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INTRABLOC AFFAIRS

Ripple Effects of Hungarian Changes
on European Left

90EC0072A Budapest MAGYAR NEMZET
in Hungarian 23 Oct 89 p 5

[Article by Lajos Matyas Szabo: “Historical Entrapment;
Reorganization on the Left”]

[Text] The winds of stormy historical change are
whirling in Central Europe. These historic winds may be
signalling the creation of a new cleansing political atmo-
sphere. In the Hungarian Republic the “political smog”
is stowly dissipating. But what could we do to ensure that
it disappears for good, never again to settle over the
Carpathian Basin? When we start looking for an answer
to this question we find ourselves coming back down to
the stone-hard earth of our political realities. And to face
those realities it is absolutely imperative that we explore
the directions and possibilities of genuine reorganiza-
tion,

It is an irrevocable fact that on 7 October 1989, at the
14th Congress of the MSZMP [Hungarian Socialist
Workers Party]l—inspired by the wish of an over-
whelming majority of the delegates—the Hungarian
Socialist Party was formed. This event signalled the end
of a changing process that had begun several years ago,
and at the same time it also marked the beginning of a
new process.

The people behind the process that have made the
change so marked could be found both within and
outside the old MSZMP. But they have also received
considerable help from beyond our borders, from East
and West alike. The reason why this needs to be pointed
out is because any attempt at offering simplistic expla-
nations (i.c., claiming that the break-up of the MSZMP
had been the work of liquidators, or that the MSZMP
had fallen apart as a result of punishing blows from the
opposition) can only provide a wrong starting point in
our attempt to try to assess the new situation. Wrong
starting points, consequently, can only lead to false
conclusions and thus to misguided actions.

So we need to repeatedly stress that it was as a result of
long years of steady prompting from many directions
that the cover which had prevented the removal of this
“political smog™ finally cracked. What I am saying is
that while a handful of the ruling elite had been referring
to the old MSZMP as a left-wing, communist party, in
reality none of its elements fit these descriptions. The
leftist philosophy interpreted in its classical sense means
simultaneous and equal protection for the weak and
downcast individual and collective, and this—as life has
shown us—has only partially been the case here. The
original meaning behind the concept of the term com-
munist, i.e., the complete liberation of society in every
respect by revolutionary means, has also failed to deliver
the expected results. At the same time, the MSZMP—if
we accept the definition of a party as being a living and
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moving entity which is indispensable for shaping the
interests of various social strata into a collective political
will—could not even be considered a party.

Without Demagoguery

In its actual state of existence, the MSZMP could much
better be described as an enormous, heterogeneous,
political conglomerate reduced by a narrow ruling elite at
the top to a mere issue of legitimacy. This is why its
ranks were filled with people of every political persua-
sion.

Further aggravating the problems was the fact that the
one-party mechanism provided far better opportunities
than generally realized for careerist and corrupt elements
to assert their interests. Even knowing all these facts,
however, we cannot flatly state that every member of the
MSZMP was equally responsible for our present crisis.
Particularly dangerous, moreover, are those superficial,
over-simplified and demagoguery-laced criticisms that
would turn all members of the former MSZMP into
social outcasts. Naturally, simply retorting these attacks
would offer little protection against the transition threat-
ening, and thus from the point of view of society as a
whole, dangerous effects of this kind of vulgar political
propaganda. Hence what we need to look at now is what
kind of changes the advent of the Hungarian Socialist
Party has brought with it and at what levels.

Minimally, the changes may be observed at four dif-
ferent levels. The first pertains to European politics, the
second to Eastern Europe, the third to the entire Hun-
garian domestic situation, and the fourth to the reorga-
nization of the Hungarian Left.

On the European Left, the effect could be felt quickly
and tangibly. It started a debate between the Italian
Communist [OKP] and Socialist parties, and the head of
the OKP paid a short but important visit to our capital.
But we could also point to the Budapest visit of two
prominent CPD [Communist Party of Denmark]
leaders; the two examples clearly indicate that the pro-
cess of reuniting the European Left has received a very
significant, positive impetus from the East.

Those Left Out and the Apparatus

Naturally, the importance of the establishment of the
MSZP [Hungarian Socialist Party] is far greater in terms
of its impact within the “socialist camp.” It has boosted
the confidence of the forces committed to reform, and
has strengthened the Moscow-Warsaw-Budapest
“reform alliance.” At the same time it has visibly weak-
ened the position of those rejecting the need for reform,
and has lessened the likelihood of the forging of a
Berlin-Prague-Bucharest anti-perestroyka axis. This in
itself will positively help to guide our country’s internal
processes in the right direction.

It also goes without saying that the appearance of the
MSZP has changed the entire Hungarian domestic situ-
ation. This change in the situation has been the result of
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the emergence of a new basis of comparison. For we can
be sour about something, reject it, wait for it, or support
it, but there is one thing we cannot do: ignore it. A new
party, and on top of it one that has appeared in a highly
visible place, will urge every party near the national
political center to at least weigh the possibility of
entering into new coalitions. For the MSZP represents
nothing less than the organizational recognition of a new
situation in which the basis of the new system is a
multiparty system that operates according to the rules of
parliamentary democracy, and which demands modern
adjustment from the Hungarian Left.

