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Abstract

This thesis analyses the emergence, development and political significance of the Ukrainian Green
Movement - Zelenyi Svit - and the Green Party of Ukraine - Partiia Zelenykh Ukrainy (P4U) - In
the Sovict/post-Sovict context ol political change. The cmergence of the Ukrainian Greens is
studied in relation to Soviet eco-culture, rooted in pre-Revolutionary thinking on the environment
and which continued to exist as a sub-culture during the Soviet period. It is argued that this eco-
culture not only contributed to the emergence of the Ukrainian Green Movement, but that it also
provided it with a theoretical framework and with already experienced activists. However, having
not only a positive impact on the emergence of the movement, this current of thought also
facilitated Zelenyi Svit's split into two groups in December 1994, All the same, this thesis suggests
that eco-culture may play a significant role in creating awareness of the environment in Ukraine,
as il is not perceived with the same amount of scepticisin and suspicion as 'imported’ thinking on
the environment generated in the West. Besides, there is an enormous interest in Ukraine in the
past. The Greens could benefit from this interest by highlighting the environmental traditions of
the past, while combining them with contemporary international environmental thought, rather
than focusing cniircly on the latter.

The study of Zelenyi Svit and PZU/ more generally is combined with an in-depth analysis of
the campaign against expansion of the South-Ukrainian Energy Complex, conducted by the
Nikolaev oblast Zelenyi Mir starting in 1988 and continuing to this day. This thesis covers the
period 1988 to 1994, Research on Zelemyi Svit and PZU was conducted through in-depth
interviewing, observation, archival research and a survey of several Ukrainian newspapers during
three field-trips to Ukraine. A survey was also conducted among district and regional groups of
Zelenyi Svit in June 1994, This thesis represents the first attempt at studying the Ukrainian Greens
in-depth. Most of the sources and information appearing in Chapiers Three, Four, Five, Six and
Seven are therefore new.

Some attention is also given to the similarities/differences between the Ukrainian Greens and
similar movements in the West. It is argued that although in some respects similar {o the latter in
that they opposed the existing ceconomic and political system of their country (i.c. the USSR) as
being anti-environmental from relatively early on in their campaign, there were also similarities
with Green Movements in developed couniries, which tend to campaign for the livelihvod of their
local communities and thus the very existence of their people. In Ukraine, the Chernoby! accident,
nuclear power and extensive chemical pollution were seen as threats not only to the country's
environment but also to the very existence of the people inhabiting this environment. Thus, to the
Greens their campaigns were not only aimed at reducing pollution, but were also prescnied as a
struggle for survival.

Although the cruphasis of this thesis is on the emergence of and internal developments within
Zelenyi Svit and PZU, the interaction between the two and on their campaigns, considerable
attention is also given to the Ukrainian Communist Party and its changing attitude towards the
environment in general and nuclear power in particular. The relationship between the CPU and
the Greens is also studied in-depth. By referring extensively to correspondence between the CPU
and the CPSU now available in the Ukrainian State Archives for Public Movements and not yet
published, it is argued that the CPU relatively shortly after the Chernobyl accident started to voice
its concern over and opposition to the CPSU's plans to expand nuclear power in Ukraine,
providing a number of arguments for not doing so. It is commonly argued that the Greens
successfully pressurised the CPU and the CPSU into making concessions on the nuclear power
issue. In reality, the situation was far more complex: although the CPU could not apenly side
with the Greens and did not want to be seen as "giving in' to too many of their demands, it was able
to exploit widespread support for the Greens to support its requests vis-a-vis ‘Moscow'. Thus, it
seems more plausible to conclude that the two benefited mutually from one another.
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Introduction

The aim of this thesis is to study political actors in the Soviet/post-Soviet context of political
chanye and to assess their impact on political decision-making within this context. [ will focus on
Ukraine and look at the emergence, development and political significance of the Green
Movement of Ukraine, Zelenyi Svit (Green World) and of the Ukrainian Green Party, Partiia
Zelenykh Ukrainy (PZU).

Ukraine has been chosen as the geographical focus of the thesis for a number of reasons.
Firstly, it ts the third largest of the forier Soviet republics, with a territory and population the size
ot France. Ukraine’s geographical and strategic location makes it a particularly important country
to Western Europe. Its efforts to join Europe and its potential role as a bridge-builder between the
former East and the West are in themselves reasons good enough to start a study of the area.

