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Ogarkov on Implementing New Privileges for
Veterans

90UMO05454 Moscow VETERAN in Russian No 18,
30 Apr-06 May 90 p 3

[Interview with N. V. Ogarkov, chairman of the All-
Union Council of War and Labor Veterans, conducted
by an unnamed VETERAN correspondent: “New Priv-
ileges for Veterans™]

[Text] The other day the USSR Council of Ministers
resolution, “On measures associated with the celebration
of the 45th anniversary of the Soviet people’s victory in the
Great Patriotic War”, was published in the press. Steps to
improve the provision of pensions to veterans and disabled
veterans of the Great Patriotic War were defined. Thus,
from 1 October 1990 until the implementation of new
USSR legislation on provision of civil pensions to war
veterans, all forms of pensions granted to them will be
increased by 25 percent of the minimum pension for old
age, unrestricted by the maximum rates currently in effect
(unless otherwise stipulated by this resolution).

Starting on 1 June 1990, veterans of the Great Patriotic
War are granted the right of free passage on local service
rail and water transports and on local bus routes. A
number of other privileges are being implemented.

The Councils of Ministers in the union and autonomous
republics and the ispolkoms of the local Soviets of Peo-
ple’s Deputies have been ordered to implement, with the
collaboration of the veterans’ councils, additional mea-
sures to improve the living conditions of war veterans, the
families of dead servicemen, and the workers on the home
front.

Our correspondent met with N. V. Ogarkov, the chairman
of the All-Union Council of War and Labor Veterans, and
asked him to recount the tasks of the veterans’ councils in
view of the passage of the new resolution.

[Correspondent] What will the All-Union Veterans’
organization have to do in connection with the USSR
Council of Ministers resolution?

[Ogarkov] The paramount task of the veterans’ councils
and the vast body of active members in veterans’ orga-
nizations is to bring the contents of the resolution to the
attention of every Great Patriotic War veteran and to
actively participate in interpretation of the privileges
granted.

At the same time, it is very important for the Councils of
Ministers in the union republics, the ispolkoms of the
local Soviets of People’s Deputies, and the labor collec-
tive soviets at enterprises and organizations implement
additional measures to improve the living conditions of
war and labor veterans so that the government’s instruc-
tions do not remain “on paper” only. The veterans’
councils play an indispensable role in this. They are
called upon to show initiative and to submit proposals
for the implementation of additional privileges, taking
into account the local resources. Especially since the
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veterans’ councils have the necessary information at
their disposal: since early February, the timely granting
of privileges and benefits, which are provided for by
legislation and previously adopted resolutions, to dis-
abled veterans, war veterans, the widows and families of
dead servicemen, and to workers on the home front has
been monitored.

This work is being performed by the veterans’ councils
conjointly with the social security and public health
services, the trade union, women’s, and Komsomol
organizations, the Red Cross and Red Crescent Society,
the Soviet Peace Fund, the Soviet Health and Charity
Fund, and other public organizations. For example, in
Rostov and Dnepropetrovsk oblasts, the ispolkoms of
the Soviets of People’s Deputies are doing a good job of
coordinating this work and the people’s deputies have
also actively joined in it. It makes us happy that in many
places young people and children have displayed great
energy in this noble work.

Of course, the success of the work depends upon a
universal personal interest in helping those in need. It is
necessary for the veterans to feel that the people
remember to whom they are indebted for the victory
over fascism.

We hope that the veterans will become the stimuli in
exposing “sore spots”, bringing them to the attention of
the deputies and the public, and directing resources from
local budgets and funds to the rendering of concrete and
immediate assistance to elderly people who are in need
of help.

[Correspondent] In your opinion, what demands partic-
ular attention right now?

[Ogarkov] A number of additional privileges for war
veterans are defined in the resolution. The approach of
the dates for implementing the separate standards of the
new pension laws for disabled veterans and war veterans
is of primary importance. This will undoubtedly
improve their financial position. Although, it must be
admitted that all problems still will not be completely
solved.

We are particularly troubled by the fact that we are
advancing very slowly along the path to improving the
economic well-being of the workers on the home front.
The youngest among them are already over sixty years-
old now. A significant portion of these people receive
small pensions and many of them can no longer work
because of age and health conditions. The hopes for
improving their living conditions are linked largely to
increasing the independence of the local Soviets of
People’s Deputies. It is in their power to take specific
steps to improve the position not only of war veterans,
but also of the workers on the home front, whose
contribution to victory simply must not be underesti-
mated.

[Correspondent] And what are these steps?
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[Ogarkov] First of all, taking advantage of all the local
resources. In our country there are many instances for
showing true respect for the services of those who bore
the full brunt of very hard times for our homeland—the
war and the reconstruction of the shattered national
economy. For example, many labor collectives in
Belorussia, as well as in other republics, make monthly
donations to their veterans, pay for part of their public
utilities and consumer services, improve their housing
conditions, maintain their preferences in medical care
and at sanatoriums and health resorts, and take upon
themselves the care of the lonely aged... And if one
approaches it with one’s heart and understanding, there
are many ways of sharing in the lives of elderly people!

For instance, it is really not all that difficult to allow a
pensioner free admittance (or admittance for a reduced
payment) to entertainment events at the culture palaces
and movie theaters, as is done in many countries. And
there are good examples of this in our country: the M.
Gorkiy dramatic theater in Dnepropetrovsk puts on
special free matinees for elderly people and the theater of
opera and ballet invites the elderly to the dress rehearsals
for new productions. These are drawn up as colorful
poster invitations.

We are asking the Councils of Ministers in the union and
autonomous republics, the ispolkoms of the Soviets of
People’s Deputies, the labor collectives, and all citizens
to show the sincere consideration and concern, war-
ranted by the special significance of this anniversary, for
the war véterans and the workers on the home front and
for the widows and relatives of the frontline soldiers who
were killed.

And there is another problem. Many war veterans wait a
long time (sometimes up to five years and longer) for
their turn receive a car. The All-Union Council of
Veterans addressed a request to the government to
designate special purpose automobiles from the retail
stock for this category of pensioners. Of course, during
this anniversary year, we would like to satisfy as many
war veterans on the waiting list as possible.

As is evident from the resolution, 50 thousand cars have
been set aside, including 32 thousand Zaporozhets auto-
mobiles—to be delivered free of charge to disabled war
veterans. There is no doubt that the 18 thousand cars
remaining for retail sale will not solve the problem. At
the same time upon delivery, the Councils of Ministers
in the union republics must without fail determine,
conjointly with the republics’ veterans’ councils, the
sequence for selling these cars so that they end up on
direct assignment exclusively to Great Patriotic War
veterans.

And once again we appeal to the Councils of Ministers in
the union and autonomous republics and the ispolkoms
of the Soviets of People’s Deputies: taking into account
that 1990 is a special year, adopt measures for an
additional prioritized allocation of automobiles for sale
to war veterans and workers on the home front.
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Vice Adm A. Korniyenko on Application of
Congress Decisions

90SV00064 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian
22 Aug 90 First Edition p 1

[Interview with Baltic Fleet Political Directorate Chief
Vice Admiral Anatoliy Ivanovich Korniyenko, a 28th
Party Congress delegate and military soviet member, by
Colonel O. Nikonov: “Life Places the Accents”]

[Text] Sufficient time has passed since the conclusion of
the 28th Party Congress in order to talk about the first
results of implementing the decisions adopted. Today we
are talking with Baltic Fleet Political Directorate Chief
Vice Admiral A. Korniyenko, a 28th Party Congress
delegate and military soviet member.

[Nikonov] Anatoliy Ivanovich, what has already been
done and what are the distinctive features of current
political directorate work?

[Korniyenko] The Congress imparted a more precise
flow and singlemindedness to the renewal in Fleet Party
structures. It forced us to comprehend the entire acute-
ness and complexity of the state of society and the Party.
Today it is impossible to adapt oneself to the drastically
changing situation, we need to control it and do it so that
the channel of movement is changed. And we are not
waiting for orders. We have concentrated our efforts first
and foremost on radicalization of Party relations. We
have begun to help soviet of secretaries to gain
momentum. For example, the political section headed by
Captain 2nd Rank V. Andreyev has aiready actually
afforded, as they say, most advantageous conditions to
the soviet of secretaries. The independence of Party
organizations has not only not “undermined combat
readiness,” it has had a significant impact on improving
the results of combat duty. Discipline and crew integrity
have increased.

I would say this: The Congress’ materials are introducing
substantial modifications to political and Party work in
the Fleet. It really is important to not so much react to
what is worrying and upsetting people but to urgently
take steps. Leading Party members [pervichki] have been
granted the broadest rights and powers within the frame-
work of the new CPSU Charter. And this is the distinc-
tive feature of the moment.

[Nikonov] As I understand it, perestroyka processes
have been accelerated from below, in leading Party
organizations. But from above?

[Korniyenko] The processes are sooner mutual. A pro-
gram to implement the Congress’ decisions was adopted
in the Fleet immediately after the Congress. There is a
special group headed by Rear Admiral P. Kashauskas. Its
task is to generalize constructive suggestions that come
in from leading Party members and from all commu-
nists, to determine an optimum outline for building
Party organizations, and to propose a methodology of
cooperation for political organs, Party organizations,
and all public institutes under new conditions.
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I would particularly like to talk about our comprehensive
personnel social protection program. It has, as they say,
become intoxicated by the ideas that are contained in the
resolutions of the 28th Congress. The military soviet has
also taken work under its control.

[Nikonov] What are the distinctive features of this
direction of work and what is the political directorate’s
position here?

