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Rusko na hranici
tisicrocia

ktoré sa rysujd v jej vadtornej i vonkajSej politike. Krajina po krachu
komunizmu a rozpade Sovietskeho zvizu vstipila do obdobia refo-

riem. Hoci ich zdkladny smer bol vybrany zjavne spravne, uskutocnili sa
uplne chaoticky a nedésledne a viedli ku krajne rozporuplnym vysledkom.
Vo sfére vnuitornej politiky sa skoncovalo s totalitnym poriadkom a Rus-
ko urobilo rad doéleZitych krokov na ceste k demokratizdcii. Ustava z roku
1993 deklarovala Siroké spektrum demokratickych prdv a slobdd a celkom
jasne zabezpecila prioritu ludskych prav. V krajine sa reguldrne uskutoc¢iiuji

Hranica tisicrocia sa pre Rusko zhoduje so zaciatkom vdznych zmien,
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volby, vznikol zna¢ny pocet politickych strdn, mimovlddnych organizicit,
ako aj prvky miestnej samosprdvy. Sucasne sa ukdzalo, Ze demokratické
reformy nie su také hlboké ako vo vidsine krajin strednej a vychodnej Euro-
py. Fakticky sa nereformoval systém stdnictva a zna¢nd cast Statneho apard-
tu. Kontrola zastupitelskych orginov vykonnej moci bola minimalizovana.
V mnohych regiénoch dplne chyba. Vytvorili sa v nich skuto¢ne autoritativ-
ne rezimy na Cele s miestnymi prezidentmi a guberndtormi, pricom ich ide-
ologickd orientdcia je Uplne réznorodd. Vicsina politickych strin md maly
a slaby vplyv, kedZe ich niekedy tvorf len lider (alebo niekolko lidrov) a ich
klientela.

V socidlno-ekonomickej oblasti urobilo Rusko rad krokov na ceste od
pldnovanej k trhovej ekonomike. Jednako aj tu sa vysledok javi nejednoz-
nacne: privatizdciu sprevddzali prechmaty a korupcia, ¢o sa stalo jednou
z pri¢in vzniku mocnych oligarchickych zoskupeni s obrovskym vplyvom
na vlddnu politiku a vdZne deformujucich trh. Rozpad mnohoro¢nych vy-
robnych vztahov existujicich v rdmci Sovietskeho zvizu bol tieZ pricinou
poklesu vyroby. Mohutny vojensko-priemyselny komplex sa skor rozvracal,
ako reformoval. Hlboké zmeny sa uskutocnili v socidlnej sfére. Stredna vrst-
va sovietskej spoloc¢nosti, ktord bola hlavnou oporou hnutia za demokraciu
a reformy na konci 80-tych a na zaciatku 90-tych rokov, nebola schopnd
prispdsobit sa novej situdcii a prakticky zanikla. Socidlna diferencidcia do-
siahla obrovské rozmery. Celkove sa krajina ocitla v dlhotrvajicej socidlno-
ekonomickej krize.

Vo sfére vonkajsej politiky sa nepotvrdili nddeje ruského vedenia, Ze
krajina sa moZe stat lidrom demokratickych a trhovych reforiem a viest by-
valé republiky Sovietskeho zvizu, ako aj niektoré byvalé socialistické kraji-
ny. Nepodarilo sa zachrdnit status velmoci, s ¢im vdZne pocitala politickd
elita na zaciatku 90-tych rokov. Navyse, v miere, v akej sa prehlbila socidl-
no-ekonomickd kriza a zvicsila zdvislost od zdpadnych uverov, Rusko zaca-
lo strdcat svoju velmocensku poziciu. V sicasnosti zostal Rusku z atribtitov
velmoci raketovo-jadrovy potencidl (vojenskd sféra) a rad privilégii v politic-
kej oblasti (miesto stdleho ¢lena Rady bezpec¢nosti OSN a niektoré dalsie).
V podmienkach rozsirovania euroatlantickych a eurépskych struktir je Rus-
ko v situdcii, ked musf hrat podla pravidiel, ktoré sa vytvorili bez jeho tcasti.
Tym viac sa zacala ¢rtat hrozba, Ze sa ocitne v ¢iastoc¢nej izoldcii. Rychly pad
pozicie krajiny vo svete v kratkom historickom obdobi bol vdZnym Sokom
pre vidsinu obyvatelstva Ruska.

