

The "step by step" program has the principles the use of which in consecutive order can renew the former command system. Even only one principle is enough for it - payment for labor ("society cares about the relative reward of its work input"). There are some more examples of these principles "Capital should serve the man not vice verse", "economic, financial and social policies should be united in such a way so that all politics should orient on the meeting of the demands of the social state", "to stimulate the production of consumer goods by the tax and credit policies".

There is nothing said about the liberalization of prices and other elements of the national economy mechanism in the program of BSDH (without this the economy can remain socialist as long as it can). the volumes of privatization have not been mentioned. The communists could sign this program today ("mixed economy", "the establishing of the new system - the long process etc.).

And what if the communists read in the program of BSDM such lines "we think that the prior directions in the development of agriculture should be the production of grain, potatoes, fodder crops, sugar-beet, oil-bearing crops, flax etc." they could think that found their documents of 15 years standing.

For justice's sake we should mention that there is a plank in the program of BSDH which the communists would not sign. This is step by step transition of the land into the goods on the grounds of the right of the workers to leave the collective farm with the land share.

Be Supported by the Instincts of Masses

The pre-election article of the leader of BSDH Oleg Trusov titled symbolically "The Bolsheviks vulgarized the social democracy. Let us revive it clear" does not cast the light upon the expected from the party the policy of reforms ("Femida", February 6-12,1995). In this article we can see that BSDH has no slogans connected with the reformation of the economy. The "bolshevist" slogans to take from the rich something else and to redistribute or to sell remained.

"We see possibility to raise the average monthly wage up to 100 dollars by the end of the year", O.Trusov said. (They were clover enough to say "see possibility" not "we will raise". How? It is supposed, first to give free a special voucher of land 15 hundredth parts in size at least to every citizen. And by the of the year the citizen will be able to sell his land to the state at the "average European price." The citizen will get a big sum of money and the state will see or lease this land to another citizen more expensively. And as far as Mr. Truss understands, maybe, that the washing each other's linen will make nobody richer he adds that there will be foreign buyers.

Then the question is how much of land the foreigners could buy and at what price. It is obviously that the farmers from lowa will not come here to work and will not lay out their villas in pukhovichy district instead of in Switzerland or in Spain. Maybe only the hunt houses somewhere in the preserve. This is practically nothing not more than several thousands of hectares. That will not work.

On the inner market when there are a lot of sellers and there is a poor population (the rich would rather buy land on Cyprus) the price for these lands will be dumping. The benefit from this idea will be practically the same as from the voucher privatization.

Nobody will not better because of the proposed increase ot the land the ecology taxes. The money is taken from one pocket into the other. On the whole it is a sin to eat away the ecology tax.

The most essential source of the income increase to BSDH opinion is the transit duty first of all for Russian. "It will be 33% of the budget according to our calculations". We will agree on the calculations of the party economists. But we say that it will make an addition 5-6 dollars a month per capita or 7-9 dollars addition to the wages or the pensions. (The duty for the cars and the trucks which has already introduced will make an addition to the income 15 cents a month per capita). It is worth of Fighting but we should not forget that today we receive gas from Russia at 30-35% lower that the world price, metal - at 20-30% etc. So the transit addition may turn out the bigger loss. No matter how we reason it is obvious that the slogan of BSDH (the monthly wage 100 dollars by the end of 1995) is nothing. But this is given in a refined way. "As far as I know the Baltic states have used this system for a long time (transit duty) and nobody lays claims to them and considers them as the robbers. And the level of wage has passed the level which we plan by the end of the year", O. Trusov says.

An inexperienced person having read this statement would think that a high wage in dollars in the Baltic states is connected with the transit duty through trusov himself does not affirm it. And the transit does not give them the expected income (see for example "Delovoi Mir" January 30-February 5 1995).