[Korniyenko] As we all know, Baltic Fleet Forces are
deployed on the territories of five republics. This creates
particular complications as a result of the documents on
sovereignty that they have adopted. This is reality. And
difficulties that we have not encountered for decades
have arisen in nearly every garrison. For example, the
increase of retail prices for necessities in each region.
Furthermore, the Armed Forces compensation mecha-
nism has not been perfected. What can we do here?
Thousands of people expect assistance from us. We also
need to transform military sales to a different mode and
redistribute funds. But so many questions have arisen as
a result of the discriminatory resolution adopted by the
Latvian parliament that ceases the force of USSR
Council of Ministers orders on residence for certain
categories of servicemen on the republic’s territory....

For us, concern about people who are carrying out their
military duties—is an urgent matter of paramount
importance. We are acting through people’s deputies, we
are trying to persuade, and we are strengthening ties with
soviets of workers collectives.

[Nikonov] Can we say that the Fleet has gone to the
people?

[Korniyenko] Here we are extremely accessible. We are
broadening our contacts with workers of the Yantar
Plant in Kaliningrad and with the ship repair plant in
Liyepaya, and there are similar examples in Riga and
Klaypeda. We are cooperating well with CPSU Central
Committee Member and ship repair plant Party Com-
mittee Secretary B. Batalin. Our servicemen continu-
ously visit enterprises, schools, and PTU’s [vocational
technical schools].

Unfortunately, military patriotic work has subsided a bit
in some places. Home-grown radicals have also discon-
certed many activists of this movement in the country.
And we, on the contrary, are intensifying military patri-
otic work. We are meeting with student youth. Not so
long ago schoolboys went to sea in military ships and
became acquainted with naval service.

[Nikonov] Severe assessments of the state of the Party were
heard at the Congress. The impression is being formed that
some Party organization leaders are now attempting to
preserve their neutrality and are waiting for someone to
defend the Party’s prestige. And their own [prestige]. What
is your point of view on what is occurring?

[Korniyenko] The situation is unusual indeed and we are
unfamiliar with much of it. This has not occurred in the
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history of the Party during the Soviet period. But the
recovery is progressing. People are leaving the Party not
only due to ideological considerations but to a great degree
it is being cleansed of those to whom it cannot provide any
advantages. The Congress also expressed its constructive
point of view on this process and it is cementing our
program of priority measures. Really even we in the Navy
have that portion of workers who have only talked, pro-
claimed, asserted, authorized, or prohibited for many years
and who have forgotten how to act using political methods.
And right now work with people requires a flexible and agile
mind. We need to go to the people and not call them, let us
say, into our offices. We need to conduct a conversation and
not order “Do as I say.”

[Nikonov] But really you also, let us be frank, have called
and continue to call people into your office not to ask
them about their health or the weather.... . |

>

[Korniyenko] And I also apply everythirg said above to
myself. This is very difficult—to remake yourself. But if
you understand that you need to change and you start to
do something about it, the renewal process has begun.
Unfortunately, even today it is not a rarity: The Party
leader must travel with a retinue. If he talks, then it is
most often with emphasized condescension....

[Nikonov] While speaking during the days of the Con-
gress at the session of the “Party, Soviets, Socio-Political
Organizations and Movements™ section, you stressed:
“Never before in the entire history of the existence of the
native army and navy have military members them-
selves spoken so honestly, openly, and fundamentally
about their problems.” What is this—a form of defense
from critical arrows and attacks on the stereotypes of
public awareness?

[Korniyenko] It is sooner one of the manifestations of
the perestroyka that is occurring in the Army. While
directing society’s attention to cases of the unsettled
state of everyday life and this is the most painful issue
today, we are talking not so much about the lack of
apartments, goods, or laundries at garrisons as about the
Army’s dangerous moral discomfort. Society must see
and understand our alarm about the quality of combat
service and the capabilities of personnel to accomplish
their duties.

Media Blamed for Instigating ‘Antipatriotic’ Fervor

90UM05964 Moscow KOMMUNIST
VOORUZHENNYKH SIL in Russian No 8, Apr 90
(signed to press 12 Apr 90) pp 74-77

[Article by Valeriy Danilov, candidate of historical sci-
ences: “Foam”; subtitles: “An Earring in the Ear and
‘Informal’ Thinking”; “Who Is Protecting Officers
Against ‘Boorishness and Totalitarian Arbitrary Rule,’
and How?”; “Which Army Should be Federation?”]

[Text] “Times have now changed and it is not only the
lazy who fear the military people. And because mere
solid criticism of the army, without ‘naming names,’ is
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now so safe, it now no longer captivates the reader. It is
now time for a sophisticated search, with the fingers, like
a sapper. We also need sometimes striking, convincing,
contradictory (yeah! yeah!) and positive, and it is now
terribly difficult to find it.”

A strange opinion, is it not? It would be wrong to think
that it belongs to some artless schoolboy whose appeal to
malicious irony can be explained by his tender years.
Alas! What we have here is the conclusion of a journalist
who writes the “Oath” column in the newspaper MOSK-
OVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS (10 December 1989).

Another reader might say “Yes, god is with him, with the
tone of it. Ultimately, under the conditions of pluralism
of opinion each person has the right to choose both the
tone and style of conversation and letters, and those
around him can draw their own conclusions about the
author’s degree of culture, his competence, and his
interest in reaching the truth!” Of course, the world is
large enough for this publication. But I cited it because it
seems to me that it reflects the style of tendentious
presentation of material about the Armed Forces typical
of certain of the mass media. Here, say, we have MOSK-
OVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS. It sometimes publishes
meaningful material about the hard daily life of a soldier.
This is the kind of interview that one of the newspaper’s
correspondents had with Colonel General of Aviation V.
Tsarkov (16 February 1989), the essay “Only Flight” by
Ye. Vasilyukhina, P. Gusev, N. Yefimov, and V. Zharov
(23 February 1989), and P. Gusev’s essay about the
border guards, in which he convincingly showed that
“these are boys doing men’s work™ (28 May 1989), and
others.

However, the newspaper continues to open its pages for
material that can be included within the framework of
pluralism only with great doubts. Here is an example.
How would those working on MOSKOVSKIY KOMSO-
MOLETS react to the actions of a fellow writer if he were
just once in the editorial offices... in a swim suit. But this
was exactly the kind of unethical behavior, but only for
the army milieu, that the friend and adviser of MOSK-
OVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS is defending. In one issue
last year this newspaper published a letter from someone
on a course in a military school, one Vyacheslav K. The
author was complaining that he had had had an ear
pierced for an ear ring, but that his fellows on the course
had not assessed his “informal” action from the posi-
tions of “pluralism.” An associate of the newspaper
wrote the following profound commentary to the letter
of the “misunderstood” and ‘“aggrieved” military
informal: “In my view the author of the letter has chosen
a very correct emphasis. And what he is defending is not
an ear ring in the ear of a military person but the right of
nonstatutory thinking” (23 May 1989). There you have
it. Nothing more nor less. Let us say that the soldier is
ordered into combat. But, you see, he has an informal
attitude toward his orders. You read this kind of “pere-
stroyka piece” and you just burst to ask the author:
“Does it not seem to you that through your appeals you
are pushing our youth toward a system of views of

JPRS-UMA-90-022
3 October 1990

anarchic ‘little brothers in sailors’ shirts’ from civil war
times?” Oh! how you want to ask this!

In my opinion MOSKOVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS is not
at all “indifferent” to the military, and sometimes
accuses them of all kinds of mortal sins. A classic
example. Talking about the reasons why some enter-
prises produce substandard goods, as if patting some
good old school-fellow on the shoulder, a certain Leon
Rensar proclaims this: “I can assure you that the colo-
nels, the generals, the marshals are all graduates of
vocational and technical schools who first go through
your department and then return to ‘civilian life’ so that
through their labor they can bring joy to yesterday’s
commanders.” (9 February 1989). There you have it. It
turns out that the army is to blame for the production of
substandard goods.

The categorical nature of statements by MOSKOVSKIY
KOMSOMOLETS about the Armed Forces is not always
competent, to put it mildly. Take, for example, the piece
entitled “Cutbacks in the Army: A Mistake?” (10
December 1989). What do the conclusions of the author,
who claims to be a serious polemicist, amount to? To
number “discoveries” of this type: the cutbacks being
made in the army will lead only to one thing, namely,
that retired servicemen will swell ‘groups like Pamyat’;
the army will be deprived of the most advanced and
thinking part of the officer corps; the cutbacks in the
“extensively inflated army” will deprive the country of
any opportunity to reduce unemployment, “particularly
in Central Asia”; and so on and so forth. “Given present
trends, the cutbacks are “unsuitable and too clever,*
this same ’prophet* asserts. "It is dreadful for me to
think about who will remain in the professional army...*

In some place one can understand the desire for the
garish, the sensational, “going to the extreme” as jour-
nalists say, in present materials to fight to increase the
circulation of a youth newspaper. But what if we start
“going to extremes” on a solid weekly sociopolitical and
literary journal? Let me remind you how the OGONEK
editorial office responded to the open letter from Mar-
shal of the Soviet Union S.F. Akhromeyev to that
journal’s chief editor V.A. Korotich: “Can you not tell us
which countries nurture plans to conquer the Soviet
Union? Who would want to invade a country with such
a poorly regulated infrastructure and with such an
extremely resentful population that is ready at any time
to start a partisan war even before the invasion of an
enemy on USSR territory?” (OGONEK No 50, 1989).
That was it exactly. It turns out that all the imperialists
have become ardent and consistent pacifists! They enter-
tain only the warmest warmest of friendly, and even
sentimental feelings about the USSR. And here in the
country we look at this and start a partisan warl...
Whence this air of assurance on the part of OGONEK?
For it is quite obvious that the thought is being foisted on
millions of people that... the danger of war from the West
has completely disappeared for the USSR—and obvious
“extreme.” And even the U.S. Vice President D. Quayle,
according to THE WASHINGTON POST, stated this:
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“The USSR remains enemy No 1 for the United States.”
Incidentally, note this: the United States is actually
debating the question of possibly reducing previously
planned military spending for the next 5 years, starting
in 1991. But, not from 1990, as our country has done.
Meanwhile, the United States has confirmed an official
military budget of $305.5 billion for 1991, which is $6.7
billion more than in 1989.