Negativne javy sa zvldst zosilnili za posledné roky, ked bol vo funkcii
prezidenta B. Jelcin. KedZe utrpel pordZzku v usil{ vytvorit provlddnu vi¢Sinu
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v Stdtnej dume, fakticky sa zriekol reforiem a skoncentroval sa vylu¢ne na
manévrovanie s cielom udrzat si moc. Jednym z ndsledkov tohto stavu bola
ststavnd vlddna paralyza aZ rozvrat ¢asti Stitneho apardtu. Ekonomickd kriza
z augusta 1998 Sokovala vlddnucu elitu a jej vplyvné kruhy sa zacali prikld-
fat k nevyhnutnosti uskuto¢nenia izolacionistickej politiky. Takito mienku
vyjadrovali i niektorf predstavitelia oligarchie v presvedcent, Ze nemdzu v da-
nych podmienkach konkurovat silnejSiemu zdpadnému kapitdlu. V politike
oficidlnych kruhov sa zacala prejavovat tendencia dramatizovat medzindrod-
nu situdciu s cielom odviest pozornost obyvatelstva od vnutornych problé-
mov. Nakoniec sa zacal zostrovat problém Cecenska, nad ktorym stratili
federdlne drady kontrolu a ktoré sa zmenilo na ohnisko terorizmu a zlo¢in-
nosti. Vpdd islamskych extrémistov do Dagestanu, teroristické akcie v Mos-
kve a niektorych dalsich mestdch presvedcivo ukdzali, Ze ide nielen o dzemnu
celistvost krajiny, ale aj o bezpec¢nost spolo¢nosti. Prave preto dostala proti-
teroristickd operdcia v Cecensku takud podporu obyvatelstva a priniesla Puti-
novi, s ktorého menom sa spdjal jej zaciatok, zna¢nd popularitu.

Putinov tspech v prezidentskych volbdch viak nemoZno vysvetlovat iba
CeCenskou vojnou. Tento faktor bol podstatny pre rast jeho autority v augus-
te aZ septembri 1999. Neskor sa na prvé miesto dostali iné priciny. Hoci
Putin zastdval v priebehu niekolkych rokov vysoké posty v administrative
prezidenta a vlddy, do leta 1999 bol mdlo zndmy Sirokému publiku. Preto,
napriek tomu, Ze Jelcin vyhldsil, Ze chce, aby sa stal jeho ndslednikom, bol
voliémi prijimany ako novy clovek. Jeho dynamizmus na pozadi starého
a chorého Jelcina ddval nddej, Ze spolu s nim pride k moci novd, modernej-
Sia a cielavedomejsia generdcia. TizZba po obnove sa prejavila, ako sa zd4, aj
v tom, %e okolo dvoch tretin poslancov Stitnej dumy nebolo opitovne zvo-
lenych vo volbich v decembri roku 1999. Kandidatdra V. Putina sa pritom
hodnotila (dplne zasliZene) ako centristickd, schopnd vyhnit sa krajnostiam
lavicovych i pravicovych politikov, ktorych ststavnd konfrontdcia drdzdila
v poslednych rokoch znac¢nu ¢ast spolo¢nosti.