An inexperienced person may think that the correlation of the wages in dollars reflects the living standards. And it is not always so. For example an average Estonian ate in 1993 24.5 kg of meat, drank 90.7 l of milk and lived in the houses without heating that time. A Belarusian ate 67 kg of meat but lived in the warm houses etc.

In January 1995 the living standard of a Belarusian fell down (except the poor) but the wages went 5 dollars up. If the houses had not been heated in January the wages would have gone 15-20 dollars up (because of fall of demand for a dollar its real rate would have fallen down).

An inexperienced person may think that as soon as the transit duty is introduced he will live better. He may also think that as soon as the market relations are introduced as in the Baltic states he will live much better.

The same as the leftists deceive the people affirming that the integration with Russia and rejection of the market reforms will make their live better our social-democrats deceive them showing the "possibility" to become rich quickly without hard and long work on changing the ineffective industrial basis without changing the psychology of people , without retraining of the managers etc.

the other statements of BSDH in the mentioned above article are not better in the way of their validity. For instance, "the housing problem can be solved considerable by the redistribution of the dwelling area".

Radical reforms only the Words

The paces of the reforms are not mentioned in the program of BSDH but we can find this material in the article "The Essence and the Directions of the Economic reforms" ("Finansy, ulyk, audit" N5, 1994) which is given by the one of the ideologists of the party economy adviser of the prime-minister Prof. I.Lemesshevsky. he proposes to make the necessary conditions for the market economy first (competition, small and check privatization, market infrastructure, taking inflation under control and then to give "economic freedom". in the first stage the command system works (the rigid pressing on speculative part of the profit, taking the measures on the resources saving, freezing of the prices and the wages etc.). I.Lemesshevsky considers his approach as "traditional" (the same way is proposed by the Russian social-democrats).

However the successful economic reforms in the central European and the Baltic countries "traditionally" began exactly with the economic freedom. A different approach is considered merely utopian. the freezing of the prices in the conditions, when the equalization of the consumer ability of the dollar is not finished in the neighboring countries, will get the goods taken abroad immediately . The ration cards and shortage of goods will appear. Corruption and the dark sector will grow.

The well-known expert L. Baltserovich says that I. Lemesshevsky's statements seem to be readily true. Yes, the market works better when there is private property. The attempts to "markets" the economy under the predominance of the state property will lead to the appearance of the immature "socialist" market economy as a intermediate product. But it is "incomprehensible - how these statements can be used by some people as an argument against the course of the radical reforms", L. Baltserovich writes (L. Baltserovich "The common fallacies in the discussions on economic transformations in Central and Eastern Europe", 1993).

We remind of the fact that the radical reforms begin with the total liberalization of prices., foreign trade etc. The methods which are proposed by the professor from BSDH can not be called "radical reforms" even by definition though he stick the given concept to his scheme.

So we can affirm that the principle of the formation of the election block - "caring out the drastic market reforms" - is alien to the ideology of BSDH. It is more difficult to see the correlation of this principle with the ideology 0f BPF.

BPF: "Marketed"  Socialism

First BPF was a form of consolidation on the nationalistic as well as democratic principles. However the democratic principles have been lost. For example, at the 2nd Congress of BPF (March, 1991) Z.Poznyak said, "The state will serve the man, not the man will serve the state". Even at the 3rd Congress (May, 1993) he affirmed, "BPF thinks that the main task of democratization of society is freedom and souverinity of a person". However in the program, which was adopted at the 3rd Congress, "superiority of the common use" was officially proclaimed and the parity of the interests of society and people was announced. And, finally, in the principles of the block (January,1995) the attitude to the personality is the opposite: "State interests have priority over the class, party and group interests ("Svoboda" N, 1995). It is evident that we can consider the interests of a person as the interests of a group because a person can not exist out of any group. And it is known what follows it. There were all kinds of crimes in the Stalin's times under the slogan of "state interests".