This is how we have gotten to the fourth, and in our case
the most important level of this complex effect mecha-
nism, i.e., the reorganization of the Hungarian Left. Or
to be more precise, to the purification of the Left
according, finally, to political principles manifested in
organizational separation. The new socialist party was
indispensable for this purification to occur. The positive
encouragement in this direction comes from the MSZP
itself, which has called on all left-wing forces to show
their true colors. Concurrently, this new line-up on the
Left will help to give rise to a very important new sense
of socialist identity, and at the same time serve as a
natural source of legitimacy.

From the point of view of the new line-up on the Left,
but also from the vantage point of our domestic scene as
a whole, the desirable thing would be to have four
provisional parties coming into being at the same time.
Characterized briefly, the four could be as follows: a
Hungarian Communist Party dedicated to the preserva-
tion of communist revolutionary activism and thus
ready for action; the old-new MSZMP, which believes in
and stands behind the “accomplishments™ of the past,
but which does not reject improvements, particularly if
they are recommended by technocrats. It should be
noted, however, that these two parties may—even
though it would not be a happy development—*“merge”
with one another, in other words, this division may not
be complete. The third one would be the new MSZP,
which may also extend a hand to the communists, but
which will do so while at the same time working out the
details of a euro-socialist program (democratic
socialism) and allowing its members complete internal
freedom to implement it. The fourth would be the
Hungarian Social Democratic Party [MSZDP], whose
perimeters would be clearer with the advent of the
MSZP, and which could undergo a unification process
following a strong, social-liberal, bourgeois course. What
is likely to emerge, in the final analysis, is an MSZP
which in the classical sense will be more social-
democratic in its outlook, and an MSZDP that will take
on a social-liberal, in other words more right-center than
Left-center character.

In the next few weeks and months this process will be
hindered by the uncertain situation of the membership
and especially the apparatus of the former MSZMP. This
uncertainty is a culmination of several factors. One such
factor is that during the first round—and this is only
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natural—there were people joining the MSZP who still
had not realized that the new party was not simply a
means of preserving the old system. Or that the benefits
they had enjoyed would no longer be guaranteed for
them. This realization will finally come with the free
elections, as a result of which these elements will prob-
ably leave this party. After all, in the next few months
joining a left-wing party will not entail any special
advantages. Another factor behind this uncertainty is the
fact that it is difficult to keep track of the number of
people who, taking advantage of this long-awaited
opportunity, have opted for the “freedom of not being a
party member.” Today’s often irresponsibly fuelled anti-
communist public opinion, however, is not likely to
respect their choice.

There Are No Make-up Tests!

This problem is even more acute in the case of the
MSZMP’s apparatus. The members of that apparatus
know very well that a great number of them have become
simply “unneeded” by the new party. In addition to the
abandonment of the concept of a state-party, this is
obviously also due to the fact that compared with the
membership of the old MSZMP, the membership of the
MSZP will be considerably smaller. Hence every social
entity must carefully reassess its attitude toward the
former MSZMP members, but especially toward the
members and employees of the former MSZMP appa-
ratus. Keeping in mind the time element involved in the
transition process and the importance of consciously
reducing the danger of an explosion, this attitude cannot
be one of unqualified and complete rejection. For this
may result in the kind of entrapment which one’s natural
living instinct will tell him to try to break out of with
everything he has and at all cost. Man’s tendency to press
his fate can lead to extreme radicalization. And as it is
clear from the multitude of different extreme radical
ideas circulating today, there are far too many of them to
contend with.

We are facing an enormous sociopolitical test. The forces
that are so loudly calling for democracy must not forget
that democracy and tolerance are blood brothers. And
the way to exercise tolerance today is by allowing people
sufficient time and possibility to make an honorable exit.
No more “B” lists or similar forms of retribution. For
this could not only mean an end to our blossoming
democracy, but also to our country’s existence. And if we
truly want to catch up with the rest of Europe, we cannot
afford to fail again; we have no more make-up tests to
take.

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Leading Charta 77 Member
Hejdanek on Past, Future

36390105 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian
25 Nov 89 p 10

[Article by Halvor Tjonn and John Myhre: “The Philos-
opher Who Survived the Ice Age”]
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[Text] Prague.

“Leave the country? Yes, the thought occured to me
many times. But philosophy is my profession. A writer,
writer or philosopher must live with the language. To
leave one’s homeland means to leave a part of oneself
behind. Therefore, I chose to remain here.”

Ice has covered Czechoslovakia for Ladislav Hejdanek’s
entire life. Now the ice has lost its grip. While snow falls
over Prague in the November darkness, the people are in
the process of divesting themselves of a 40-year-old
tyranny.

Today Ladislav Hejdanek is a content retiree. At the age
of 60 one can retire in East Europe. For Hejdanek this
meant that he could consecrate his time to that which has
been most dear to his heart his whole life: philosophy.

This has been far from the case for most of his life. His
working years in the socialist vinyard were spent as a
nightwatchman, a construction worker, and contributing
to construction articles. As a non-Marxist this was the
only type of work he could get. And one had to work, or
the police leveled charges of “parasitic activities.”