Je nepochybné, Ze prezident V. Putin zachovd taky smer rozvoja Ruska,
ktory bol zvoleny v 90-tych rokoch, no v jeho politike bude tieZ nemdlo
Specifickych ¢ft a osobitosti. Podstatnd c¢ast obyvatelov Ruska je unavend
neustdlymi otrasmi a nestabilitou. Istd ¢ast (predovetkym [udia star3ej gene-
rdcie) v suvislosti s tym pocituje nostalgiu za sovietskymi ¢asmi, a hoci si
drvivd vicsina neZeld ndvrat, chce prisne dodrZiavanie zdkona a poriadku.
Prdave ich tdZby sa usiluje vyjadrit sicasny prezident. MoZno preto predpo-
kladat, Ze zmeny v Rusku budu pokracovat, no budd mat skor evolu¢ny ako
revolu¢ny charakter.
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Pocas poslednych Jelcinovych mesiacov sa v politickych kruhoch a mas-
médidch dost aktivne diskutovalo o otdzke reformy Ustavy RF z roku 1993.
Prakticky v3etci sa vyslovili v prospech zmien, konkrétne ndvrhy vsak boli
velmi réznorodé, az diametrdlne protikladné. Sdm Putin sa vtedy vyslovil za
JSetrny vztah® k Ustave. Diskusia pokracuje i po prezidentskych volbdch,
ktoré sa uskutocnili 26. marca 2000, aj ked v ovela menSej miere. Pravdepo-
dobne sa Ziadne kardindlne zmeny Ustavy neuskuto¢nia. Najpravdepodob-
nejsie su nasledujiice dve zmeny. Prvi — predlZenie obdobia prezidentskych
pravomoci zo Styroch na sedem rokov. Druhd — posilnenie kontrolnej funk-
cie federdlnych orgdnov vo vztahu k subjektom Federdcie. Myslienka zruSe-
nia volieb guberndtorov a ich vymenuvanie vlidou bude asi tazko prijatd
napriek tomu, Ze sa za fiu prihovdra ¢ast guberndtorov, ktorf sa nazddvaju,
7e bude lah8ie ziskat priazeni jednej osoby — prezidenta — ako podporu tisi-
cov voli¢ov. Jednako sa paky vplyvu federdlnych organov v regiéonoch, zrej-
me iv rdmci rozsirenia prezidentskych pravomoci, nepochybne posilnia.
Zelanie Casti guberndtorov posilnit kontrolu nad miestnymi samospravami
formou kompenzdcii sa javi zloZitejsie. Dosledky méZu byt negativne.

Urcité zmeny mozno v najbliZsich rokoch ocakdvat aj v Struktdre politic-
kych stran Ruska. V 90-tych rokoch podnikli pravicové kruhy niekolko po-
kusov vytvorit vlastnd politickd stranu. Napriek tomu, Ze ani jeden z nich
doteraz nebol dspesny, inicidtorské organizacie uZ riesili niektoré dlohy, no
postupne aj tak stratili vplyv. V3etky boli viac-menej spité s byrokratickou
masinériou, a preto boli samy dost byrokratizované. Zdroveii sa akékolvek
zmeny vo vzdjomnych vztahoch sil vnutri pravicovej byrokracie prejavovali
aj na situdcii v strane, ¢o obvykle viedlo k poklesu jej aktivity. Pred volbami
do Stdtnej dumy v decembri 1999 vzniklo spolocensko-politické hnutie Jed-
nota podporujice V. Putina, ktoré dosiahlo v tomto zmysle dobré vysledky.
V sucasnosti sa Jednota hodld premenit na politickd stranu. Momentdlne je
tazké povedat, nakolko bude tento pokus dspesny.