But OGONEK goes further. Here we have issue No 9
(February) 1990, ambiguously announcing that “we have
tried (and shall continue henceforth also to try) to
provide protection against totalitarian arbitrary rule by
the army for those servicemen who appeal to us for help,
by making public the unlawful actions of the major
military ranks standing above them” and so forth. We
already know how the journal “protects” servicemen!
The Armed Forces have no need of these kinds of
“defenders.”

We are concerned about the attempts to set the army in
opposition to society and to foist on it the idea that it is
“secret” and “conservative,” that it really is “conserva-
tive” by nature. For example, the author of the article
“Predraft Quadrille” (SOBESEDNIK No 1, 1989) states
with total confidence that “the contrast between the
democratization in society and the army procedures is
growing.” And how are we to understand this, you will
forgive the expression, “theoretical generalization:
”During the period of stagnation society as it were
generously fed the military and held it in infinite esteem
in the culture! Now it is time to meet the bill* (MOSK-
OVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS 23 May 1989).

It seems to me that whether we avoid polemic or engage
in polemic with the authors of such statements would be
the same as trying to empty the Moskva River with a
teaspoon. It has obviously never occurred to them that
given all the specific features of its own organization the
army is an integral part of society, one flesh with the
people. That hundreds of thousands of young men pass
through it who are now on the leading edge of pere-
stroyka, who make up the country’s intellectual pride
and potential. That the Armed Forces are linked by
thousands of threads to the labor collectives. That the
army, finally, “goes into combat™ whenever misfortune
strikes our land, be it the accident at the Chernobyl
nuclear power station, the earthquake in Armenia, a
railroad disaster in Bashkiria, or the attacks by extrem-
ists in the Transcaucasus. And here, the military people
consider it blasphemous to demand “payment of prom-
issory notes” not only for sweat and blood but also often
for the most valuable thing a man possesses—his life.

MOSKOVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS has published a pho-
tograph with a commentary about military retraining
(the “military types” as the newspaper contemptuously
calls this form of military training). The picture shows a
two-meter-high youth in a soldier’s uniform who is
looking down with a grin at a one-and-a-half-meter-high
“soldier” who'is servilely standing to attention in front
of the giant. In short, a subject “a la good soldier
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Schweik.” Perhaps a snapshot like this is of some interest
for a family photo album. But is is hardly necessary to
publish it in a newspaper. In another photograph a
soldier wearing eyeglasses (we have to make the sugges-
tion that he is an “intellectual”) servilely offers his back
as a chair on which an officer sits preparing some
document. What kind of feeling is elicited by this picture
and its caption? Humor? Not at all. The subtext here is
obvious: this is how the army makes use of the intelli-
gence of future Newtons and Nobels...

Unfortunately, this kind of thing is also presented in
other publications. Here we have SOBESEDNIK No 6,
1990. A picture shows a group of reservists. Somewhat
overweight. The open greatcoats are emphasized. Their
faces are distorted by doubtful grimaces. One has an
automatic weapon in his hand... These are reservists
mobilized because of the events in the Transcaucasus.
The picture has a caption: “A shapeless mass, seedy,
hungry eyes, understanding nothing...” SOBESEDNIK,
it must be assumed, is solicitous and all-understanding:
it states: “Is this really what the army is like?”” On their
arrival something more impressive had become clear—
no one wanted them! No one gave them anything serious
to do, they slept, set themselves up on the apron of an
airfield, ate from mess tins smelling of lubricant oil;
there is a military store that has been taken over by
officers’ wives (so that the sausage does not disappear),
each one was issued with 120 rounds of ammunition,
and they could nothing from anyone. A phantasmagoria,
a bad dream.“ The author does go on to admit that he is
»forcing things.* And in his premonition he really is
right. Yes, it is possible that in such a serious matter as a
mobilization some wheels might just spin uselessly. But
let us talk seriously, calmly, without emotion. The young
men were not visiting their mothers-in-law to eat
blintzes. And for some of the time they suffered certain
inconveniences. Incidentally, the mess tins. Obviously
the tender-hearted journalist had managed to avoid the
draft and so did not know that a soldier not only eats
from his mess tins but also has to carry them with him.
And no slider anywhere in the world thinks that this is
beneath his dignity. Moreover, it is common knowledge
that the first precept of the soldier is don’t be separated
from your mess tins.!“ Well, it is virtually impossible to
use a mess tin if there is no cauldron.

Attention is also drawn to the fact that under the flag of
pluralism and criticism some press organs are in fact
casting doubt on the moral ideals of the Soviet war:
patriotism, loyalty to the oath, honor. Is it necessary to
prove that this kind of activity inflicts irreparable harm
on society’s spiritual potential? It is difficult for me to
understand the moral goals being pursued by this same
journal OGONEK when its publishes materials about
the “weariness” of ‘“officers’ boorishness” (No 33,
1988), about service in the army as “a waste of time,”
and also about the use of young men “who have studied
in universities and institutes” to dig out cellars and make
repairs on personal quarters, and as orderlies for their
commanding officers (No 5, 1989). With the best will in
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the world the reader will be unable to see those sociopo-
litical and literary ideals to which this press organ lays
claim.

I often think why it is that some editorial collectives
resort to such bold, as it probably seems them, criticism,
which superficially seems nothing more than some kind
of re-examination but is an obvious falsehood. Is it out of
thoughtlessness, striving for sensation or the hot fact? Is
it out of a sincere but incompetent desire to “bring
order” to the army? Is it for the purpose of deliberately
discrediting the military and the Armed Forces? I think
that with careful examination we shall also find that all
of these are mere “foaming agents.” For they are far
from harmless. And those attending the all-army
officers’ conference that took place in December 1989
rightly noted that “among young people pacifist senti-
ments are being intensified. The sacred ideas of military
duty, honor, dignity, loyalty to the oath, combat broth-
erhood, and combat comradeship are being devalued.

As I write these words I involuntarily think: is there not
some logical connection between tendentious coverage
in the media of information about the military and the
Armed Forces, between the so-called “pluralism in a
one-way street” and the move to practical deeds by
shameless nationalists, hooligan extremists, and armed
marauders against the army in a number of regions in the
country? Why is this thought so alarming? Here just
some of t facts.

“How you young men act when they decide that service
in the Armed Forces is at variance with religious, pacifist
or political views and convictions?” (From a leaflet
written in Latvian and circulated in Riga in October
1989, quoted by SOVETSKAYA ROSSIYA 16
November 1989).

“Down with the Red Kremlin.!” “The USSR is a Prison
for the Peoples!” “Give the Communist Party a Slap in
the Face!” “Russians Are Occupiers!” “Down with the
Fascist Army!” “Russians, Get Out of Our House!”
“Withdraw the Occupation Troops from Georgia!” (slo-
gans during the events in April 1989 in Tbilisi).

“How often today we hear the threats and insults! We are
‘fascists’ and ‘occupiers’ and ‘butchers.’ The most
insulting thing is that respectable adults with whom we
have lived for 5 years shouted abuse and spat in our
faces” (Colonel V. Vlasenko, Baku city, KRASNAYA
ZVEZDA 30 January 1990).

“We saw with our own eyes two KamAZ vehicles loaded
with people in tropical-issue uniforms going into the
headquarters of the Narimanov section of the People’s
Front of Armenia... The USSR Ministry of Internal
Affairs estimates that the population has about 30,000
weapons, of which no more than 120 have been used,
while somewhat more than 80 have been taken and
destroyed.” (A. Kruzhilin, LITERATURNAYA
GAZETA special correspondent, LITERATURNAYA
GAZETA 7 February 1990).
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“The list of dead is not yet complete (in Baku—author’s
note). As at 30 January the official figure had reached
142. They include 28 servicemen. These figures will
probably grow because of the number of seriously
wounded.” (PRAVDA 2 February 1990).

It seems to me that the reports cited are not only the
result of a profound crisis in the country’s life. The
pieces being published by some of the mass media, based
on deformations of pluralism and glasnost, are also
concerned. I favor pluralism of opinion, but the kind
that strengthens not only perestroyka but also the army.
And that does not drive a wedge between the people and
the army. This is why, like others of my compatriots, 1
was pleased to learn that on 15 February at the initiative
of members of the USSR Union of Writers who had
attended military gathering on the “Vystrel” courses, an
Officers® Assembly of Writers was established. This is an
all-union public organization that has set itself the goal
of preserving the authority of the Soviet Army.

The role of defender of the homeland is an honorable
one in any country. It is only under a growing monopoly
of the mass media by antipatriotic forces that the people
can forget the simple truth that a people reluctant to feed
its own army will end up feeding a foreign army.

The writers elected a council for the Officers’ Assembly.
The chairman of the new public organization is
Aleksandr Prokhanov. I think that he will defend the
interests of the army and the honor of the defenders of
the motherland in a different way from OGONEK,
MOSKOVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS or SOBESEDNIK...