“The first time I was arrested was in 1971. The sentence
was for 9 months’ imprisonment. In 1977 came Charta
77. Together with Jiri Hajek I was the spokesman for the
movement from the beginning. For 2 years uniformed
policemen sat in front of my door. Three policemen sat
outside in a car in the street. When I took the bus to
work, two policemen accompanied me on the bus, while
a third drove behind the bus in a car.”

Hejdanek tells of 40 years of being watched and being
badgered with a sense of humor and a gleam in his eye.
No bitterness can be felt. After 41 years of being a
foreigner in his own country, he is standing at the center
of the drama which is now taking place in Prague. He
cherishes every moment. The telephone rings without a
break, people come and go in the apartment. Many want
to hear his comments on what is happening. He is known
for being sober, he would rather extract something from
rather than add to the conversation when the current
situation is analyzed.

“I will summarize the four decades of communist rule in
one sentence—It was a conspiracy of the inept.” His
words hit hard. The judgement is hard. “To have talent
has always been dangerous. Our schools and universities
are bad, our bureaucracy is miserable, our cultural life
suffers from senility, and our businesses are decaying. All
this is a product of the communists after 1948 looking
upon talent as something suspect. Naturally the situation
in 1945 was bad. The country’s elite in large part
succumbed in Hitler’s camps. Then came the commu-
nists and they purged all who were not in agreement with
them. Only true Marxists could get the leading positions.
Following this a generation of reformed communists
grew up. In 1968 the bell tolled for them. Only the
talentless remained.”
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As an avowed Christian and a non-Marxist, Hejdanek
was forbidden to publish his philosophical writings. He
continued his activities anyway and was accordingly well
known as one of the very few non-Marxist philosophers
in Czechoslovakia. The relationship between religious
faith and philosophy has been the main theme for his
work.

Attributes of ‘State of Laws’ Analyzed

90EC0057A4 Bratislava NOVE SLOVO in Slovak
50ct 89 p 20

{Article by JUDr Lubomir Krivocenko: “The State of
Laws: What Are Its Attributes?”’]

[Text] Along with changes in the material life the restruc-
turing process also brings changes in the superstructures.
These changes find their (more or less adequate) expres-
sion in the political as well as legal vocabulary which
seeks to give a concentrated expression to the continuity
of past development and encompass the substance of the
intended (or already instituted) changes.

As for the frequency with which the terms “perestroyka,-
»” “glasnost™ and “democratization” are used, the con-
cept of a “state of laws” is foremost, presently invoked in
all kinds of contexts and popping up in many statements
by state and party representatives.

It is not the ambition of this comment to define the
above-cited terms or to encompass their substantive
content in the full reach of their meaning; this is possible
only by means of a thorough scientific analysis. Nor is it
our purpose to examine how they are related to each
other, what their connecting or possibly overlapping
levels are, or quantify (and qualify) them as a method of
the activity of the state apparat.

The purpose is to point out the legitimate and unavoid-
able need to pinpoint the concept of a state of laws on the
basis of its attributes (as a legal quality), to certain
dimensions, at least demonstratively defined, which
would be recognized not only by the legal (and political)
science but also by the broad public.

The ideas of K. Marx and F. Engels on the advent of the
socialist society as a classless (and stateless) society in
which observance of established rules would be safe-
guarded by a conscious conduct of all members of the
community, were in conflict with the present historical
evolution of the socialist community transferred to a
more distant time frame (and with that also the ideas on
the role and status of the law as an immanent part of the
social superstructure). Uncritical evaluations of the
social reality in recent time led in our country to under-
estimation of the law’s regulatory function. Insufficient
attention on the part of the official bodies to working out
theoretical thought about a state of laws was then the
logical consequence.

If we consider for a moment the attributes of a socialist
state of laws, it needs to be said that we abstain from a
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closer definition of their systemic nature. (The indi-
vidual attributes can be separated out according to
different viewpoints, some may be merely a closer
expression of another etc.)

For illustration (as one of the possible variants) I offer
the following model of the attributes of a state of laws
composed for the purpose of demonstration (apart from
the attribute listed first, the sequence of the others does
not express the rank of importance):

1) Sovereignty of the law;

2) Accord between international conventions and
domestic legislation;

3) Creation of law on a broad democratic basis (referen-
dum, national discussion);

4) Preponderance of legal statute in the enforcement of
the law;

5) Scientific evaluation of draft laws by appropriate
scientific institutions;

6) Independent constitutional oversight;

7) An informed public;

8) Protection of human rights and liberties;

9) Respecting personal and group interests;

10) Safeguarding national and nationality rights;

11) A consistent division of state powers, their mutual
balance and independence;

12) Genuine opportunity to participate in power.

It is evident at first glance that a purely grammatical
interpretation defining the term of a state of laws will not
do to encompass the entire breadth and depth of the
issues involved in this concept.

For a categorical reply to the question whether this or
that state, given the goals, means and methods of its
functioning, may be given the attribute of a state of laws
(perceived not only as an adjective as well as epithet), or
not (even though I do not favor placing the issue on such
a categorical level), it is necessary to compile a catalog of
requirements derived from the above-cited attributes
and compare them with the existing state of affairs.

In the present stage of our socialist society’s develop-
ment the need for defining the content of the term state
of laws (whether for taxonomic or demonstrative pur-
poses) will in itself obviously not provoke a discussion.
But disproportions may be expected in the sphere of
defined attributes and their translation into social life.
Each social group will evidently claim a model adjusted
to its own interests.