Na lavom kridle bude este dlhy ¢as dominovat Komunistickd strana Rus-
kej federdcie. Jej pozicie budid podla vietkého slabnit, kedZe vicsina jej
Clenov su ludia v dochodkovom a predddchodkovom veku. Ideologickd
koncepcia KSRF zachovdva vernost tradi¢nym principom marxizmu-leniniz-
mu a na rozdiel od vicsiny komunistickych stran byvalej vychodnej a stred-
nej Eurdpy sa prakticky nepretransformovala na socidlnodemokratickd stra-
nu. Odrddza to predovdetkym mlddeZ a vyznamnu vrstvu podnikatelov
a inteligencie. KSRF nehrozi zdnik vzhladom na to, Ze sa jej podarilo ndjst
dolezity dovod svojej existencie. Stala sa stranou obhajujdcou zdujmy doto-
vanych odvetvi a regiénov.
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VizZnejSie zmeny moZno ocCakdvat na pravom kridle. Pocas volieb do
Statnej dumy v decembri 1999 a prezidentskych volieb v marci 2000 viedlo
hnutie jabloko a jeho lider G. Javlinskij velmi zaujimavd kampan, ktord bola
jednou z najlepsich tak metédami realizdcie, ako aj droviiou organizdcie.
Napriek tomu sa pocet hlasov za Javlinského a jeho stipencov nezvysil.
Navyse Jabloko stratilo vyznamné pozicie v Sankt-Peterburgu, ktory bol v 90-
tych rokoch bastou jeho vplyvu. Zdroven je zrejmé, Ze vplyv G. Javlinského
je ohrani¢eny na cast demokratického elektordtu nespokojného s politikou
oficidlnych orgdnov, ktord nemd tendenciu k rozsirovaniu.

Zuvdz pravicovych sil (ZPS) dostal Putinovu podporu vo volbiach do Dumy
v decembri 1999 a dokdzal nielen prekonat 5 % bariéru (¢o sa mu nepodarilo
v roku 1995), ale aj predbehnuit jabloko. V druhej polovici decembra sa vnimala
koalicia Jednotya ZPSako samozrejmd, v polovici janudra v3ak vznikol konflikt
v stvislosti s dohodou dvoch najvicsich frakeii v Dume — Jednotya komunistov
— o rozdelen{ veducich postov vo vyboroch Dumy. ZPS sa pripojil k druhym
malym frakcidm prechodne bojkotujicim zasadania komory. Nedokdzal viak
vytvorit jednotnu poziciu v prezidentskych volbach, ¢ast jeho ¢lenov podporo-
vala V. Putina a ¢ast guberndtora Samary K. Titova. Na jar roku 2000 zacali ZPS
a Jabloko aktivne rokovania o zaloZenf jednotnej demokratickej koalicie. Je vSak
mdlo pravdepodobné, Ze budu dspedné. Existuje silnd nevraZivost nielen medzi
lidrami, no aj medzi privrZencami a radovymi ¢lenmi tychto organizacif.

Blok Otecestvo — Vsia Rossija na Cele s J. Primakovom a J. Luzkovom sa
podla vietkého pousiluje primknut k vlddnucej strane. Perspektivy LDSR V.
Zirinovského su ¢oraz menej priaznivé. Tito strana pravdepodobne nedoka-
Ze v buddcich volbdch prekonat hranicu 5 %. Systém politickych strdn v Rusku
sa viak takymto sposobom sotva stane ustdleny a stabilny, aj ked sa istd
tendencia v tomto smere urcite zacina prejavovat.

Vzdjomny vztah s oligarchiou bude pre prezidenta Putina zloZity prob-
lém. V sdcasnosti sa usiluje od nej diStancovat, demonStrujic samostatnost
prezidentskej moci. Skoncovat s jej vplyvom, alebo ho aspoti obmedzit, to je
dloha, na rie3enie ktorej je potrebné dlhé ¢asové obdobie a existencia priaz-
nivych vndtornych, ako aj medzindrodnych cinitelov.