COPYRIGHT: “Kommunist Vooruzhennykh Sil”’, 1990

Societal Assistance for Veterans Urged
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“It is easy to hide hatred, difficult to hide love, and
hardest of all to hide indifference.” L. Borne
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Life moves swiftly but, for all its fleeting qualities, moral
obligations are vanities that must not be forgotten.

How many fine resolutions have emerged that are
directed at improving living and working conditions and
everyday lives of veterans of war and labor and the
Armed Forces, how many correct decisions have been
made about beriefits for them, and how many touching
words of gratitude have been articulated about them! But
let us ask ourselves the question, have these decisions
and resolutions always been carried out, are they being
unfailingly carried out and are they regarded as a top
priority while resolving mundane problems? Do prac-
tical support and assistance always follow beautiful and
emotional words? Alas.... Real gratitude is demonstrated
through actions [not words).

It appears that we have no equals in the world in the
slogan department. It is just sad that many slogans and
appeals, whether born as bureaucratic-formalistic pas-
sion or as sincere impulses, are often akin to the hissing
sound steam makes as it thoughtlessly and smugly
escapes.

The following is written in a CPSU Central Committee
Appeal to the Founding Conference of the All-Union
Organization of Veterans of War and Labor that was
founded nearly three and a half years ago: “Veterans
enjoy nationwide concern in our country. Concern about
the older generation is the high moral duty of Soviet
society and the obligation of every workers collective
and State and social organization.” The latter thesis is
indisputable. As for the former.... If it were true, neither
the All-Union Council of Veterans of War and Labor and
its subdepartmental organizations, nor central or local
newspapers or magazines, nor Party and government
organs of all levels would literally be flooded with letters
and appeals from Great Patriotic War veterans and
disabled veterans, Army and Navy veterans, and the
families of the deceased whose basic sense is resentment
and complaints. Complaints about what? They are about
the unsettled state of everyday life, poor medical care,
commercial facilities, heartless bureaucrats and many,
many other things.

It is right to think, Just what is happening to us? Why are
we becoming so hardhearted? Why, while pretending to
be civilized and while ardently advocating kindness and
harmonious relations among people of all mankind (no
less!), do we permit ourselves to be ignoble and negligent
in ordinary everyday life and out of the public eye, even
that which has been considered sacred in all ages, rela-
tions with people who are much older than us? Even
when not much is required: To be courteous and consid-
erate which costs us almost nothing. We are not talking
about more than that...

After all, we write, advocate, and utter high sounding
words. Words about devotion to the ideals of the older
generations. And there he is, before you, a representative
of these generations and he needs a kind word and
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perhaps moral support and assistance. It is really turning
out like the poet said, “It is easy to love mankind, but
[try to] love just one man.”

“It turned out that no matter what registration they were
entered onto or what list they appeared on,” said Retired
Major General of Aviation and Hero of the Soviet Union
S.M. Kramarenko, head of the All-Union Soviet of
Veterans of War and Labor Membership [Commission].
“either at Ispolkoms of Soviets of People’s Deputies, at
social and medical service organs, at Voyenkomats [Mil-
itary Commissariats] where the appropriate assistance
committees were established, at unit and garrison polit-
ical departments near places of residence, or at the
territorial Party organization. However, this registration
is often formal in nature and does not spare these dear
people from a feeling of loneliness and estrangement
while “generously* presenting them the opportunity at
every occasion to "beat themselves against the padded
wall of everyday disorders and problems.”

Yes, they appear on the lists. But there is no less
indifference. And it is diverse. Here are just a few
examples.

One day a postcard arrived at an address in a Moscow
suburb. It stated that “Pavel Vasilyevich Fedorov as a
Great Patriotic War veteran is registered for the “holi-
day* service at store number 7, etc., etc.” But the trouble
is that Pavel Vasilyevich died five years ago. This was
reported to the Gorispolkom and the postcard was
returned. And then what? A little over two months later,
a new postcard arrived on Victory Day. The text and
signature on it were the same as before but another store
was designated that was located nearer. (Were they
humoring him?!)

As they say, commentary is superfluous. I. Kovtun, a war
veteran and Group I disabled person, resides in Sterli-
tamak in Bashkir ASSR. His legs became paralyzed eight
years ago. He requested that the social services organs
help him to acquire a wheelchair. They sent it after three
(1) years, all bent up; the wheels did not even turn. They
manufacture these sorry devices in Kuybyshev.

Then I. Kovtun requested that he be given a Zaporozhets
automobile with manual steering. After three years they
told him: “Please, but at full price.” They explained,
“Although it is true that you are a war veteran, you
became disabled (as a result of a general illness) in
peacetime.” The former scout, who had been in hun-
dreds of difficult fixes, who had repeatedly spent days
and nights in the ice and snow, asks a legitimate ques-
tion, “But was the war not responsible for my failing
health?” ’

And incidentally, they gave 1. Kovtun a new wheelchair.
But only four (!) years later. But happiness was once
again overshadowed. True, this time the wheels turned.
However, it should have been a hand operated drive
mechanism but they delivered it with a chain drive for
someone with healthy legs. And this, I remind you, was
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for an elderly man with both legs paralyzed! Further-
more, the carrying capacity of the wheelchair is 90 kilos
and 1. Kovtun weighs 100. Well, is this not all a violation
of his dignity? What more need be said to complete the
assessment of this situation? Were we to select them they
would be the very harshest words.

Now a story from Leningrad. Serviceman G. Strikun,
having served 33 years in the Armed Forces, is subject to
release into the reserves due to his age. He has not been
provided with housing for the last three years. And now
the military district command staff is offering him an
apartment whose size is within the limits of general
standards (and takes into account the additional ten
square meters in accordance with the Regulation on
Servicemen’s Benefits). It has, however, been more than
eight months and Lengorispolkom has not issued the
order and has not recognized the rights stated above.
Characteristically, the Leningrad public prosecutor pro-
vided the following conclusion in this regard: “Provision
of the apartment and its size are not at variance with the
law.” The military district military prosecutor con-
firmed this, “There were no violations of the law’s
requirements during allocation of the apartment.” Inci-
dentally, the city prosecutor (twice) and the RFSFR
Prosecutor demanded that this problem be resolved as
quickly as possible. And what then? Nothing. Things are
not moving. It seems that some people can quietly
disregard the letter of the law and can violate a Soviet
citizen’s housing rights without bearing any responsi-
bility at all for it.

“The majority of the problems they write about and
address to us,” says L.M. Senkevich, head of the Depart-
ment of Letters and Reception of the All Union Council
of Veterans of War and Labor, “can and should be
resolved locally. However, this frequently does not
occur; furthermore, many people simply do not believe
in the ability of the local organs to defend their interests
(alas, there are grounds for this). So they go to Moscow,
as if to the highest level of authority, with all of their
hopes.” ‘

“Most of the complaints and claims,” continued A.P.
Negramotnov, deputy chief of the Organizational
Department, “are associated with the lack of social
protection for veterans, former servicemen and their
families. And what is especially pitiful among those
whose rights have been infringed are those who live on
military posts near garrisons. They served and sacrificed
their strength and health for the cause; they were needed;
they retired or were released to the reserve and they
became a burden, “’has beens.“

Vasiliy Fokovich Ukrainets is a retired warrant officer.
He served in the Army for 28 years. Now he is on a
pension. His family consists of four people. He lives on
a military post in a one-room apartment with 16 square
meters of usable space (the corridor is .8 square meters).
In short, in more than crowded conditions. The situation
in the Ukraine is very complicated. At one time, he gave
up his preferential right to move farther out and now....
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City authorities openly acknowledge their impotence
since he lives on the garrison’s grounds. The garrison
leadership found a beautiful excuse, “Why,” they say
without beating around the bush, “did you not ‘fight for’
an apartment when you were in the service? Now,” they
say, “you are a civilian and ‘not ours’.”

Of course this is sad but other standing rules might
actually become an insurmountable obstacle to the res-
olution of the most obvious and even glaring problems.
But this must cause a first-rate protest since this is a
drastically changed attitude toward a person who has
suddenly become ‘“not ours.” If only there was an
attempt to fight for him or to look for alternatives or a
way out of the situation! Just make an attempt even if it
is in vain.... No.

Who is that “stranger”? During his service career, V.
Ukrainets was twice entered into the Unit Honor Roll.
He had 60 commendations and he was rated excellent in
military and political training for 15 years. He was
elected deputy Party organization secretary, he was
chairman of the Warrant Officers Comrades Court of
Honor for eight years, and he was designated assistant
group leader for political training for ten years in a row.

Let us mention another warrant officer here, Vladimir
Nikolayevich Kiula, a front line soldier who also served
in one unit for more than 20 years. He was not just an
excellent specialist, but a man with the troubled heart of
a communist who did not spare time, effort, or his
abilities to educate people. His subunit always numbered
among the best and did not know *“dedovshchina”
[hazing of new conscripts]. Vladimir Nikolayevich was
also concerned about the spiritual side of his subordi-
nates. For example, having gone on leave once, he
brought back several books and used them to lay the
foundation of a soldier’s library. Following his example,
everyone started to bring books back from leave and they
were placed on the shelves with the appropriate inscrip-
tion and became common property.

The time came for the veteran to retire. But he could not
just sit at home. He dropped in at the unit to see how
things were going. And the commander had these words
for him, “Vladimir Nikolayevich, I have just the job for
you...” This is the way it was. Even today Kiula finds an
application for his “golden™ hands and capabilities at the
unit; he is once again a socialist emulation winner and a
member of the Party bureau. Not long ago, as a veteran,
he received an invitation to purchase an automobile.