In due course the collectivist values become stronger in the second program of BPF. Who is capable of working but avoid it behaves anti-socially as well as who use the property obtained in the period of law confusion as his private ownership and does not carry about the revival of the national economy".

It will be necessary to carry out the nationalization of property which was grabbed by the corruptive circles with the violation of the law".

The State property will prevail in Belarus for a long time yet"... 70% of the agricultural land will belong to the state and the rest of it will be leased with the write to pay out as a form of privatization.

At the same time in sprite of the primordial "socialism" of BPF Z. Poznyak's program on the presidential election was quite Liberal ("Narodnaya Gazeta", June 10, 1994). But in fact the market economy according to BPF is the economy with the "prevailing" state property and interests L.Baltserovich said it was the "socialistic" market economy. Such socialism is inevitable stage of the transitional period to the market also in the liberal model. But here this model is short in time. According to BPF this socialism will remain for a long time.

It is not by chance that BPF suggested the "Chinese model". The market economy is possible only under conditions where the economic behavior of people, classes and groups depends on their interests and the state just sees to the rules of the game are observed. The state advocates the public interests (this is not the "state interests" which is the property of the officials). Today in the civilized countries the private property is limited by the public use (according to the decisions of the court a house can be torn down and the land can be confiscated. Of course with the compensation).

From that we said above to two remarks come out. First, the block principles "the private property is holy and inviolable" reflects the weak competitiveness of the makers of these principles (as it is know such affirmation was written only once in Napoleon's Cocle last century but was excluded 20 years later).

Secondly, we should mention the evolution of the nationalism from the "superiority of the common good" (The Program of BPF, 1993) to the "state interests" ( The Principles..., 1995).

So the Belarusian variant of nationalism is not the exclusion from the rule which affirms the common character of the ideology of nationalism and socialism. Otherwise one of the main goods of nationalism - the mythical organic unity - "the people", which they would like to make from what they call contemptuously the "population"can not be achieved.

At the same time they are in captivity of the paradigms of the effective market economy. The halt-way variant of the "marketed socialism" and the flirt with liberals is a result of it . (We will give you, the liberals, to control the economy a year or two and then we will throw you away", one of the leaders of BSDG said to the author of these lines").

If the Nationalists Come to Power

What can be expected if the National-democratic block wins the election? There is no a single answer. There are variants.

The pessimistic.The principle of the priority of the state interests means the transformation of the state to the means of the caring out the national idea. There will be great changes in the state organs including the army. The spiritual isolation from Russia (the broadcasting of TV-programs from Russia will be stopped). The mafia will control society.

The public consciousness is reducing to the archaic forms (the publicity is limited). The propaganda is based on the vulgar instincts of the masses. The example of such propaganda may be the slogan of BSDG which have been considered above. The education will be carried out according to one "national system".

The hatred to any enemy "who is guilty of our misfortunes is activated. This is an axiom - without the image of the enemy any nationalism is self-degenerating.

The contradictions on the religious base appear (Our people do not have the church of their own but they have Russian orthodox church", A.Kozlovich writes in the Narodnaya gazeta February 11-12, 1995). The tension between the eastern & western parts of the Republic grows. The events of Transcaucasis and Yugoslavia are repeated.

The optimistic. The national movement begins with the cultural intelligentsia ("song revolution"). The they are joined by those who comes to the squares and help to take power (the dissidents). At the end of the national movement the true nationalists are substituted by the conformist - bureaucrats. And it is national because the cultural intelligentsia and dissidents do not have much knowledge and experience not only to rule the country but even to write a good economic program.

The bureaucrat - careerists take little interests in the changing of the history and they are more interested in the stabilization of economy. The latter makes them the leaders of society. The national movement can to bring its leader to power only with the help of those who "joined". But it is degenerating with them. So the victory of the national movement, which was grown by the intelligentsia means the death of the intelligentsia itself. it remain with nothing.

Moldova demonstrated almost totally the phenomenon of the national - careerism. We can already observe the sources of this phenomenon in BPF.