Vo vztahu k Cecensku sa ocakdva prijatie nelahkych rozhodnuti. Nevy-
hnutnost zac¢atia hladania politického rieSenia konfliktu je zrejmad, ale prob-
lém spociva v tom, Ze proti federdlnym orgdnom stoji nie jedno, ale mnoz-
stvo rozli¢nych zoskupeni, niekedy navzdjom otvorene nepriatelskych.
Niektoré z nich majd extrémisticky charakter a celkove odmietaji mierové
urovnanie. V tychto podmienkach je velmi zloZité ndjst formulu pre zaciatok
mierovych rokovanf (ani nehovoriac o ich obsahu).
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Nakolko prevlddne tendencia k vnutropolitickej stabilizdcii, to v mno-
hom zavisi od socidlno-ekonomického rozvoja Ruska v najbliZ§ich rokoch.
Nové ruské vedenie md v tomto smere v imysle konat rozhodnejsie — pred-
pokladd sa zabezpecenie stabilného rastu HDP na nie mensej ako 10 per-
centnej drovni, aby dobehlo Spanielsko a Portugalsko. Podla vietkého, su-
Casné vedenie prejde pri zachovani regulativnej funkcie stitu k zmenSeniu
byrokratickej kontroly na niZ3ej drovni. Nepochybne sa uskuto¢nia kroky na
zaistenie bezpecnosti investicif vratane zahrani¢nych. Principidlny vyznam
md ndzor nového ruského vedenia na odmietnutie jednostrannej orientdcie
na export ropy a plynu prevlddajicej v 90. rokoch. Rusko sa bude usilovat
o zaujatie dostojného miesta na svetovom trhu, tam, kde je to moZné, zahf-
flajuc aj export zbrani.

Vo vonkajsej politike Ruska st tieZ pravdepodobné niektoré zmeny. Bude
Vv nej viac pragmatizmu a realizmu, pozornost sa bude viac venovat zabezpe-
¢eniu ndrodnych zdujmov Ruska, zvldst v oblasti ekonomiky. Nové ruské ve-
denie si uvedomuje, Ze zdroje krajiny si obmedzené, a preto nemoZe preten-
dovat na dlohu velmoci a zasahovat do rieSenia vietkych problémov a konfliktov
vo svete, ako to robil Sovietsky zviz. Sucasne si Rusko chce zachovat velmo-
censky status a ako také zaujat miesto vo svetovom spolocenstve.

Ruské vedenie prejavilo doraznu necitlivost na tlak Zdpadu v suvislosti
s CeCenskymi udalostami, jasne demonstrujuic, Ze vdzemnd celistvost a bez-
pecnost spoloc¢nosti su pren najdoleZitejSie. Zdroven sa usiluje pokracovat
v dialégu so Ziapadom a v rade pripadov ho aj rozvijat. Na rozdiel od B.
Jelcina, ktory v roku 1996, v ¢ase svojej predvolebnej kampane, poloZil hlavny
doraz na otdzku rozsirovania NATO, V. Putin nikdy nevyuZival protizipadnu
rétoriku, hoci to mohlo na jeho stranu prildkat ¢ast lavicovych a nacionalis-
ticky naladenych volicov. Na zaciatku tohto roka Rusko obnovilo vztahy so
Severoatlantickou alianciou, ktoré boli prerusené na jar v roku 1999 kvoli
kosovskej krize. V. Putinovi sa podarilo presvedcit Stitnu dumu, aby ratifi-
kovala Dohodu START II a niektoré dalsie dohody. Rusko a Eurépska tnia
vypracovali dokumenty ku stratégii vzdjomnych vztahov, pricom viacero vy-
chodisk oboch strdn sa zhoduje. Paralelne s tym Rusko aktivizuje svoje vzta-
hy aj smerom k Azii — Japonsku, Cine, Indii. Jednou z priorit ostdva rozvoj
Spolocenstva nezavislych Statov, aj ked dvojstranné vztahy zacinaji niekedy
zohrdvat vyznamnejSiu dlohu ako mnohostranné.

Odhliadnuc od zna¢nych tazkosti, Rusko vstupuje do 21. storocia s urci-
tym optimizmom a nddejou.*

|

* z ruského origindlu prelozila Alena Kotvanouvd
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changes in its home and foreign policy. After collapse of commu

nism and disintegration of the Soviet Union the country entered an

era of reforms. Tough their general direction was chosen apparently correc-

tly they were absolutely chaotic and inconsistent and led to extremely con-
tradictory results.