Alas, we more often become acquainted with different
situations.

Reserve Lt Col G.E. Alekseyev: “Whether we like it or
not, every man, and an Armed Forces veteran too,
assesses his position in society by his relationship with
the latter. Without aspiring to any special privileges or
conditions for us, military people, I must direct attention
to the fact that, having gone into the reserves or retire-
ment, many people find themselves in the position of
people who are just starting life, all the more so if the
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veteran decided to leave the unit or the garrison... Who
stands there today to defend our interests? We are in the
role of young specialists at enterprises and institutes; a
little lower salary, a voucher to the sanatorium, a plot of
land, a car—priority to our veterans... But problems with
housing or with the installation of a telephone? I am a
Reserve Lieutenant Colonel and have been awarded the
Order for Service to the Homeland in the Armed Forces
of the USSR, 3rd Class. I was discharged in 1985 and
only in 1987, at the age of 55, did I receive the right, after
registration (until then I lived at the garrison), to get on
the list (just to get on the list!-Author) for installation of
a telephone. I appealed to the chief of the GTS [City
Telephone Exchange], could he not accelerate the solu-
tion to this technical operation? In reply I heard, ”On the
other hand, you have received a lot.*

With such an approach, some veterans may not need a
telephone after all...

So, what do you get for 33 years of service, 29 of which
were on combat alert, do they mean anything?

We must share the anxiety and bewilderment of Com-
rade G. Alekseyev or any serviceman who, due either to
a planned [departure] or in connection with Armed
Forces reductions, has found himself beyond the
threshold of the difficult but customary military life.
And those who have heard the abusive maxims, not
unlike those set forth above, by various types of dubious
experts on Army reality. (Oh, how often of late have the
rebukes and sighs been heard orally and in the press with
regard to the nearly heavenly existence of military
people, “who rake money in by the shovelful,” who live
at government expense, and so on and so forth! True, the
“experts” themselves, as a rule, are purely civilians and
they apparently intuitively suspect what the “heaven” is
like and therefore you will certainly not entice them
there with either mythical or real privileges. They run
from the “burdens and hardships™ of which they love to
speak with such irony like the devil runs from incense.

Generally, when encountering some situation, we get the
impression that, in many cases, the principle that guides
them is: Support and aid to veterans is a matter for the
veterans’ own hands.*

The garrison in which Officer S. Makarov serves is an
isolated military post. Several very old people, front-line
soldiers, and Armed Forces veterans live here who
require care and attention to a greater or lesser degree,
including at this same unit. Obviously it would not be
true to say that the unit is not at all aware of them. It is
another matter that, as a rule, it takes on an official and
formal nature. They are congratulated on holidays and
invited to garrison-wide festive activities; recently, after
an exhaustive struggle and arguments, representatives of
the local Soviet of Veterans of War and Labor (Retired
Colonel N. Bolkunov is the chairman), were included on
the housing commission and also on the social commis-
sion for monitoring post exchange enterprise operations,
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etc. And nevertheless these examples can mislead only a
bystander or uninitiated person.

For how sad it is to ascertain that at the present time
something like a confrontation has developed between
the garrison leadership and the veterans living on the
post. It sounds preposterous but it is as if both are on
opposites sides of the barricade. Hence the mutual
distrust, suspicion, and attacks. Confrontation.

Why did this develop?

The veterans have accumulated many resentments. And
we need to admit that they are well-grounded in many
cases.

I will cite several examples.

To begin with, a few lines from a letter. “The garrison
command announces that there is no reason for us to
remain on the post after we are discharged, retired, or
enter the reserves, and we need to go wherever we like.
Of course,” they say, “no one is driving you out, but it is
true that you have no rights here. You are civilians now.
And more precisely, you have lost your ties to the
Ministry of Defense. You have another status now.

“The CPSU Gorsovet Ispolkom answers all of our
problem questions by saying that we live at an isolated
Ministry of Defense post and therefore they can do
nothing for us. They are overwhelmed by their own
concerns. But, the question arises, who are we? Are we
strangers among our own? It would be funny if it was not
sad and painful.

“As a result we have become a no man’s [category].”

Yes, it really is sad and painful. And especially because
veterans write these lines...

What has happened? Having found themselves in a very
specific ‘garrison’ situation, these dear people found
themselves in a situation where it is easier to manifest
unconcern, formality, and unfairness toward them. They
found only officials who have not yet renounced bureau-
cratic work methods, who love and know how to shift
responsibility for any matter from one to the other, and
who skillfully manipulate the pile of every sort of
instruction, rule, or regulation.

There were injustices. So, in due course, the post’s
veterans rights were violated during the organization
and conduct of elections of people’s deputies to the local
Soviet and in accounting for and realizing the voters
mandate. And there were quite a few discrepancies noted
in the assignment of housing.

The attempt “to leave out in the cold” “those not ours”
and “the has beens” during the sale of some products
and goods literally agitated and exasperated the post
population. But S. Makarov cited a one-and-a-half year
old Deputy USSR Minister of Defense—Armed Forces
of the USSR Chief of Rear Services directive, which
states in particular: “Establish strict control over the sale
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of goods that are in heightened demand and prohibit the
sale of those goods on the open market that are in short
supply for military servicemen, workers and employees
of the Army and Navy and members of their families.”
The approved order was motivated by the fact that there
is not one word said about war veterans or disabled
veterans or families of those who died in the list referred
to. Well, is this not a casuistic approach?

Something similar occurred when the leadership
objected to including representatives of the Veteran’s
Council on the social commission for monitoring post
exchange enterprise operations. They said there also is
not a word mentioned in the appropriate regulation
(eight years old) about this possibility (incidentally, the
All-Union [Veterans] Soviet was formed only three and a
half years ago). But since there is no official authoriza-
tion, that means it is prohibited. Is that not a stagnant
principle? Let us compare this with what is elementary
and logical and is already being heard: That which is not
prohibited is authorized.

But let us return to our story. Yes, it turned out a couple
of lines were not included in the document. But really
there are no directives or instructions that are adequate
to conduct us past all of life’s conflicts. Someone said:
Sometimes it is necessary to step away from the rules in
order to keep from making a mistake. It is awkward to
remind Comrade S. Makarov that there are things that
are obvious and clear as day and that there are concepts
such as duty and elementary humanity.

What of the veterans? They reformed their ranks and set
out in search of another document. They rummaged
around for a while and found it. A USSR Soviet of
Ministries and VTsSPS [All-Union Central Trade-Union
Council] Resolution and also a USSR Ministry of
Defense Order that is also a year and a half old. They
read the following lines from the latter: ““...Improve sales
and everyday services support for residents at restricted
and isolated military posts, for disabled veterans of war
and labor, war veterans, and for the families of those
who died during wars, organize the sale of clothing and
footwear through military post exchanges for disabled
veterans and pensioners, and also receive orders for food
commodities and conduct increased services at home for
people living alone, the incapacitated, and citizens of
advanced years.”

- And the “enemy” faltered. The order that was issued
earlier was recognized as erroneous and was corrected.
But how much strength and nerves of already not very
healthy people was needed to do this!

And the telephone problem? It is clear that a telephone is
an absolute necessity for elderly people. However, up to
this point they have not succeeded in providing all of
them with what they need most. The capabilities of the
post’s ATS [Automatic Telephone System] are very
limited. But after complaints were received and properly
verified, the branch of service command staff provided a
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recommendation to look into the possibility of redistrib-
uting a number of telephones to satisfy requests of war
veterans and disabled veterans. The recommendation
had the highest endorsement. And what happened? Gar-
rison leaders reacted very peculiarly to it. They took and
gave two to three telephones to some after having
simultaneously taken them away from others. For
example, from War Veterans Retired Lieutenant Colo-
nels M. Nametkin and M. Lupinos... Furthermore, they
also made the assertion that the local “fighter for the
truth” N. Bolkunov was guilty for what happened. They
said: “This is what he achieved and you can thank him
for it.”

Did Honored Military Pilot Mikhail Pavlovich Lupinos,
veteran of a unit that fought near Stalingrad and in
Manchuria, ever think that they would treat him this way
in his native garrison?

He could not believe it for a long time; he even became
flustered. He could only repeat, “I had a telephone for 29
years, 29... Why?”

It seems that commentary is also superfluous here.
However I will add that one CPSU Central Committee
and Council of Ministers resolution on privileges deter-
mined that Great Patriotic War veterans have the right
to priority use of all types of communications services
and priority installation of telephones in their apart-
ments. Of course, we all understand that you cannot
ignore actual capabilities but we must be guided by
approved regulations.

In short, these and a number of other facts did not at all
promote improvement of the general atmosphere at the
military post. Obviously, we need to note for the sake of
justice that veterans who were overwhelmed by resent-
ment at particularly emotional, heated moments were
not always right. There were groundless claims and even
accusations. True, this came about simply due to a lack
of simple and trusting dialogue and the absence of
glasnost between the conflicting sides. At times rumors
sprung up and fantasies propagated because of this. A
characteristic example is the “trade” story when a crim-
inal case was brought as a result of abuses discovered
with regard to Post Exchange Director V. Yefimova-
Komarova and several of her assistants. But days passed
somehow inconspicuously and quietly...the case was
closed. And there was no information at all. It was as if
this same Yefimova-Komarova (a Party member, by the
way) evaporated and she disappeared from the post. So
here the inhabitants pose a valid question, “Is this all a
dream?” “Who is covering up for whom?” And when
they did not receive an answer, they themselves guessed
who it was. If slander occurred, we need to restore
people’s good names and punish those guilty of slander.