The intelligentsia disappointed by the stubborn people make the ideological grounds of the forced influence upon them.

Which of the variants - the pessimistic or the optimistic will win? Or probably the nationalists will not be in majority?

The answer will come soon.

II. The left block

In Belarus three parties of the left wing tried to make one election block. These are the Party of the communists of Belarus (PCB ), the Socialist Party and Agrarian Party.

The PCB advocates the collective values in the clear way. It has the largest party in the republic. Two other parties differs from the PCB in the bias to the center i.e. they admit the private property and the market relations.

Did the Communists Make Conclusions?

The large country was in the communists'  hands almost for 70 years. The dissidents bad been downtrodden os annihilated. The violence machine, which protected the powers that be, was all mighty. And suddenly all pulled down. Why?

The program statement of PCB adopted at the Constituent Congress in December 1991 said nothing about the reasons of the crisis. And the left ideologists tried to prove that the crises was caused by the break of the economic links, insufficient measures on the reforming of the economy, the democrats'  activity and that the ruling nomenclature betrayed the interests of people (see I.Kotlyarov. "What if they will come to power?" "Tovarish" March 3, 1995).

But we should not forget that the crises began in 1990 ( the empty shops shelves, decrease of the volumes of production, the demands of the republics to give them more self - dependence. The economy started declining long before Viskuly when such "  Ryzhkov. Pavlov, Malofeev, Dementey, Kebich were in power. And gaydar was not yet even seen.

However, the whole section of "The Program of the Party of the communists of Belarus"("Tovarish"February 17, 1995) was titled "The Reasons and Lessons of the Crisis".

So to PCB,s opinion the cause of the crisis was the nationalization by the means of production, the bureaucratic centralization of - administration and distribution of the goods. The powerful bureaucracy turned the Communist Party into the "structural element of the command - administrative system". "Perestroyka"  was started by the Party rulers without any program and the most of them betrayed the socialism ideas in its process.

We should agree with this analysis of the situation. But why was the "nationalization" and  the "supercentralisation"possible? The program gives the following answer to this. It was caused by the rigid internal and external conditions". But nothing was said above the fact that before the Revolution of 1917 and after it many scientists and politicians predicted that "nationalization of production will bring to power the bureaucratic class and then there will be the crisis  of economy and the return to capitalism. The predictions of that time came true.

What Lessons did PCB learn from our history?

They are four:

1. Do not absolutilize the role of the bureaucratic apparatus in the "formation of socialism". The activity of all public - political forces which do not break the law should be allowed.

2. The democracy is allowed in the "period of the formation of socialism.

3. The priority of the interests of the belarusian people.

4. Restoration of the renovated union.

But we see that PCB did not learn the main lesson. It did not see that the theory of the soon death of the "state" property had been proved and that only the countries with the prevailing private property are well off. We should mention that the predomination of the private property is the necessary but not the only one condition of the effective economy.

But this "blindness" of PCB has the class origin . Otherwise it would announce about self-liquidation.

Economics is a Weak Point of PCB

The economic section in the program of PCB takes only 10% of the whole volume. There are just the principles. "PCB advocates the socialist method of production"- this is the essence of the party's position which is well know from the previous experience. What is new in comparison with the "commodity - money relations". which were developed without success since (Kosygin's reforms)?

There is something new. In 1995 PCB admitted three major parts of the mixed economy (public or socialist, capitalist and small-scale way of production). In 1995 one more way is added - "state". So the communists ideologists divided through in the theory the state and the public property (in Yugoslavia, for example, it was made about 40 years ago).

PCB advocates the prior development of the public (socialist) way of life. But is difficult to figure out how will this sector  and the state sector be divided. In 1991 it was said unclearly that fabrics and the works "have to be given free to the working collectives and make the base of the public (socialist) sector of the economy of Belarus". In the Program of 1994 it was put down even in more obscure way "the transformations in the state sector of the economy which will give the right to the collective to be in command of the working time and the results of its labor.