The present democratization process should therefore
not be identified with a fixation on evaluating the
present reality as a state of laws without exception. This
process puts before us the challenge of viewing the “state
of laws™ as both a means and a goal (considering that
views of its content undergo evolution). In the opposite
case there is the danger of restricting society’s self-
regulation elements to the area of ‘‘self-
regulation”—that is, of efforts by a narrow circle of
individuals capable of gaining their ends outside this
area (and frequently even within it) only by the method
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of administrative direction. This allows them to create
fragmentation of society and apathy toward public
affairs.

Hanak’s Speech to October Plenum
90EC0065A Prague RUDE PRAVO in Czech 17 Oct p 3

[Speech by Lumir Hanak, member of the CPCZ Central
Committee, executive secretary of the editorial board of
the journal OTAZKY MIRU A SOCIALISMU, to the
CPCZ Plenum, 6-7 Oct in Prague]

[Text] Developments in the world and in Europe are not
idyllic at all, even though the policy of new thinking has
had its promising results. However, we have not pro-
gressed much further than the statement by Gorbachev
and Reagan during their first meeting in Geneva,
namely, that a war would mean a nuclear war, and that
would mean the end of life on Earth.

If 5 years ago we were in a situation of 5 minutes before
the 12th hour which would bring about the destruction
of the world, then today we are about 7 minutes away
from that 12th hour. Gorbachev pointed out to us that
the situation will be very complicated and that euphoria
is out of place. The substance of our small successes lies
in technological backwardness. That is costing us more
than we thought. It is not even just the fact that in
Vienna we essentially agreed to a bourgeois under-
standing of human rights. It is worse than that. Imperi-
alism did not abandon its goal of destroying socialism,
and let none of us doubt that attacks on Czechoslovakia
will now multiply. I do not expect that there will be a
war. Imperialist forces are trying for a peaceful conver-
gence, a peaceful absorption of socialism into capitalism,
under the banner of democracy.

We are pleased to hear statements that the political
situation here has been by and large stabilized, and that
people are behind the Party’s policies. Nevertheless I ask
myself—are we not cheering ourselves a bit too much,
maybe?

I would be happy if we could all leave here with a deeper
sense of historic responsibility for socialism that with
which we came here. I find it difficult to understand the
situation in Poland and Hungary as a renewal of
socialism, as something that should be welcomed in the
Soviet Union, even though I am trying to understand the
inner concerns of Soviet comrades. In this respect I
submitted a proposal for the foreign policy of the Party
to the appropriate commission.

I also submitted a proposal for a change in the proposed
first item of the draft resolution. I am against approving
entire reports, even be they reports of the Presidium of
the Central Committee delivered by the general secre-
tary. I recommend that we approve tasks for the pre-
congress period which are set down in the conclusion of
the report, and that we approve the actions of the
Presidium of the Central Committee since the 14th
Congress.
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The problem of creating and protecting the environment
has been taken up by almost all the social organizations,
the National Front, and the government, before we did.
We have to admit that the obviously critical situation
here is unique in Europe. It has its historic reasons in
industrialization. The Soviet possession of nuclear arms
and a good military preparedness of the socialist coun-
tries, to which our heavy industry also contributed,
obviously prevented a hot war which was planned by the
imperialists for the midfifties. We have to assume
responsibility also for the past 20 years. But today the
situation is different: the international situation, in
which war is not anticipated, and a struggle for new
political thinking allows us to reconstruct and restruc-
ture production. Let us not close our eyes to the fact that
the complexities are enormous. The backwardness of
technologies and the outmoded direction of our produc-
tion are burdensome. But we started on the road to
restructuring with high energy, with the knowledge that
it is not possible without democratization.

We know that the state of the environment here is bad.
We allowed ourselves, and not only we, this applies
worldwide, to exploit nature so brutally that it is taking
its revenge on us. Man must apologize to nature so that
it will again accept him, so that he will again become part
of it. Otherwise, ecological death awaits him. Together
with the death of nature. It is a global, universal threat
which hangs over all mankind.

I think that it is our duty to warn the public about the
ecological danger in its full extent, because only thus it
will better understand and will actively support the
CPCZ policy. In this respect I submitted an addition to
the proposed resolution: we cannot act in contradiction
to the principle of keeping the public informed and we
must call on all citizens of our country to show initiative
and patriotic cooperation in the struggle to save nature
and the people’s health in our country. We must act the
same way on the international level.

New Government Policy to Address Family Needs

90EC0065B Prague LIDOVA DEMOKRACIE in Czech
120ct89p 4

[Text] The unsettling increase in the divorce rate—at
present one out of three marriages in the CSSR ends in
divorce—is a serious social problem with which society
must deal by measures in the legal system, in the
economic sphere, in the employment policy, by assis-
tance to families with children, and in the educational
system.

Thus far, however, there has been no effective system to
prevent these problems. For that reason it was decided to
work out a proposal for a government family policy
which would devise a complex of systemwide measures
on the employment of women, family living standards,
services, differentiated assistance to young families, and
marital and parental education. In its totality it should
guarantee optimal conditions for family life and the
fulfillment of its function, so that the well-being of the
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family becomes one of the most significant criteria for
the success of social and economic development of
society. The CSSR Ministry of Labor and Social Welfare
was entrusted with developing the the concept of gov-
ernment family policy by the end of 1989.