Home policy finished with totalitarian order and Russia made a set of

important steps on its way to democratisation. The 1993 Constitution decla-

red a wide spectrum of democratic rights and freedoms and perfectly clearly

Millennium frontier is for Russia identical with a beginning of serious
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secured human rights priority. There are regularly held elections in the co-
untry, quite a big number of political parties, NGOs and elements of local
self-government were established. In the same time democratic reforms ap-
peared not to be as deep as in the majority of Central and East European
countries. Justice system and major part of the state apparatus were virtually
un reformed. Control of executive representative bodies was minimalised.
Many regions are short of it. Real authoritarian regimes were created there
headed by local presidents and governors and their ideological orientation
is absolutely divergent. Majority of political parties has small and weak influ-
ence as they are sometimes formed by a leader alone (or several leaders)
and their clients. In socio-economic sphere Russia made a set of steps on her
way from planned to the market economy. Nevertheless the result is not
unequivocal here, as well: privatisation was accompanied by encroachment
and corruption, what becomes one of origins of powerful oligarchic grou-
pings with enormous influence on governmental policy and seriously defor-
ming the market. Also disintegration of long-term manufacturing relations
existing within the Soviet Union was a reason for production decline. Huge
military-industrial complex was more subverted than reformed. Deep chan-
ges were realized in social sphere. Middle class of the Soviet society, the
major supporter of the democracy and reform movement in the end of 80s
and beginning of 90s, was not able to adapt itself to the new situation and
practically disappeared. Social differentiation reached immense dimensions.
All together the country found itself in a long lasting socio-economic crisis.

Foreign policy did not confirm hopes of the Russian leadership that the
country can become a leader of democratic and market reforms and lead
former Soviet Union republics and some former socialistic countries as well.
The superpower status was not secured though political elite in the begin-
ning of 90s seriously counted with it. Even more, extend of deepening of the
socio-economic crisis and increase of dependence on western credits spee-
ded up loosening of Russia’s superpower position. Nuclear missiles potential
(military sphere) and a set of privileges in political sphere (UN Security Co-
uncil permanent member seat and some others) are today the only remai-
ning attributes of a superpower. Under Euro-Atlantic and European structu-
res enlargement Russia must play according to the rules set without her
presence. This fostered a threat of partial isolation. The fast fall of the country’s
world position during a short historical period was a serious shock for majo-
rity of Russia’s inhabitants.

Negative phenomena were especially strengthened during last years of
B. Jelcin’s presidency. Since his defeat in his efforts to create a progover-
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nmental majority in the State Duma he virtually gave up reforms and con-
centrated exclusively on manoeuvres aimed at preserving his power. One of
the consequences of this state was a permanent paralysis of the government
leading to disintegration of a part of the state apparatus. The August 1998
economic crisis shocked the governing elite and its influential circles started
subscribing inevitability of isolationist policy adoption. Some representatives
of oligarchy expressed this motion as well convinced they were not able to
compete the stronger western capital under given conditions. Official circles’
policy got tendency to dramatise international situation with the aim to di-
vert inhabitant’s attention from internal problems. Finally the Chechnya prob-
lem aggravated, federal authorities lost their control over it and it became
a centre of terrorism and criminality. Islamists extremists’ invasion into Da-
gestan, terrorist activities in Moscow and some other cities convincingly sho-
wed that not only country’s territorial integrity but also security of the society
is at stake. This is why the antiterrorist operation in Chechnya received such
inhabitants’ support and brought a big popularity to Putin, whose name was
associated with its beginning.

