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Interview: Yuri Chernichenko

Russian government broke,
can't pay for winter bread

by Rachel Douglas

The president of the Farmer Party of Russia describes the
grain acquisition crisis in Russia this summer as the worst
since 1927 and 1928. In those years, peasants in the Soviet
Union refused to sell grain to the state at prices far below
what they needed to function. The dictator Josef Stalin re-
sponded by starting the forced collectivization of agriculture
and the slaughter of the most productive farmers, under the
banner of “de-kulakization” (elimination of the kulak, or
prosperous peasant).

In 1992, the collapse of grain procurement would feed
into an unprecedented political crisis, Yuri Chernichenko
wammed in a late-August discussion with EIR.

On Aug. 25, he reported that less than 14% of the grain
harvested in Russia had been sold to the state, which is still
in charge of most bread production. The rest could spoil,
but the Farmer Party leader said the prevailing attitude of
producers was, “Let it spoil, rather than sell it at these pric-
es.” The Yeltsin government was then offering 10 rubles per
kilogram of grain (10,000 rubles per metric ton). By Sept.
4, according to /zvestia, 5 million tons more had been deliv-
ered to the state, or 19% of what was threshed to date, but
that was still less than half of the minimum total required.
The average price was up to 12 rubles.

The supply of bread, the main dietary staple in Russia, has
already become erratic in Moscow neighborhoods. But if the
procurement price were raised to the vicinity of 20 rubles per
kilogram, which is what major grain-producing areas are be-
lieved to be holding out for, it would mean bread prices of 40
or 50 rubles per kilogram. A pensioner in Russia receives only
about 1,000 rubles per month, and many salaries are in the 2-
4,000 ruble range. Bread prices at that level, Chernichenko
predicted, would provoke “massive dissatisfaction.”

Meat and dairy producers will be slaughtering more of
their herds, according to Farmer Party leaders, for similar
reasons. They expressed exasperation at the incompetence
of the Russian government on this vital matter. Briefed on
the inability of dairymen to command a breakeven price,
Prime Minister Yegor Gaidar told a Farmer Party delegation
that if some dairy herds were cut in half, the laws of the
market would kick in, and the price would be better. This is
the advice dispensed by the head of government in a country

EIR September 25, 1992

where per capita meat consumption has dropped to less than
half the normative consumption levels of a decade ago.

‘Your main task is the harvest’

Yuri Chernichenko, president of the Farmer Party of Russia,
was interviewed by Rachel Douglas in Moscow on Aug. 25.
Also participating in the conversation were Arnold Litvinov,
Farmer Party deputy chairman, who is also a member of the
Moscow City Council, and Viktor Kiryanov, chairman of the
Farmer Party in Altai, in south-central Siberia.

EIR: Tell us, please, what you have to say about prices and
about Yeltsin, about the similarity of the current situation to
the 1920s, and what you call the centaur.

Chernichenko: The centaur, according to ancient Greek my-
thology, was a being that united two different natures—the
nature of a horse, and that of a man. The present situation recalls
the centaur, because the market economy, with the hegemony it
allocates to prices, is trying to sit in combination with the
structures of the chairmen’s or directors’ corps, which was
created for the precise purpose of ensuring that there be no
prices, no market relationships. There was the command, the
plan, and there were bread products. That was it.

We always knew for sure: Vasha glavnaya zadachalubor-
ka i khlebosdacha! [ Your main task is the harvest and deliv-
ery of grain!] Everything was clear. You brought it in, and
you shipped it off.

And no one in the whole wide world could understand
why people in the U.S.S.R. were such idiots, that between
the field and elevator, they did not have their own store-
houses. What kind of loonies are they? Are they brain-dam-
aged? No, indeed. That was part of the system, according to
which you cut the grain, and then instantaneously, the very
same night, dispatched it to the elevator, even 70 or 80 kilo-
meters away. And you were left without the grain. Because
your obligation, your assignment, was to ship the grain off
there. There wasn’t any discussion about prices. The collec-
tive farm itself did not set them. That was not its business.
The collective farm is a structure, within which people are
absolutely indifferent to prices. They would receive a small
salary in kind.
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EIR: Please describe the situation at this moment.
Chernichenko: The situation now, half-way through August,
is that Russia has harvested and threshed 58 million tons of
grain, but has sold scarcely more than 8 million tons to the
state.

The remaining 50 million tons of grain, both what the
farms grow for themselves, and what they grow for sale, is
lying on the farms, including farmsteads, including elite hog-
raising establishments, etc. It is not being sold. There is a
kind of silent struggle going on between our White House
[Russian government] and people who work in agriculture.