The Ministry of Health and Social Welfare will also
direct the CSR [Czech Socialist Republic] national com-
mittees to gradually realize in their marriage and pre-
marital counselling a plan for national family assistance.
Expected are, for example, a broadening of of the current
services for engaged and married couples, increase in the
assistance for foster families, and more divorce and
post-divorce counselling and therapy. There will be
newly introduced services, such as, for example, coun-
selling on personal relations, counselling for young
people and for parents of handicapped children.
Branches and independent work places will be estab-
lished in other municipal districts. In cooperation with
the national committees ways will be sought to increase
the effectiveness of social workers and to introduce other
methods.

The necessity to strengthen the authority and stability of
the family is emphasized also by other facts. Of the
marriages entered into 10 percent require special assis-
tance, and among problem families 5 percent are fami-
lies with children, 30 percent single parent families with
children, and 1.5 percent childless families.

The marriage and premarital counseling services, which
were taken over in 1970 by the CSR Ministry of Labor
and Social Services and now by the CSR Ministry of
Health and Social Services, direct 60-70 percent of their
capacity toward solving marital conflicts. Cases of pre-
marital problems take up 5 percent, and the rest are
other tasks——for example, foster family care, introduc-
tory services, etc. The substance of their work is to guide
clients toward stabilizing their partnership relations by
their own effort. With the cooperation of psychologists,
social workers, sexologists, gynecologists, pediatricians,
and lawyers they close roughly one fourth of the cases
with complete success and only one tenth unsuccessfully.

HUNGARY

‘Gang of Four’ Discuss Expulsions from MSZMP
in 1988

90EC0062A4 Budapest MAGYAR HIRLAP in
Hungarian 7 Oct 89 pp 1-2

[Interviews with Laszlo Lengyel, economist; Zoltan
Kiraly, member of Parliament (independent faction);
Zoltan Biro, executive chairman of the Hungarian Dem-
ocratic Forum; and Mihaly Bihari, political scientist, by
Sara Pogany: “Four of Them in Four Different Direc-
tions™; date and place of interviews not given]

[Text] In April 1988, Mihaly Bihari, political scientist;
Zoltan Biro, literary historian and founding member of




the Hungarian Democratic Forum; Zoltan Kiraly, jour-
nalist and member of Parliament; and Laszlo Lengyel,
economist, were expelled from the MSZMP [Hungarian
Socialist Workers Party). A year later, also on the basis of
a decision by the Central Control Committee, they were
“readmitted.” Immediately following their expulsion,
the four submitted a written appeal to the 14th congress
of the MSZMP. This September they went before the
congress’ Appeal Committee—some in person, others in
writing—reiterating their statement of April 1989,
issued on the anniversary of their expulsion, saying that
they no longer considered themselves to be members of
the MSZMP, and hence requesting that their earlier
appeal be disregarded.

Laszlo Lengyel: 1 Still Consider Myself a Socialist....

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Why did you write that letter
earlier?

[Lengyel] In order to return the moral support I had
received from party members and nonmembers at the
time of my expulsion. For me it is neither an accomplish-
ment nor a sin to have been expelled from the party. I do
not wish to reap any political profit from this incident.
At the same time it brought me the kind of independence
which I had tried to achieve earlier. I believe that we
must indeed hold those party leaders accountable—
irrespective of whether they are Central Committee,
Politburo, or Central Control Committee members—
who have brought the country to the brink of bank-
ruptcy. Also to be held politically responsible is the
current leadership, which since the 1988 party confer-
ence has been unable to effect a turnabout in the
economy, and which continues only to pay lip service to
political democratization in abstract terms. Let there be
no misunderstanding about it. What I have in mind is
not to take revenge, but to clearly identify those individ-
uals who have committed mistakes and sins, and those
who have brought a situation upon our country that will
cause us to suffer for 10-15 years before it can be
reversed. This essentially is what for me is still the most
timely and important momentum of that letter.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Why did you not take advantage
of the offer of readmission?

[Lengyel] Because just as it had been the case at the time
of the expulsion, the readmission could be read about in
NEPSZABADSAG before we even received the papers.
On top of it all, simply to claim that the decision to expel
us had been the correct one given the circumstances at
the time, but now the circumstances have changed, is
plain cynicism. The Central Control Committee has
failed to engage in any kind of self-criticism. I have more
respect for those who to this day remain convinced that
we had to be expelled. To this day I see no evidence
suggesting that there has been a fundamental change in
the moral conditions that have prevailed within the
MSZMP. And one more thing, I am sick and tired of
taking abuse from people whose level of intellect and
mental caliber are below those of an eighth grader, yet

POLITICAL

JPRS-EER-89-135
5 December 1989

obtrusively insist on exposing me to the wisdom of their
political tenets. Unfortunately this kind of lecturing
continues to go on within the party; Csaba Tabajdi’s case
comes to mind; the only difference is that they have
stopped expelling people. It takes a strong stomach today
to rejoin.