And it is very clear "PCB is against the transfer of state property to the capital" (i.e. no privatization - Z. L.), "introducing the public control over the bank and the foreign trade activity" and etc.

PCB advocates the reservation of collective and state farms, the privileges and the allocations to the agricultural sector. At the same time the land can be given for the use with the right to be inherited to any citizen who "want and is able to cultivate it". The sale and the purchase of the land is prohibited.

How does the private sector appear in the model of the socialist economy? The second Program (1995) does not answer to this question. But in the Program principles (1991) it was said that a private sector can be formed on its own base or on the foreign investment.

It is clear that PCB allows the market relations only on the periphery of the economy under the strong control (not let "the bank and trade capital rob the people", "stabilization of prices", "commodity - money relations which are regulated by the state.

In general PCB suggest we should go back to the command system or we should take the Yugoslavian experiment based on the self-administration of the working collectives. The history denied both variants because of their low effectiveness.

The shortness of the economic program is conditioned by the fact that the communism was beaten by the liberalism in the sphere of economics in the theory as well as in practice. And the communists have nothing to say.

The Agrarian Party: Together with the Communists

The Agrarian Party of Belarus (APB) is very close in the meaning of ideology to PCB ("the democratic socialism") but goes a little bit to the center. It is proved by the fact that they accept through in words "the popular privatization"("Program Project of APB," The Belaruskaya Niva December 30, 1994) .

APB differs from PCB in the support of "acknowledgment of the private property on land".  But it is not mentioned whether the private property on lands of the agricultural use is allowed. But it is not important because the next sentence liquidates the private property reading that the sale and purchase of land is prohibited.

The democratic socialism for APB is not the developed scheme but according to its co-chairman S. Sharetsky it is "The direction of the social movement to the social justice" (S. Sharetsky "The Program of the Agrarians - is the program of creation and the concrete measures", "The Belaruskaya Niva" January 21, 1995).

The first Program of APB (1992) said nothing about the direction of the reforming of the economy. In the project of the program (1995) it is spoken only about the reforming of the agrarian-industrial complex. As for the economy as a whole the transitional period to the market economy is suggested (the term is not determined). The government should take control over the money system and the banks. At the same time the banks which had been "privatized illegally" and had  been invested with the state money have to be nationalized".

APB suggest the collective and the state farms should be turned into the market structures and their means (not lands - L. Z.) should be given to the collective - and the private property. This joint-stocking conditioned with the aim to preserve the base of the big production. For example all manufacturers should have the equal access to the objects of industrial and social infrastructure of the economy.

This reorganization of the farms change nothing in fact. If the farms' property is stock-joining and the lands remain the property of the state it is the same as to give a suit to one person and to give the right to  its trousers to another person who can take them any time. So the reorganization amount to some kopecks.

It is dear today that the products of the agrarian-industrial complex are cheaper that the import goods. In one or two years the expenses on these products will cost three times more that the import goods. The agrarian-industrial complex should be reformed so that it could be competitive. But the Agrarian Party does not suggest such reforms. Therefore the only way is left - the surviving of the ineffective agrarian-industrial complex. it means that the city inhabitants will be made to pay three times more for the food goods and to think that they are lucky.

The Agrarian Party offers the following trick for it. The population should allocate as much money to the agrarian-industrial complex so they could pay less for the food goods in comparison with their real cost. These measures make these products available for the poor.

The formation of the market relations which have been mentioned in the project of the program is very problematic. Because the economy will be determined by the state organs which will "act on behalf of the people and in their interests". Our recent history showed what we had when the state organ acts in the interests of the people and the state. The system of state purchases, state orders, parity prices etc., which kill the affective economy, comes as a result of it. (This is the reason why the expenses on the production of food goods are higher today than the import prices).