It would be sheer raving nonsense to say that the agrarian
workers are absolutely right and the White House is a miser.

EIR: Who is proposing what kind of prices to whom?
Chernichenko: So far, the situation looks like this. Picture
aman who has come to a huge market, a marketplace in Paris
or, say, Rome. He comes in, and he yells at the top of his
lungs, “For tomatoes, no more than a thousand and a half li-
rrrrrrrrrras ! That’s what he does. And then some other crazy
hollers, “Who’s that madman yelling there about a thousand
and a half liras?” And then there is trade back and forth: Who
will buy, for how many liras, right? And then, “Meat! No
higher than $3, on the hoof!” What kind of a market is that?
That is the market we have here. It is the horse who is yelling,
the yelling is from the bottom half of this brand-new struc-
ture, this centaur.

So they go on yelling. And the answer is, okay, keep
yelling, that’s your business. But the ones who are yelling
represent the interests of the budget, the interests of the so-
cially destitute layers of the population, the interests of the
Army, and so forth. This is not raving, this is simply the
current situation in Russia. If it were possible to raise the
purchase price for grain to between 16 and 20 rubles [per
kilogram], this would lead to a monstrous rise in the prices
of food products like bread—which would rise to 40 or 50
rubles per kilogram—and would also absolutely ruin our
animal husbandry. Animal husbandry is unprofitable as it is,
but it would become absolutely pointless. So the person who
is yelling, “No more than 10 for a hundredweight,” and so
on is not so stupid; it’s just that he doesn’t have it.

The problem is that we continue to have a social situation,
in which tens of millions of people living below the poverty
level look to the government. They have no way to survive.
All of us here earn something or other, but there are people
who are simply deprived of anything.

EIR: You remarked that President Yeltsin recently said
there would not be famine.

Chernichenko: The President said there would be no fam-
ine, evidently having in mind certain extreme phenomena.
We haven’t defined what famine means. It is the condition
of Leningrad, surrounded by Hitler’s forces, or 1933, when
in Ukraine and Kuban millions of people died. Or the 40-day
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vegetarian fast of our Orthodox at Lent; six weeks, during
which it is forbidden in the Orthodox faith to eat meat, fat,
milk, and so forth. '

EIR: You said that Yeltsin has given responsibility for agri-
culture to Gen. Aleksandr Rutskby, the vice president, and
a special staff of 14 people?
Chernichenko: The staff for carrying out the most urgent
agrarian measures is headed by Vice President Aleksandr
Vladimirovich Rutskoy. This situation is very similar to the
common folklore plot, in which a hero is ordered: “Go there,
he knows not where/Get that, he knows not what/But if he
come not soon, it’s the gallows at noon.” And he goes. You
have that in all folklores of all peoples. So agriculture, due
to various circumstances, was assigned to him, to Rutskoy.
People came out of Moabit Prison alive; but from Soviet
official agriculture, not a single leader ever escaped.

|
EIR: What about the advisers from the Chicago school?
Chernichenko: The Chicago boys, as they—Gaidar in-
cluded—call themselves, are the group of co-thinkers who
comprised this government. Now they are getting heavily
diluted with other structures, a different mentality and a dif-
ferent concept. But the most ¢lementary, simple, crude
things—to ship food to the north, because there is snow on
the ground there, or to save the :potatoes there, or to bring
tomatoes from the lower Volga and sell them here—require
a staff of pragmatists, of realists, to deal with them.

This is normal military strateigy, and how strategy is di-
vided. You have a [19th-century: German General] Moltke.
Kriegstrategie—war strategy. This is a lofty matter. And
then you have someone like [Nazi Economics Minister
Hjalmar] Schacht, your pragmatist, who deals with practical
questions, like how best to annihilate Russia. You have your
pragmatist who wipes out 20 million people in Russia, while
your theoretician is off somewhere else. Now in the case we
are talking about, this division applies as follows: On the one
side are the Chicago boys, and on the other, the colonels. Or
whoever they are, maybe not colonels.

We of the Farmer Party had an executive committee
meeting, and we polled the people on the committee: What
should be done?

They replied: Support the pragmatic efforts of Rutskoy,
and do not make alliances with any other party.

Kiryanov: About the price on grain, we made an analysis
that showed that the ones raising the price are the ones who
do the worst—the chairmen of loss-making collective farms.
In order to somehow keep afloat today, they raise the biggest
racket of anybody and raise the igrain prices. The medium-
sized, stronger farms today are satisfied with a price of 8-
10,000 rubles [per ton], becauseitheir cost price is very low
and profitability is high. But the ones who are worst off of
all and are on the verge of bankruptcy from their very first
steps to the market, are now de¢emanding subsidies. In the
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past, they got subsidies; today, they want to get them via the
purchase prices.