In October 1988, they had also begun disciplinary pro-
ceedings against Csaba Gombar, who could have been
the fifth person to be expelled along with us, but the
investigation against him was eventually called off. He
deserves credit for choosing to stay in the party even
after everything he had been put through. As far as the
letter of the appeal committee is concerned, I think what
we have here is a kind of gesture to appease a party
membership that might decide to raise our case at the
congress. Although I would be interested to know how
they intend to talk to Zoltan Biro. Do they expect him
perhaps to leave his post as president of the Hungarian
Democratic Forum and go over to the MSZMP? So it is
an awkward situation.... I do not want to exaggerate our
own importance, but the action taken against us played
an important role in the present collapse of the party.
The party leadership has discredited itself morally, and
the new leadership has been unable to regain its mem-
bers’ confidence.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Where would you presently place
yourself on the political spectrum?

[Lengyel] I professed to be a socialist then, and that is
what I still am today. I feel like I am moving away from
politics. One must decide whether he wants to be a
politician or work in his field of expertise without
aspiring to be a professional politician. I have quit every
party and movement I ever belonged to without joining
any new ones. Virtually every party has looked me up
telling me that they would appreciate my support. I feel,
however, that by assuming an independent political role
today, I can help the country more than if I became a
party functionary in any of the parties. In this sense my
position may be described as that of an independent
expert.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] What is your assessment of the
MSZMP’s situation and of the outcome of the congress?

[Lengyel] I feel that we are witnessing the tragic conse-
quences of the fact that the present leadership, the
reformers of the MSZMP, have failed to plant the seeds
of a modern socialist party to replace the MSZMP. Even
though they have had a whole year to do so. Today an
enormous vacuum has been created on the Left which
may put Hungary in a very precarious situation. The
future course for Hungary to take is also to allow some
kind of a rotational system to evolve in its political life,
involving populists and Christian Democrats on one end
of the spectrum, and Social Democrats and socialists on
the other. What we have now is one end of the rotational
system beginning to organize with good prospects of
winning the elections, while on the other we see nothing
happening. As far as the congress is concerned, there is
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the possibility that a group of reformers in some kind of
coalition will prevail, and will proceed toward becoming
a modern type of socialist party. This, however, will be a
slow and belated development as a result of which this
party will be lucky if it can pull itself together enough to
avoid a final defeat in the elections. Unfortunately my
fear is that eventually the same people will emerge
victorious who have always been running the party, and
who for all this time have been integral parts of the
county and enterprise oligarchies. Then the MSZMP will
only vegetate and will be badly defeated in the elections.
Any way we look at it, it would be in the best interest of
Hungarian society as a whole if the MSZMP did not
collapse completely. If it collapses then the holders of
power who stand behind the MSZMP will see no other
alternative than to cast peaceful transition aside and
resort to some form of violence.

Zoltan Kiraly: We Need Independent Representatives....

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] You were in England when the
news of your “readmission” reached you; how did you
receive it?

[Kiraly] Yes, officially I could not react to the Central
Control Committee’s decision until after my return. I
wrote a letter to Imre Somogyi in which, among other
things, I pointed out that the brief justification attached
to the decision of our expulsion was just as deceptive and
meaningless as was their decision to expel us a year ago.
Hence, retroactively to 7 April 1988, I consider myself to
have resigned from the membership of the MSZMP, and
request that this be kindly acknowledged. Our case was
indeed the most perfect representation of the anti-
democratic character of the party as a whole, of the very
practice that has caused the party to get to this point; the
practice which has meant the application of equally
dictatorial methods in our political and state life. This
was what I had stood up against in Parliament, and it
was obvious that I had represented the same stand
within the party.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] You are a journalist, a parliamen-
tary deputy, a member of the provisional presidium of
the Movement For a Democratic Hungary [DMM], and
not long ago you were nominated by the Social Demo-
crats for the post of president of the republic. Could you
tell me how you manage to reconcile this multitude of
roles?

[Kiraly] Without having coordinated our responses, I
fully agree with what Laci Lengyel has told you about
being independent. I have also been consciously tar-
geting my own activities in this direction since our
expulsion. I, too, have been contacted and called by
many. But because of my own principles, I would have
considered it dishonest, upon refusing to return to the
MSZMP, to shift my loyalties to another party. I can
understand those who after leaving have decided to join
other parties, but I could not have done it. I could not
have done it, on the one hand, because the appeal was
still under review, and to me the honest thing was to wait
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until a decision has been made. The other thing is that
you cannot just simply shift your loyalties. Even while
still a member of the party I had represented the oppo-
sition, and this was the—at that time still nonexistent—
entity which I tried to represent in Parliament. Since the
byelections there is now a way to do this in a clearly
defined, organized form.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Are you attaching increasingly
greater importance to independence?