It is not surprising that profound conflicts arise in a
situation of universal mistrust and it seems as if people
were being wounded by trifles for personal and quite
permissible reasons.
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They designed a sports obstacle course. It turned out to
be a long one and the veteran’s kitchen garden got caught
up in it. They did not begin to examine other variations
or even a compromise (for example, to make good-faith
arrangements with the owner to try to find him another
acceptable place and to help him settle in there). They
thought that the details would somehow take care of
themselves. But they did not. 1 will not go into detail, I
will just say: The unit “won” this inconceivable confron-
tation.

Sr Lt Yu. Kovbasyuk, deputy political department chief
for Komsomol affairs, having met a pensioner who had
served at the front at the library, invited him to talk with
other soldiers. He invited him, he himself admitted
afterwards, without much ado and as if in passing, well,
as if inviting him to smoke a cigarette. The veteran
thought about it and became agitated. It was obvious
that this was a serious matter for him and he reckoned:
Could he? But the officer who, by the way, is himself an
energetic and sensible person, did not become insistent.
And he quickly came to an agreement with the other
man. Today he is sincerely sorry since he clearly felt at
the time, what is the difference who, if only it is a
veteran. “It was no good and did not turn out well,”
Kovbasyuk concluded. “Such carelessness naturally
offended the old man.”

But we all know that some spiritual wounds are more
difficult to heal than physical ones.

We did not manage to meet with Comrade S. Makarov,
he was out of town. Political Worker Lt Col V. Pivo-
varov said, “You continually investigate all of these
conflicts and it seems there will be no end to them and it
is fruitless to try to find out whose side was the first to
cast an unjust or insulting word in anger. And suddenly
you stop and become ashamed, ”Whom are we fighting
with, how did this happen?

“Someone, Viktor Aleksandrovich, needs to take deci-
sive steps to improve mutual understanding and is it
possible for the old men?”

“Yes, of course we must.”

“A final question then: Anyway, whose veterans are
these? Not ours, nobody’s?”

Having thought for a second, the officer concluded,
“Ours. And we need to defend their interests.”

I want to believe that it will be so. I only allow myself to
recall the thought spoken by one of the ancients, “Justice
reigns when everyone interprets another’s insult as his
own.”

I almost deliberately did not touch upon so-called posi-
tive examples. Examples of a caring and considerate
attitude toward veterans which comprises one of the
noblest traditions still established in the Russian Army
and examples of the high spirituality of this attitude that
bears an enormous educational and moral charge. There
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are many such examples. However they, like some of the
experience of this work, merit a separate and more
thorough description. o .

Today I wanted to pay attention to the negative cases
which, alas, are not isolated manifestations. And they are
also a mirror of our lives into which we are obliged to
totally mercilessly and self-critically gaze.

I can say without exaggeration that the Army is life for a
veteran of war and the Armed Forces. Having taken off
shoulder boards and put on civilian clothing, he still
remains a man of special tempering and education—a
military man until the end of his days. He is a highly
patriotic, not indifferent, and practical man. And no
matter where he lived, no matter where he has worked—
his own regiment, the nearest garrison, and the Voyen-
komat remain a second home to him. Do not tear out the
lifeline of informal human intercourse between veterans
and those who are presently defending the homeland.
And I support the demands of many veterans, to take the
wording out of official document usage with regard to
them, *“...they have lost contact with the Ministry of
Defense.” You see, it actually signifies that the main
military department denies responsibility for their fate.

Perhaps USSR People’s Deputies—Armed Forces repre-
sentatives will have a word to say in this regard?

COPYRIGHT: “Kommunist Vooruzhennykh Sil”,
1990.

Servicemen’s Social, Legal Constitutional Rights
Discussed

90UMO05914 Moscow KOMMUNIST
VOORUZHENNYKH SIL in Russian No 8, Apr 90
(signed to press 12 Apr 90) pp 21-35 .

[Roundtable Report published under the heading
“Theory and Practice,” prepared by Colonels N. Bely-
akov and G. Petrenko and Lieutenant-Colonel S.
Lavrentyev, special correspondents of KOMMUNIST
VOORUZHENNYKH SIL: “Who Protects the Man in
Uniform and How?”’]

[Text]} The subject of this roundtable has been suggested
by life and the reader mail. The questions of the social
and legal protection for the workers and the men of the
Army and Navy at present have acquired particular
importance and have been put in the category of priority
ones. For this reason, the roundtable discussion assumed
a sharp polemical form with clashes of different view-
points and proposals.

Participating in it were: Colonel of Justice Nikolay
Vladimirovich Artamonov, senior instructor at the Red
Banner Military Institute and doctor of legal sciences;
Major-General Nikolay Maksimovich Bay, deputy chief
of the Central Financial Directorate of the USSR Min-
istry of Defense; Major Aleksandr Anatolyevich Batov,
deputy regimental commander for political affairs;
Major-General Viktor Aleksandrovich Bulgakov, deputy
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directorate chief of the Main Cadres Directorate of the
USSR Ministry of Defense; Colonel of Justice Igor
Mikhaylovich Bashkevich, senior legal consultant at the
legal department of the Administrative Directorate of
the USSR Ministry of Defense; Major of Justice
Aleksandr Viktorovich Zarubin, assistant garrison mili-
tary procurator; Private Mikhail Ivanovich Ivanov, stu-
dent at the military cooks school; Colonel of Justice
Stanislav Ivanovich Ilyushin, deputy chief of the Direc-
torate of Military Tribunals; Senior Sergeant Artur Vas-
ilyevich Karpov, weapons commander; Colonel of Jus-
tice (Ret) Aleksandr Semenovich Koblikov, doctor of
legal sciences and professor at the Red Banner Military
Institute; Captain Konstantin Ivanovich Kuznetsov,
commander of a construction company; Colonel of Jus-
tice (Ret) Viktor Vasilyevich Luneyev, leading science
associate at the Institute of State and Law, doctor of legal
sciences and professor; Colonel of Justice Mikhail Grig-
oryevich Matakin, chief of the Legal Service of the USSR
Ministry of Defense; Viktor Mikhaylovich Minin,
deputy chairman of the Committee for Youth Affairs of
the USSR Supreme Soviet; Colonel of Justice Viktor
Ivanovich Nalivayko, chief of the Legal Service of the
Moscow Military District; Senior Warrant Officer Ivan
Petrovich Orekhov, commander of a training platoon;
Sergeant Oleg Bogdanovich Prisyazhnyuk, student at the
Red Banner Military Institute; Major of Justice Anatoliy
Vasilyevich Pchelintsev, senior instructor at the same
institute and candidate of legal sciences; Colonel of
Justice Vyacheslav Pavlovich Seregin, chief of the Chair
of Military Law at the Military Political Academy imeni
V.I. Lenin and candidate of legal sciences; Colonel
Viktor Vasilyevich Slobodskoy, lecturer at the Political
Directorate of the Ground Forces; Colonel of Justice
Leonid Alekseyevich Smertin, department chief of the
Chief Military Procuracy; Major-General Anatoliy
Timofeyevich Ukolov, deputy chairman of the Military
Collegium of the USSR Supreme Court; Major Viadimir
Semenovich Shilkin, senior instructor of the Political
Department of the Construction Directorate at the
Moscow Military District; Major Valeriy Anatolyevich
Yakimov, senior instructor for propaganda and agitation
of a field formation political department; Captain
Nikolay Ivanovich Yaremko, deputy battalion com-
mander for political affairs.

Is a Special Law Required?

[Leader] In our discussion today, we should, I assume,
proceed primarily from the notion that we are building a
state under the law. In this regard, moving to the
forefront with complete validity are the questions related
to the social and legal status of Soviet citizens, including
servicemen. It is no secret that these are “painful”
questions. And it must be admitted that the sociolegal
status and situation of servicemen, unfortunately, still
have not been given a clear definition. As a result, major
difficulties arise in solving very important questions
related to the activities of our servicemen. This is
particularly apparent now....
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[V. Seregin] In actuality, at present there should be a
discussion not only of the problem of the sociolegal
status of the servicemen but also their situation in
society and the Armed Forces. If one speaks about status,
this very concept is a legal one including rights, freedoms
and obligations reinforced by the Constitution. But the
situation of servicemen in real life is different. Here, in
my view, is to be found the main contradiction over
which our exchange of opinions should be concentrated.

[A. Koblikov] And we must clearly begin with the
question of how to make military service prestigious and
so that young people choose an officer’s profession out of
their own conviction. At present, this is a very important
economic, sociopolitical and legal question. In my view,
it is possible to turn military service precisely into an
honorable obligation only by having substantially
changed the status of the servicemen. And this, as is
known, was shaped in the 1930s. Since then it has run
approximately along the same lines.

[N. Artamonov] I agree and the people want to see their
Armed Forces in a different manner, as renewed, as
better trained professionally and materially provided
for. But then problems arise when actual practices run
contrary to the ossified nature of many provisions in the
USSR Constitution and the current legislation. A vivid
manifestation of this, in my view, is precisely the insuf-
ficient social and legal protection for the servicemen.
The well-known article of the Law on Universal Military
Service, for example, declares that servicemen are fully
equal citizens of the nation. But the second part imme-
diately “sobers one up” with a cold shower, for it
contains the substantial stipulation related to the partic-
ular features of military service.

[Leader] What do you have in mind?