So the economic platform of APB is slightly shifted to the center from PCB. If a bald man has one hair and is given one more lain he will still remain a bald man. The same is with the command system in the economy. PCB and APB often too small changes so that their prepositions could bring the mixed economy. We can expect only that the joint-stocking the collective farms under the control of the directors and the chairmen will transfer them from the owners in the de-facto status to the de-jure status.

The Party of the Nomenclature Capitalism?

It was supposed that the Socialist Party (SPB) would also become a party of the left block. The major composition of the party is the people who think that PCB betrayed the interests of the socialism.

SPB was not very active after it had been registered. Therefore we can judge about its platform grounding only on its Program. The principles and the goals of the party are in the social-democratic spirit (the evolutional way to the socialism, political compromise etc. If SPB adhered to these principles it would be considered as the party of Belarusian social-democracy (now its position is occupied by BSOG).

In the sphere of economy its goal is contradictory - concerning as economic effectiveness as well the social justice. Apparently this contradiction can be solved either in the liberal or in the communist variants. The "active role of the state regulation" is supposed. The party admits the private property as a good motivation for the labor. The main direction of the reforming - "the development of the system of the market relations under the increasing role of the state regulation in the interest of the whole society". The last expression has a contradiction again. In practice it can be settled in the opposite directions.

The agrarian policy of SPB is analogous to the policy of APB (reservation of the large collective and state farms and their joint-stocking). But there are some differences. The private property on land of the farms is allowed. The priority is given to the life rent of the land.

If we take into consideration the composition of the party and its discrepancy we can make a conclusion that if SPB could it would realize the nomenclature capitalism. It means the party's members would try to receive the control over the economy and own some works. According to one of the politologists (L.Radzikhovsky. "Nomenclature exchanged "Capital" for capital" The Izvestiya March 7, 1995) such "administrative" (administrative - proprietary) system is very useful for the ruling elite but it is not effective for the economy, unjust socially and dangerous politically.

Social Base of the Lefts is not removable

1. Only some people get a great gain in the result of the transition to the market economy not depending on the form of privatization. Therefore the idea of equality, as Tocvil said a century and a half ago, made the relatively poor support the parties which promise to redistribute wealth.

This statement is true for our conditions when the social inequality passed the limits. The sociologists think that the incomes of 10% of the richest families should not exceed the incomes of 10% of the poorest families more that ten times.

Today this difference is 13-15 times. (The recent elections in Estonia returned the lefts to power. The incomes of the mentioned categories of families differed there in 14-15 times. The same index is in Russia).

It should be mentioned that the grow of the social unequally is accompanied by the general decrease of the living standard. Therefore the attitude of the people to the businessmen, especially to the middlemen, is getting worse. The prestige of the Communist Party is going up. The Statute of the Party of the Communists of Belarus reads "any form of exploitation should be liquidated and non-class society should be built".

2. The intelligentsia's attitude to society, which is based on the market relations, will be always negative. As Kristol says "the major problem of (capitalism) is neither sociologic nor economic. It consists of the fact that "satisfactory" character of the bourgeois society can not meet properly the demands of the whole spectrum of the spiritual nature  of a man (Irwin Kristol. Two cheers for Capitalism. New-York Basis Books, 1978).

This weak point of capitalism has always criticized by the intelligentsia and the church. The catholic church for example, which played a big role in the destruction of communism in the Eastern Europe, is a caustic critic of capitalism. It criticizes it for egoism, inequality and poverty.

The first two factors made communism attractive during the century. Besides some specific for Belarus factors are in favor of communism.

3. A great number of people are seeking social security. And they rely on the lefts in this questions.

4. A part of the nomenclature, especially unimportant officials, has got nothing during the "perestroyka". Therefore this part is for the returning of the command economy which is promised by the lefts. In this case these people save their privileged positions in society and the for the future career.