But Putin’s success in presidential election cannot be explained only by
Chechnya war. This was a fundamental factor for his authority growth in Au-
gust and September 1999. Later other causes got to the first place. Though
Putin during several years hold high positions in presidential and governmen-
tal administration, he was little known to the public before summer 1999. So
despite Jelcin’s declaration that he wanted him to be his successor the electo-
rate saw him as a new man. His dynamism on the background of old and ill
Jelcin gave hope that with him a new, more modern and purposeful genera-
tion will come to the power. Desire for repair was reflected, as it seems, even
in that two thirds of the State Duma deputies were not re-elected in December
1999 elections. V. Putin’s candidacy was at the same time rated (fully deser-
ved) as centrist, able to avoid marginalities of left and right politicians whose
permanent confrontation irritated a major part of the society during latest years.

It is indubitable that president V. Putin will preserve direction of deve-
lopment of Russia chosen in 90s but his policy will have quite a few specific
features and peculiarities. Major part of Russia inhabitants is tired from con-
tinuous upheavals and instability. The same people (especially older genera-
tion) in this connection feel nostalgia for the Soviet era and even though
overwhelming majority does not want return they want strict adherence to
the law and order. And their hopes are in focus of the current president. One
can therefore presume that changes in Russia will continue but will be more
of evolution than revolution character.



90 KONSTANTIN KONSTANTINOVICH CHUDOLEY: RUSSIA...

During the last months of Jelcin political circles and mass media discussed
quite actively an issue of the 1993 RF Constitution reform. Practically everybo-
dy supported changes but particular proposals were very divergent even con-
tradictory. Putin himself then called for “considerate attitude” to the Constitu-
tion. The discussion continues even after presidential election hold on 26%
March 2000 though in a much smaller degree. Probably no cardinal changes
of the Constitution will be made. Two following changes are the most probab-
le: First — prolonging the presidency period from four to seven years; Second
— strengthening the control function of federal authorities in relation to federal
subjects. The idea of cancelling elections of governors and their appointment
by the government will be hardly accepted even despite support of some
governors who believe it is easier to win favour of one person — the president
— than support of thousands of voters. But still the influence of federal autho-
rities in regions probably also in the framework of presidential powers wide-
ning will be strengthened. Wish of some governors to strengthen their control
over local self-governments in a form of compensations seems to be more
complicated. Its consequences might be negative.

Some changes in Russia’s political parties structure can be expected du-
ring next years. In 90s right wing circles made several attempts to create their
own political party. Despite the fact that until now none of them was succes-
sful the initiating organisations were solving several problems, but gradually
lost their influence anyway. All were more or less connected to the bureauc-
ratic machinery so they themselves were quite bureaucratised. Also any chan-
ges in mutual relations of right wing byrocracy internal forces influenced the
party internal situation what usually led to its activity decline. Before the
December 1999 State Duma elections a socio-political movement the Unity
appeared supporting V. Putin in what it reached good results. Today the
Unity intends to change itself into a political party. It is difficult to say now
how successful the attempt will be.

The left wing will be dominated by the Communist Party of the Russian
Federation for a long time. Its positions will weaken, as majority of its mem-
bers are pensioners and people in pre-pension age. CPRF ideological con-
ception keeps faithfulness to traditional principles of Marx-Leninism and
contrary to the majority of communist parties of the former Central and
Eastern Europe has practically not transformed to the social democratic par-
ty. It discourages mainly youth and a significant number of entrepreneurs
and intelligentsia. There is no end threat to CPRF as it managed to find an
important reason for its existence. It became a party defending interests of
subsidised branches of industry and regions.
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More important changes can be expected on the right wing. During the
1999 State Duma elections and March 2000 presidential election Yabloko
movement and its leader G. Yavlinskiy led very interesting campaign that
was one of the best both by methods of realisation and by the level of
organisation. In spite of this number of votes for Yavlinskiy and his suppor-
ters did not increase. Yabloko even lost its important positions in Sankt-
Peterburg, that in 90s was a centre of its influence. It is also obvious that
Yavlinskiy’s influence is limited on a part of democratic voters dissatisfied
with the official bodies’ policy that has no tendency to grow. Union of Right
Powers (URP) gained Putin’s support in the December 1999 Duma elections
and managed not only to overcome the 5% barrier (it did not managed in
1995) but to outstrip Yabloko, as well. In the second half of December the
Unity and URP coalition was seen as self-evident, in the middle of January
a conflict appeared concerning an agreement of two most powerful factions
in Duma — Unity and communists — about leaders posts division in Duma
committees. URP joined other small factions temporarily boycotting the cham-
ber meetings. But it did not succeed in creating a unified position in presi-
dential election, part of its members supported Putin and part governor of
Samara K. Titov. In spring 2000 URP and Yabloko have started active nego-
tiation on establishing of a new unified democratic coalition. But their suc-
cess is of low probability. There is strong hostility among not only leaders
but supporters and ordinary members of these organisations, as well.