[N. Artamonov] The fact that the general civilian status
of the servicemen is significantly restricted. Some of the
servicemen say: I am a citizen with full rights and I can
go where I want, attend a meeting or join an informal
association.... But is this according to the law? No. For
from the law it emerges that if this is incompatible with
the interests of military service, you cannot do it! This
must be more clearly stated. Furthermore, we are fond of
“showing off”” our rights. At the same time, soldiers and
sergeants in regular service are living in barracks. For
now that may be the only way. Where else could they
live? But is this full rights? Of course not. Or another
question again concerning the pseudo-full rights. Can an
officer really retire from the army at his own request or
move voluntarily from the area where he serves to
another? No. And such examples could be continued.

[Leader] Consequently, the restricting of the rights of
servicemen is justified?

[N. Artamonov] To a certain degree, yes. But the restric-
tions for them should be clearly set down in a legislative
order. We feel that one must speak definitely, for
example, about the constitutional right of a serviceman
to work. Certainly an officer is not completely free even
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in the choice of a profession. And let alone in realizing
his right to work. For instance, a citizen is voluntarily
enrolled in a military school but then later, having
become an officer, he cannot leave service at his own
request upon achieving the legally established maximum
age.

Or take the right to rest. Servicemen in this regard have
virtually no complete guarantees. The regulations, for
example, do not stipulate that if a serviceman is on daily
detail, then he has the right to appropriate rest. Nowhere
is it stated that a commander is responsible for providing
a day off to the officers, warrant officers and reenlisted
personnel. Not on a Sunday or any other day. And this
also should be stipulated in the legislation.

[Leader] Presently, other problems are knocking on our
doors related to the sociolegal status. For instance, can a
serviceman participate in individual labor activity?

[N. Artamonov] A regular directive to the officers has
simply banned individual labor activity. In my opinion,
this is an elementary violation of social justice. Inciden-
tally, there is the same situation with the cooperatives.
But how do they want to resolve the given problem?
Again by bans. But possibly compromises would be
allowed here in the interests of the individual and
society?

I cannot help but bring up the political rights of the
serviceman. Certainly these rights should be granted
without exceptions. Although recent practice and the
events occurring in the nation force one to say that here
too thought must be given to establishing certain reason-
able limitations in the aims of ensuring the indepen-
dence of the Armed Forces from the personal attitude of
the servicemen toward the development of political
processes, from their party affiliation (particularly under
;he conditions of a possible multiparty system) and so
orth.

[Leader] In this context let us take up the question of the
freedom of conscience. Many young people at present, as
is known, refuse to serve out of religious conviction....

[N. Artamonov] Recently our chair investigated a
curious case. The essence briefly was as follows. Lt (Res)
B. was deprived of a military rank because he was a
believer. Initially they wanted to call up B. but when his
religious convictions became known, they did not. How-
ever, this was not enough for someone. So upon the
request of the local military commissariat, another
person was deprived of a military rank. And the military
procuracy refused to protest the given, clearly illegal
decision. But on what grounds? Certainly the Law on
Universal Military Service states that any citizen has not
only the right but also the duty to serve, regardless of his
religion.

[S. Ilyushin] We have set out for a restructuring of not
only the socioeconomic and legal structure but also the
political system, so let us bring back its Leninist appear-
ance. This applies also to the Army as a part of the given

MILITARY-POLITICAL ISSUES 13

system. For this reason, I feel, at present it would be wise
to recall that on 4 January 1919, in the very difficult days
for the nation, Vladimir Ilich signed a decree which
provided upon a court ruling for the replacing of military
service by another civilian duty for persons who because
of their religious convictions could not participate in
military service. Furthermore, in March of last year the
United Nations commission on human rights adopted a
resolution which contained a recommendation for the
UN member nations to also introduce alternative
civilian service for such individuals. We are now dis-
cussing this. The concept of service outside the military,
for example, is being introduced into the existing draft
law.

[N. Artamonov] Let us not delude ourselves for the legal
status of servicemen cannot be improved merely by
introducing, for instance, a separate chapter on the
“Rights and Freedoms of the Servicemen” in the regu-
lations. There must be a special Law on the Status of
Servicemen. Here they could spell out all the compo-
nents of this status. Including the rights and freedoms
which are limited due to the specific nature of military
service. And also the rights, duties and responsibility
stemming solely from the particular features of military
service.

[V. Luneyev] Nikolay Vladimirovich [Artamonov] has
raised difficult questions. The principle for resolving
them should be, as I feel, one alone: everything is
possible that is not prohibited. At present, we are
endeavoring to revive this. But this must be done in a
more intelligent manner.

[Leader] How?

[V. Luneyev] The designated principle should operate in
a dual manner. In terms of the subordinate: everything is
possible that is not prohibited. But, as for what a
serviceman cannot do, for instance, due to the specific
features of service, this also should be spelled out, stating
that this cannot be done. In terms of the superior in
relation to the subordinate there should be the rule:
everything is possible that is allowed. Then the situation
would change. This is a very fundamental question. To
extend in the future the principle “everything is possible
that is not prohibited” to the relation of a superior to a
subordinate would mean a further prevalence of ille-
gality.

Let us take the question of disciplinary responsibility. A
superior can punish a subordinate virtually at will,
having defined his actions as an infraction. But where is
the boundary here? Certainly simply ludicrous instances
are encountered: for instance when a reprimand is
imposed...for the delayed painting of curbs the favorite
color of a superior! Could this actually happen? Disci-
plinary responsibility must be based on the fact that a
superior can impose a reprimand only when there has
actually been a disciplinary infraction.

And what about our criminal liability? The boundary
between a crime and a disciplinary infraction is virtually
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eroded. At the same time, the commanders are accused
of being engaged in a cover-up. But that is how they are
oriented. Some, for instance, might consider a certain
illegal action to be an infraction and others would
consider it a crime. Here things often work out that if a
commander likes a soldier, then it will be considered an
infraction and if not then it is a crime.

At present, a draft is being worked out for a new law on
criminal liability for military crimes. I have been
involved in its discussion and in the final conclusion.
This draft contains an article which states that criminal
liability can be lifted with the applying of public or
disciplinary action upon the decision of the commander
and with permission from the procurator. That suppos-
edly is humane....

[Leader] But again it turns out that distinction is elimi-
nated between an infraction and a crime. In practice the
same action can again be described differently.

[V. Luneyev] This is why, in my view, it is high time to
substantially restrict the discriminatory powers of the
superiors. Understandably we cannot abandon them
completely. Life remains life and you cannot anticipate
everything in it. But there should be a tendency toward
the narrowing of such powers.

It is said at times that the disciplinary powers stréngthen
the authority of a commander. But in fact they under-
mine and destroy this. Why? Because, on the one hand,
there is a nihilism toward the law since the commander
ends up above the law. On the other, a superior, in taking
advantage of this, loses his authority. But if he acted
within the context of the law, this would cause respect
among subordinates.

[N. Artamonov] Many of our rights and particularly
duties and responsibility have been regulated by the
orders of the minister of defense and by the directives of
his deputies. On the one hand, this is inescapable. The
army must be controllable. But when we speak about the
legal status of a serviceman, its standards cannot be fixed
by orders and directives. These must be reinforced by
laws. When we are involved with an order or instruc-
tions, even the best of them, this is still just acts of
control.

At present, for example, an order of the minister of
defense has approved the Regulation on Regular Mili-
tary Service. And there it is stated that a serviceman in
this category does not have the right to wear civilian
clothing. But why does the minister establish this and not
the law? Moreover, when a soldier gets married he
should report to the commander; he does not have the
right to study in civilian institutions of learning. But why
again does the minister of defense introduce such a
procedure? You will agree that in principle these are
questions relating exclusively to the rights of a citizen
and a serviceman does not cease to be such. But it turns
out that standards which are essentially right on the
restricting of certain civil rights of a serviceman stem
from an order. But it should be from a law.

JPRS-UMA-90-022
3 October 1990

[I. Vashkevich] Allow me to point out that according to
Article 68 of the Law on Universal Military Service, a
serviceman is a citizen with full rights and the particular
features of his legal status are defined by this same law
and the combined-arms regulations. However, the given
enactments have “gaps” and a number of questions
concerning legal status is covered by other laws (on labor
collectives or cooperatives), by decrees of the USSR
Council of Ministers (on the procedure for officer ser-
vice, for registration and benefits) or even by the orders
and directives of the minister of defense and the chief of
the General Staff (the procedure for the study of an
officer in civilian VUZes and the service by soldiers and
seamen). Such a broad circle of different-level docu-
ments of course impedes their use. This also dictates the
need for a standard Law on the Status of a Serviceman.

[K. Kuznetsov] I have a question for Col Artamonov:
You are certain that a Law on the Legal Status of
Servicemen will be adopted but where will all our rights
be reflected?

[N. Artamonov] I am doing everything possible and
everything within my power for this. And I will do it. But
there are also indications that some are endeavoring to
reduce everything to regulations which would stipulate a
portion of the rights of the servicemen. You might ask
where are the others? In reply you would hear: Why must
we set down the rights? But personally I will continue to
work for the adoption of such a law.

[K. Kuznetsov] This law should be adopted as quickly as
possible. Why? The first reason is that many officers of
the junior commarid personnel are leaving. And basically
not because they are poorly paid. The main reason is the
absence of any true social protection and amenities.

The Heritage...of Lev Trotskiy?

[Leader] Clearly the given opinion is not devoid of
Jjustification. But it cannot be said that here we have
already dotted all the “i’s.” For example, according to
the USSR Constitution, citizens of our nation have the
right to legal defense and to protest to the court the
illegal actions of officials who infringe their rights. But
does the serviceman have such a right? What about the
members of his family? How is this realized in practice?