So the socialism attracts people by its non-economic values (equality, justice, social security, etc.). Therefore there are so many marx among the American intelligentsia and in other rich countries. Therefore the lefts can be competitive even if they can not offer the competitive economic conceptions.

The Moths Fly to the Lamp

The economic system based on the principles of the collectivism proved to be ineffective. It is clear grounding on the experience of the former Soviet Union as well as of the capitalist countries where is the post war period the state regulation of the economy was applied (even some branches of the economy were nationalized). This experience also failed and since 80's the influence of the state upon the economy has been harrowing ( the privatization is included).

But the lefts do not learn from the history lessons. They call again the people, who have not yet come out from the wreckage of the old system, for a new circle of the flight to really attractive values of the socialism. And a lot of people like the moths to the lamp are ready for a new try...

The election platform of PCB is printed under the title "As many times the working people turn from the communists so many times it will be deceived". But it would be more correct to title this platform "As many times the people believes the communists so many times it will be disappointed".

III. Between the shores

The Belarusian people face the dilemma, which is pointed out clearly in the election platform of PCB: one way is capitalists, the other is socialist. But we can not agree with the communists as if one way is bad the other is good. In fact the people have to choose the less evil. And the people should choose that is called capitalism (but it should have been called "liberalism") for the surviving of the millions of people at least.

There is nothing to come back to: the communist experiment left the broken basin (basic funds are worn out physically and morally, the environment is polluted, the low living standard, the debts to the other countries).

We should not forget that there are different "capitalism". In some capitalist countries of Africa and Latin America the people are poor and society is unstable. Belarus is likely to enter in this list (as well as some other post communist countries). Because the revolution or the "perestroyka" which is being carried out here is not the liberal revolution but it is the transition to the competitive effective economy. "The modern revolution in these countries (Easter Europe - Z.L.) has very often the populist character. This is the revolution of the majority and anti pluralistic" the well-known politologist S.Lipcet affirms. ("Reasoning about Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy", "The Power Limits" part I, M, 1994).

The findings of the public opinion polls show that the majority of the population supports the idea of the market economy because it symbolize the high living standard of the western countries. But only 13.6% of the Belarusian support the privatization of the state property. Only 8.5% of the country people support - the sale and the purchase of the land. Even those who do not deny the market relations accuse the bankers in the robbing of the simple people, want to punish the rich and expropriate their property. The public opinion denies the dictatorship but wants to see a strong personality in power, a strong government. It hates the parliament (only 1.7% of Belarusian consider the work of the Supreme Soviet as effective), the parties and the mass media. It would like to have legislation of the social security but denies free Trade Unions.

The major political forces of the republic do not aim at the formation of the liberal market economy. It is obvious for the left wing parties. In the previous section we should that the nationalist block does not aim at it either.

It follows from that was said above that the transition to the capitalism can last many years in our Republic and the "extraordinary socialism" can become the constant order. "This system can not be called socialism. Populism or nationalism would be better title from it from the point of the public relations", S. Lipcet writes.

Here is sampling of the recommendations to be found within:

In order to strengthen the political actors in Belarus which could impact the formation of the open society with free market economy, it is necessary:

- Not to consider Belarusian Popular Front as representative forces in Belarus because it has lost - step by step - its democratic character and, in fact, puts interests of the state and the nation above the human rights and individual.

- Political parties of liberal-democratic orientation should take in mind that the process of transformation in Belarus will have long time - as minimum one-two generations.

- Therefore active propaganda of liberal-democratic ideas and debunk of communist and nationalist Utopia should be considered as one of the main task for democratic political parties.

- In current conditions, perhaps, formation intellectual opposition in Belarus is more important task for democrats rather than fighting for power.

- Political actors should pay special attention on traditional collectivist consciousness of the Belarusian population. Excessive differentiation of incomes of different social groups in  economic reformation could strengthen left parties.

- The international community should demand and control realization of conditions of crediting Belarusian government much more strictly giving preferences to the private sector.