Chernichenko: This is a political attempt to save the struc-
ture, the monopoly.

Litvinov: Yes, precisely a political attempt.
Chernichenko: Political salvation. This is not economics
as such.

Litvinov: But to the extent that, in what remains of that
system at various levels of power, you have ensconced the
very people who earlier were in the Communist Party, we
have a paradox. Or if not a paradox, then a situation you
could describe this way: The top is democratic, but at the
base are sitting the former party structures. And they fail to
carry out the new laws, and they make the ruckus that puts a
brake on all economic processes.

Kiryanov: The only person who could become director of
acollective farm or state farm, was someone who had worked
in the regional committee of the Communist Party. If he
hadn’t worked there, he would never become a leader. So
the majority of those remaining are leaders who robbed the
farmsteads, who went into administration, and who never
knew how to lead anything. They carried out instructions
that came from the Central Committee in Moscow.
Litvinov: The crux of the matter is that these are people who
were trained not to think, but to carry out orders. And landing
in a situation where you have to think, to find a way out,
make comparisons, analyze something, they are physically
incapable of doing this. And so, this political situation, where
the upper levels are democratic, but below are the old struc-
tures, all these people who do not know how and do not want
to think, is the most terrible. It is very difficult to change.
Because all cadre questions at the lower levels are being
decided by the people who decided them in the past.

EIR: What is the effect of the fact that the problem of the
right to own land has not been solved?

Kiryanov: This is fundamental today. As a state farm work-
er, I can receive 20 hectares of land. But not my family.
My wife is a teacher, my son a miller; they and the others
supposedly have land. It’s listed there on paper as part of
the state farm land. But they cannot receive the land. This
obstruction remains. When he was in Altai, Yeltsin said that
he would remove these reservations and that everybody could
receive land. But up until now, almost four months later, this
question has still not been decided.

Litvinov: And it won’t be. Something very clever was done
here, which the democratic forces underestimated. A law on
local self-management was adopted, on the soviets, which
gave all power to the lower levels of authority. Remember,
I said that we have “democracy” at the top and not at the
bottom. And according to this law that was adopted, the top
gave all the power to the bottom levels! And this law is now
in effect. They are doing whatever they want—they seize
land and they decide whether to give land or not.
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Bangladeshi migrants
are flooding India

by Ramtanu Maitra

India’s largest opposition party in the parliaments, the Bhara-
tiya Janata Party, has recently demanded the detection and
deportation of illegal Bangladeshis residing in India. Urging
the government of Prime Minister Narasimha Rao to take up
the issue on a war-footing, the chauvinist Hindu leaders of
the BJP claimed that at least 15 million Bangladeshi Muslims
have infiltrated into the border districts of the eastern and
northeastern states of Assam, West Bengal, Tripura, Bihar,
and Manipur, among others.

There is little doubt that the BJP, somewhat weakened
politically in recent days due to its failure to make any sig-
nificant headway on the religious strife at Ayodhya—their
bread-and-butter issue in the 1989 and 1991 general elec-
tions—is trying to gain some political mileage exploiting the
Bangladeshi influx issue. But no one could deny that a large
number of Bangladeshis have crossed over into India and
made it their home. The Bangladeshi government, ostensibly
afraid that an admission of such infiltration would give rise
to anti-Bangladesh sentiments in India and elsewhere, has
denied the existence of such an influx, while admitting that
border-crossing takes place due to a thriving smuggling
business.

The presence of Bangladeshis is omnipresent even in
Delhi, almost 900 kilometers from the Bangladeshi borders.
There are innumerable slums where the Bangladeshis can be
found in force and, east of the Yamuna River, the direction
in which Delhi is growing by leaps and bounds, an area which
is even indentified as “Bangladesh.”

An explosive situation

A recent study by journalist Sanjoy Hazarika, sponsored
by the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, and Harvard
and Toronto universities, has brought to light the enormity
of this migration. According to the study, a little less than
the present population of the entire Australian continent had
migrated from East Pakistan (1947-71) and Bangladesh
(1971-91) to India. Obviously, not all the migrants are illegal
residents. Many, particularly in the late 1940s and 1950s,
were Hindus leaving the newly formed Islamic Republic of
Pakistan. Nonetheless, Hazarika’s study points to some im-
portant findings which force the question: Can Bangladesh
remain a viable economic and political entity, and, if not,
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