[A. Koblikov] I would be so bold as to assert that at
present the servicemen in practical terms could not
utilize such a right. Why? Because there is a law dated to
1987 which states literally the following: it is impossible
to contest to the court actions by officials relating to
national defense or ensuring state security. From the
very outset this has been interpreted as if the servicemen
do not have the right to petition the court.

[Leader] Would the real defense of serviceman rights be
aided by a draft Law on Military Tribunals and which
was prepared upon a decision of the Second Congress of
People’s Deputies?
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{A. Koblikov] In my view, here in practical terms there is
little to be changed. Our military tribunals are, in
essence, the same criminal courts. They arose as such
during the Civil War. And they were subordinate to the
military department. Lev Trotskiy was the chairman of
the Republic Revolutionary-Military Council [RVSR] at
that time, as you will remember. What did he see as the
purpose of the military tribunals? Let me quote: “The
army cannot be organized without repression, it is
impossible to lead the masses to their death without
having the death penalty in the arsenal of the command.
The soldier must be placed between the possible death in
front and the inevitable death behind.” The 1919 Law on
Military Tribunals stated that the military tribunals are
given the right of completely unrestricted repression.
Then came the 1930s. The military tribunals were not
enough and the “groups of seven,” “threes” or even
“twos” went to work....

At present, a serviceman cannot turn to a military
tribunal with a complaint. Even with a dispute about a
civil right, for instance, between two officers, they must
turn to a people’s court. Because military tribunals are a
criminal court. Only where there are not the general
courts do they also resolve civil cases. Let us hope that
the USSR Supreme Soviet will take measures so that the
military tribunals acted as the guarantors of serviceman

rights.

[Leader] All the same, is there anything new in defending
the rights of the servicemen?

[A. Koblikov] Article 2 of the Draft Internal Service
Regulations states that on service questions a ser-
viceman should turn to his immediate superior and, with
his permission, to the next superior up the line of
command. For personal questions as well as in the event
of illegal actions toward him by other servicemen, the
draft permits turning to the military procuracy for pro-
tection but only “with special necessity.” For instance, if
you have been beaten up, then it is possible that an
extreme necessity has arisen.

But this certainly is not a constitutional standard. It
contradicts the law. Including the Law on the USSR
Procuracy and the Law of the Status of Judges in the
USSR. Of course, no room was found for it in the
combined-arms regulations. We must now move to a
situation where a serviceman possesses a sufficient
amount of rights. But in any event, his constitutional
right to a court defense in no way must be limited to just
the regulations.

[A. Pchetintsev] I support this idea. The level of legal
guarantees of rights is actually high, when any citizen can
turn to the court. This is set out in Part 2 of Article 58 of
the USSR Constitution. Pursuant to this standard, the
USSR Supreme Soviet in 1987 adopted the USSR Law
“On the Procedure for Protesting to the Court Illegal
Actions by Officials Infringing the Rights of Citizens.”
There a provision is found according to which actions
related to ensuring the nation’s defense capability cannot
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be protested to the court. Such a general and hazy
formulation in essence has deprived all servicemen of
the right to legal defense.

Lenin’s demand to provide each citizen with the right to
prosecute any official before the court without a petition
to superiors thus remains unfulfilled.

[A. Ukolov] In the broad sense, the Law “On the

"Procedure for Protesting to the Court Illegal Actions by

Officials Infringing the Rights of Citizens” extends to
servicemen and to the members of their families. As for
the special procedure for the protesting by servicemen of
actions of commanders and superiors, this procedure,
although limiting the sphere of application of the law,
nevertheless makes it possible to assess the actions of
officials not only from the viewpoint of effectiveness and
this is not done by the court.

It is also possible to point out that the current legislation
provides a serviceman with the right to protest the illegal
actions of officials in the Armed Forces both up the line
of command in accord with the Disciplinary Regulations
as well as to the military procurator. The Regulation
Governing the Military Procuracy does not contain any
restrictions related to the presence of a special procedure
in the Armed Forces for protesting the actions of offi-
cials.

[Leader] What guarantees our rights and how are they
realized?

[S. Ilyushin] Prof Koblikov has stated correctly that the
court should act as the guarantor of rights. In the Armed
Forces, this is the military tribunal.

[Leader] Here we have already mentioned the right of
the servicemen to protest the actions of officials. But
why only officials? Certainly an officer, warrant officer
or reenlisted man should be able to protest the actions,
for example, of the housing commission. Clearly the
problem must be viewed more broadly. On a level so as
to provide the right of protest not only for actions of
officials but also collective bodies.

[S. Ilyushin] Undoubtedly. At present, the military tri-
bunals are an implement of struggle merely against
infractions of the law. However, I feel that a process is
underway of gradually turning them into an instrument
for the legal defense of the servicemen. Certainly within
those limits which are outlined by the law, the military
tribunals do a good deal to provide real protection for
the servicemen.

Each year we examine a large number of cases (one-fifth)
in which soldiers, sailors, sergeants and petty officers are
held liable for encroaching on the honor and dignity of
other servicemen, that is, the rights of victims are
protected. Over the last 5 years, the number of absolu-
tions has doubled. There has been the process of reha-
bilitating servicemen unjustly condemned in previous
years and so forth.
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In a word, we have enough problems. We are working on
solving them. Thus, amendments of legislation are
expected which, I would propose, will make it possible to
more fully realize the right of any serviceman to turn
directly to a court. For now, the mass information media
correctly continue to raise the problems of the ill-fated
Lists No 1 and 2 which for individual categories of
individuals establish a special (not court) procedure of
protest.

This is an anachronism. Just like the special procedure of
protest set for servicemen. In accord with this, a soldier,
seaman, sergeant or petty officer in a number of
instances is deprived of the right to resort directly to the
tribunal. What is a soldier, seaman, sergeant or petty
officer doing there? Even a military procurator does not
have the right to protest an illegal decision by a com-
mander, although even V.I. Lenin insisted on such a
procedure. A procurator now protests illegal actions to
the superior command which sometimes judges them, as
in the 1920s, not from the viewpoint of legality but
rather from the viewpoint of advisability.

[Leader] What is specifically being done by your depart-
ment about this now?

[S. Ilyushin] As for now, in the draft of the new Law on
Military Tribunals, amendments are planned only in
criminal legal proceedings. As for civil cases, for now
everything remains as it was. This question must be
reviewed and the servicemen must be provided with the
main guarantee of their legal protection, that is, the
opportunity to turn directly to the court.

[A. Pchelintsev] But certainly the draft of the Law on
Military Tribunals has already been presented for review
by the USSR Supreme Soviet. What has prevented this
important provision from being incorporated in it?

[S. Ilyushin] Generally nothing has prevented this....

[N. Bay] Why is it that in making studies and creating at
present new legislation, we do not take these problems
into account and do not incorporate in the laws a
mechanism for resolving them? It turns out that even
now everything comes from Lev Trotskiy. And we leave
the military tribunals only a punitive function.

[S. Ilyushin] You now how, unfortunately, at times we
work on the laws. Those who have participated in this
can confirm that it is always faster, faster.... It is merely
a matter of getting it done, but it is not important how.
If one speaks about the preparing of the Law on Military
Tribunals, then there was no question of anything dif-
ferent except criminal and civil policy under army con-
ditions. It is a good thing that this is coming to a head. In
time, clearly, a mechanism for resolving it will be set
down in some law.

[N. Bay] Regardless that a good deal has been said here
already on this question, I have a question for Col
Ilyushin. We can see that the problem has not been
solved because the military tribunal does not take
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civilian cases. But are these civilian suits if they are
involved, for instance, with housing and rest on the
commander? Or take the question of findirtg jobs for the
wives of servicemen and much else. I would like to learn
whether the military tribunals are ready to assume the
corresponding functions of the people’s courts? Or does
this contradict something?

[S. Ilyushin] No, it does not.
[N. Bay] Then what are the difficulties?

[S. Ilyushin] As always, it is the limited number of
workers of the military tribunals. When this question is
raised they say that there are no personnel. But a solution
to the problem would require at least a doubling of the
number of judges on the military tribunals.

[A. Koblikov] Let me reinforce this notion with the
following figures. Each year the nation handles approx-
imately 2 million civil cases in the people’s courts and
about 2.5-fold less criminal ones. It is not difficult to
imagine how the load would increase on the military
tribunals if they were to examine civil cases.

[S. Ilyushin] At present, the military tribunals each year
review just 2,000-2,500 civil cases.

[A. Ukolov] Of course, nothing is preventing the military
tribunals from assuming the functions of defending the
rights and interests of the servicemen. Proof of this is the
activities of the military tribunals in the closed garrisons
and in the groups of forces....

[N. Bay] That is precisely what I had in mind. When the
draft of the Law on Defense was being worked out, it did
not go to the TsFU [Central Financial Directorate]. But
certainly we, for example, were concerned with the
problems of some 1.3 million former servicemen or
reserve servicemen and the question of their interests
and their protection is acute. Clearly this and much else
must also be provided for. And so it turns out that we
work out laws for ourselves which are to our liking. This
is an abnormal practice. B

[A. Koblikov] I agree. Even Academician Kudryavtsev
wrote at one time that it is preposterous that the depart-
ments write laws for themselves. In a state under the law
this is equally strange. These would be laws “conve-
nient” for the departments.

The “Torments” of Legal Science

[A. Pchelintsev] For ensuring legal reform in the USSR
Armed Forces, including for a radical improvement in
the legislation concerning the status of the servicemen, it
is essenti