[Kiraly] Yes, I am. I considered the establishment of the
Opposition Round-Table [EKA] to have been a very
important development, for even though it did not
represent the general public opinion, it definitely repre-
sented a broader kind of societal opinion from which
ideas and opinions could be drawn. The EKA has
functioned in a praiseworthy fashion, in the form of
tripartite discussions as a result of which Parliament is
now able to consider draft proposals that have had far
more honest work go into them than ever before. I
consider this very important, but at the same time—as
we have already found out—sooner or later this entity
will be transformed along the lines of various party
interests, and those interests will become increasingly
predominant. This is why I thought it was important to
create a body of independent deputies as well. The
opposition group that has now been created will—I
feel—also be able to mobilize this independent entity.
On certain issues we will be able to debate together, and
agree to represent a collective stand. A hundred or so
votes from an ‘“‘opposition” side is nothing to ignore.
And obviously the debate that precedes this can also
mobilize others, and this one-third can significantly
influence the two-thirds majority of Parliament. As for
my nomination for the post of president of the republic,
I have clearly told the social democrats that solely for
this purpose I could not join their party. If they were
willing to support me as an independent candidate, that
would make sense. They told me that they would be
willing, which is how I ended up receiving a provincial
nomination. I am convinced that we can formulate an
independent platform, and that there will be room for
independent deputies in the next Parliament. This is not
a very common practice around the world, even the
British Parliament only has one independent member,
but I believe that because of our historical situation, we
have a better chance of having such deputies.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] What do you expect to come out
of the MSZMP congress?

[Kiraly] What I expect, regardless of the power balance
that may evolve, is for the congress to unequivocally
distance itself from the past 40 years, and to call for a
change in the political system. There are those who are
stressing the need for a renewal, while others are thinking
in terms of an entirely new socialist party. To tell you the
truth, I am looking forward to this kind of separation, for
these differences must be brought to a head. I strongly
hope that those reform communists whose representa-
tives will be present will clearly commit themselves to
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an—organizational-—separation from those who are only
calling for a change in the model. If this does not
materialize, then the chances of reverting to the old
system will indeed become greater, or at least there will
be greater pressures within the party to move in that
direction. I hope that this will not happen, but we must
keep the danger in mind. The DMM, to me, represents a
collaboration of our people’s, our nation’s intellectual
forces, of individuals capable of thinking; it is an orga-
nization that symbolizes our country’s future, i.e. the
creation of a democratic Hungary. This is the combining
factor that should be acceptable to everyone.

Zoltan Biro: I Have Committed Myself to the
Hungarian Democratic Forum [MDF]

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] How did Zoltan Biro, managing
president of the MDF, receive the appeal committee’s
letter of request?

[Biro] I wrote to Sandor Balogh, from whom I had
received the letter, and for whom I personally have the
highest regard. This is what I told him: I believe that
there is no sense discussing my MSZMP membership,
for as far as I am concerned this matter was closed at the
moment I learned of the Central Control Committee’s
decision. Later, in the wake of the Central Control
Committee’s new decision rescinding its earlier ruling, I
let my position be known in a letter and in the form of
public statements. I made it clear that I did not consider
myself to be a member of the MSZMP, and that I did not
wish to rejoin the party. I have committed myself to the
MDF, my own political independence, and above all to
the cause of furthering Hungarian interests. I ask that
you kindly acknowledge my decision.” The reason I had
written the appeal at the time was to size up the case, and
most of all to reject the extremely sensitive charges that
had been levelled at the MDF at the time. Humanly
speaking, my experience in this matter has differed from
that of the others; it has differed from person to person,
and for me it was not a shocking experience.

By this, of course, I am not implying that this kind of a
Central Control Committee investigation is a particu-
larly pleasant thing, especially in the form this has been
conducted. This is not what I am trying to say. I saw,
starting in 1987, that the MSZMP had reached its final
phase, including the Kadar era and the political config-
uration represented by the MSZMP at the time. And
then and there, standing before the Central Control
Committee, I let it be known that I saw no other way out
except to adopt a multiparty system, or for the MSZMP
to assume some kind of people’s-front or people’s-party
like character which could perhaps save it from collapse.
Even then I did not think that this would materialize,
and their reaction was also quite predictable. In fact, the
kind of single-party system we have seen evolve here is
first of all not a party system, and secondly, it is a
historical absurdity. I stated this before the Central
Control Committee as, I believe, it is evident from the
minutes of those meetings. When after the debate I was
asked whether or not I would continue to organize the
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MDF, I answered with a clear yes. It was in response to
this statement that they called my position irreconcilable
with theirs which we both agreed on. For me the session
of the secretariat of the Central Control Committee,
where in a hearing-like atmosphere they concluded our
case, was only the final act.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Have you succeeded in creating
the kind of MDF you and your colleagues had in mind?

[Biro] Yes, I believe we have. As we have stated in our
founding charter, and as for now it is also reflected in our
program, the direction followed by the MDF is primarily
political. Because of the mood of society as a whole,
however, the MDF has also been affected by radical
ideas. The problem is not that the MDF advocates a
radical pace in its push for democratization; in fact, even
though it might already appear fast we would like to
speed up the process even more. We are of the opinion,
however, that this country must get over this extremely
difficult transition state as soon as possible. In this sense
we are very radical in our pursuit of our goals. As for
setting the proper tone and thinking in terms of long-
term perspectives, however, we would like the MDF to
assume a more moderate, national, middle-of-the-road
character. This is what we are striving for, although our
aims appear to be contradicted by certain radical mani-
festations which simply do not recognize compromise in
politics. Yet without compromises there can be no
politics. Naturally this may be the subject of debate
among certain MDF members and groups, but our real
confrontations are with those political entities and par-
ties that promote extreme radical ideas. I am thinking
here of those blind and harebrained leftists who continue
to raise the specter of armed violence, or at the other
extreme, of those whose professed aim is to pound the
communists into the ground. These extreme manifesta-
tions tend to give rise to one another, and may threaten
our hope for a peaceful transition.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Obviously you will be keeping a
watchful eye on the MSZMP congress?