Otechestvo — Vsya Rossiya bloc led by Y. Primakov and Y. Luzhkov will
apparently try to get nearer to the leading party. Perspectives of LDPR of V.
Zhirinovskiy are less and less favourable. This party will probably not be
able to overcome the 5% border in the next elections. But the political par-
ties system in Russia will not become settled and stable this way even tho-
ugh some tendency appears here.

Mutual relationship with oligarchy will be a complicated problem for Pu-
tin. Today he is trying to distance himself from it demonstrating independence
of the presidential power. To end or at least limit its influence is a problem
that needs long time period and favourable internal and external factors.

As far as Chechnya is concerned uneasy decisions are expected. Necessi-
ty of the start of looking for the political solution of the conflict is evident but
the problem lies with the fact that there exists not one but a number of
different anti federal groupings that are sometimes openly antagonistic to
each other. Some of them have extremist character and refuse peaceful set-
tlement all together. Under these circumstances it is very complicated to find
a formula for a start of the peace negotiation (not speaking about its con-
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tent). How much will the tendency towards internal stabilisation prevail
depends very much on Russia’s socio-economic development in next years.
The new Russian leadership intends to act more decisively — stable GDP
growth at a level not lower that 10 % is expected to catch up with Spain and
Portugal. Apparently the current leadership will lower the bureaucratic con-
trol on the lower level while preserving the state’s regulatory function. Un-
doubtedly steps for securing the security of investment including foreign
ones will be made. New Russia’s leadership’s motion to refuse unilateral
orientation on oil and gas export predominating in 90s is of crucial impor-
tance. Russia will seek a respectful position on the world market where it is
possible, including an arms export.

There is probability of changes in Russia’s foreign policy as well. There
will be more pragmatism and realism there; attention will be focused more
on securing national interests of Russia, especially in economy. The new
Russian leadership is aware of the fact that country’s sources are limited so it
cannot pretend the superpower position and intervene into all world prob-
lems and conflicts as the Soviet Union used to do. But Russia wants to keep
the superpower status and occupy such a position in the worldwide society.

Russian leadership showed strong insensitivity to the West’s pressure con-
cerning the Chechnya events clearly demonstrating that territorial integrity
and security of the society are more important. It is also trying to continue
the dialogue with the West and develop it in a number of issues. Contrary to
B. Jelcin who in 1996 during his election campaign stressed the NATO enlar-
gement V. Putin never used anti western rhetoric though it could attract left
and nationalist voters. In the beginning of this year Russia renewed its rela-
tions with the North Atlantic Alliance that were interrupted in the spring
1999 for the Kosovo crisis. V. Putin managed to persuade the State Duma to
ratify the SNV-2 Treaty and some other agreements. Russia and the European
Union prepared documents about the mutual relations strategy while several
basis of both sides are identical. In the same time Russia is activating also her
relations also towards Asia — Japan, China, and India. Development of the
Commonwealth of Independent States remains one of the priorities despite
that bilateral relations sometimes play more important role than multilateral
ones. Allowing for significant difficulties Russia enters the 21* century with

certain optimism and hope.*
|

* do anglického jazyka prelozila Katarina Zdkovd