[Biro] Yes, but I do not expect too much good to come
out of it. What I would really like is for the MSZMP to
break up into as many entities as possible. The reform
leaders have been unable...[text missing]...a political
force which is willing to abide unconditionally by dem-
ocratic rules. If it were this kind of a political force it
could easily integrate into Hungarian society. In terms of
domestic policy issues it could present itself as a party
with governing experience, willing to shed all influences
described by words ending on “-ist.” It could play an
extremely important role in foreign policy as well, as
such a party could build national ties with the leftist
movements and parties of both Eastern and Western
Europe. This is what the interests of our country
demand, and it also would not be contrary to the
interests of the MDF which has chosen to follow a
different path anyway. Instead of aiming to represent the
Left or the Left-Center, it should join with others in
forming a “national center,” and cultivate its most
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important foreign ties with populist-party-like organiza-
tions. I am not optimistic, but I hope that even if only as
a minority, such a party can be created. The most
important thing now, not necessarily just in the
MSZMP, the MDF, or any particular party, but in
society as a whole, would be for a process to evolve that
could provide a psychological guarantee to ensure a
peaceful transition. What this will require, in my
opinion, is for the elections to take place this year.

Mihaly Bihari: In Alliance Only With Reform
Socialists

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Why did you accept the invitation
of the appeal committee?

[Bihari] Because I had learned that the appeal committee
was made up not of Central Control Committee mem-
bers, but of honest people whom I otherwise respect. So
I felt it was my moral duty to go. Had Imre Somogyi,
Andras Gyenes, or someone similar been involved, 1
would not have gone. With the existing Central Control
Commiittee I have nothing to discuss. My interpretation
of the appeal committee’s invitation is that it agrees
neither with the expulsion nor with the “readmission”
decision of the Central Control Committee. Nor does it
think it was fair that we had had to learn about our
readmission by the Central Control Committee from the
mass media, and that no one had talked to us prior to our
readmission even though all of us would have considered
such consultation most appropriate. I seemed to detect
behind this invitation a determination to handle our case
more honestly and more correctly. I also think that they
fully understand that the statements we had made fol-
lowing the April decision to “readmit” us will continue
to be consistent with our current decisions.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] How do you see the situation of
the MSZMP?

[Bihari] I am happy to be able to say that there have been
truly epoch- making changes taking place in Hungarian
political life as well as in the MSZMP. Mostly in the
direction and, with the same content, that I and others
had been pushing. Unfortunately I must also add that the
internal political divisions within the MSZMP have also
become markedly clear. The only group I could ally
myself with within the MSZMP would be the reform
wing which I had considered myself to be a part of until
my expulsion. It is this wing that has represented and can
represent in the future the platform of democratic
socialism, the system of principles, goals, and values
which I too had worked so hard to help evolve, and for
the propagation of which a year ago I was expelled from
the party by the conservative forces of the MSZMP. This
wing is still much too strong, and it continues to discredit
and politically undermine the MSZMP. The reform
leaders have been unable to become a dominant force
within the crisis-ridden MSZMP. 1 see only one solution
left for the reform leaders: They need to organize an
independent party of reform socialists on the platform of
democratic socialism. This is the only kind of party 1
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could associate myself with, not with the existing
MSZMP. Otherwise 1 consider the nullification of the
expulsion decision a political success, even though my
decision to resign from the party was a voluntary one for
the above-mentioned reasons.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] Where will Mihaly Bihari be,
should a party representing your set of values and moral
position fail to materialize?

[Bihari] I intend to continue as a democratic socialist to
serve as a spiritual organizer in the historical struggle to
merge the causes of the Hungarian people, socialism, and
democracy.

[MAGYAR HIRLAP] What do you expect from the
MSZMP congress?

[Bihari] In my opinion, anything can happen at the
MSZMP congress. [ give an equal chance to at least three
main alternatives, but-—just as it was the case at the May
1988 party conference—it is virtually impossible to
predict what will happen. Last May, the reform wing
failed to emerge victorious, instead there was a compro-
mise between the conservative elements the new system
party. Both had recognized that they would have to allow
a little opening for the forces of reform. At that confer-
ence, the forces of reform were not partners to, but rather
the subject of the compromise. Now the situation has
changed, but I would still suggest that it is unpredictable.
One possibility, in my opinion, is for a new party to
emerge that would include everyone from the reform
wing and the center to what I have referred to as the
Berecz-Grosz brand of a new system party, excluding the
extreme conservatives, one that would stand on a broad
platform, perhaps choose a different name, and be ready
to slightly tailor, generalize, and thereby neutralize Pozs-
gay’s program declaration. To put it simply, the MSZMP
will remain; only its signboard will be repainted perhaps.
In other words, only the extreme left will be leaving it,
and of course the reform socialists. I am intentionally
not calling them reform communists. This would be the
worst of all alternatives, for in this case nothing would be
resolved; only irreconcilable platforms and personalities
would remain in the MSZMP, hence it would be unable
to participate in