Secondly, for a long time Ukraine was considered to be one of the most conservative of the
former Soviet republics. Political reform was introduced much more reluctantly and with greater
difficulty than was the case in for instance the Baltic Republics. As such, research on Ukrainian
politics is important for comparative purposes. Unlike the Baltic States, which were the most
focused upon immediately prior to and after the collapse of the Soviet Union, much of Ukraine has
been a part of the Soviet Union almost from its very beginning. The Western parts of Ukraine,
however, were incorporated into the Soviet Union only in 1939. Unlike the rest of the country, the
Western areas have been considerably influenced by Western Europe - a substantial proportion of
the population is Catholic - and they also have a democratic tradition - albeit a short one. Ukraine
is thus also interesting as it provides us with an opportunity to conduct a comparative analysis
within one single territorial unit,

Thirdly, Ukraine has been chosen as the focus of this thesis is ‘green politics’. Chernobyl is
located in Ukraine, and although Belorussia suffered the most from the nuclear fall-out in the
aftermath of the accident in 1986, Ukraine was alsc badly affected. Aliogether there are five
nuclear power stations on Ukrainian soil and these have been (and still are) a source of dispute
since the Chernobyl accident. Further, Ukraine accounted for not only 25% of the Soviet Union’s
industry output, but also 25% of its total pollation. Moreover, Ukraine was also affected by
transboundary pollution emanating primarily from Poland and the former Czechoslovakia.
Extensive poliution of the air, rivers and soil was beginning to take its toll by the tate 1980s and
issues such as nuclear safety and the environment ranked high on the Ukrainian political agenda
during the late 1980s and early 1990s.

Finally, Zelenyi Svir was among the very first independent political movements to emerge not

only in Ukraine, but also in the former Sovict Union. The cnvironment was at least initially




considered a relatively harmless (i.e. non-pelitical) issuc and cnvironmentalists were keen on
stressing that the movements/groups they set up were non-political and as such posed no threat to
the CPSL:. It soon became clear, however, that the environment and politics were inextricably
linked with one another, and as the boundaries of glasnost and democratisation were pushed out
further and further, the Green Movements, not only in Ukraine but also in the other former Sovist
republics, became more and more politicised. By linking environmental pollution to people’s
health, the Greens, headed by well-known figures such as the writers Serhii Plachynda and lurii
Shecherbak, succeeded in mobilising the public behind their cause and achieved substantial
concessions from the Ukrainian authorities, particularly in the period 1988-1990. Members and
sympathiscrs of Zelenyi Svit were cleeted to the USSR Congress of People’s Deputies in 1989 and
also (o local and district councils throughout Ukraine in 1990. What was morc, in 1991 the second
leader of Zelenyi Svit, lurii Shcherbak, was appointed Ukrainian Minister of the Environment. A
vear later, he was sent to [srael as Ukrainian ambassador. His predecessor as leader of Zelernyi
Svit, Leontyi Sanduliak, was appointed Ukrainiun ambassador to Romania the same year. Thus,
the Greens were able o influence the Ukrainian political process both through ad-hoc aclivities
and through established political channels.

Comparative studies are popular among obscrvers of Green polities’.  Although some
attention is given to the differences/simtlarities between the Ukrainian Green Movement and
similar movements in Western Burope, the emphasis is on the former. I have consciously chosen a
very detailed approach, studying Zelenyi Svit and PZU in depth, as their history has not yet been
written. It is my view that we need a solid understanding of the Ukrainian Greens themselves
before we can endeavour to make a proper cross-country analysis. To do both in one thesis is
unfortunately not possible due to limited space, budget and time constraints. Due to an enormous
amaount of previousty unpublished and until recently non-accessible information, the length of this
thesis is above average. In my view this is justifiable as very little has so far been published on the
Ukrainian Green Movement and it is therefore not possible to refer the reader to books and articles
providing him/her with a background tfo the topic covered in this thesis. Moreover, the few works
that have so far appeared on the subject are to some extent misleading as they do not cover the
fopic in depth and are not backed up with factual evidence®.

is/ ntation of Chapters
In Chapter One [ try to develop a [ramework within which to explain and study the emergence of

the Ukrainian Greens. [ first look at their emergence within the context of Gorbachev's political

" For an overview, see Philip D. Lowe and Wolfgang Riidig, ‘Review Asicle:_Political Bcology and the
Social Sciences - the State of the Art’, British Journal of Political Science, vol. 16, pp. 513-50.
* See Chapter Three for details,
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reforms but argue thar this in itself is not sufficient to explain their emergence. I then look at
political participation and the environment prior to 1985, arguing that the student druzhiny
(student nature guards) and members of the creative intelligentsia, who opposed environmentally
harmful objects prior to glasnost and democratisation, paved the way for and took an active part in
setting up green movements not only in Ukraine, but also in other Soviet republics during 1986
and 1987. Wherceas the Soviet doctrine at this time can be condensed as follows: ‘Nature is
merely a tool to serve the purposes of Man’, an alternative current of thought (Man is an intrinsic
part of Nature and Nature has infrinsic value), whose roots can be ftraced back to pre-
Revolutionary Russia and Ukraine, existed as a sub-culture during the Soviet pre-Gorbachey cra,
providing a philosophical framework and the skills needed 1o establish a Green Movement. Thus,
the emesrgence of the Greens was not simply a spontaneous reaction to glasnost and
democratisation, but the result of a long process that can be traced back to the pre-Soviet period. I
also argue that this ‘eco-culture’, as I have chosen to call i, influenced the argumeutsl used by the
Greens in their campaigns to save the Ukrainian environment and have ait importaat role o play in
the Greens’ future work. Combining this ‘eco~culture’ with green thinking on the environment as
developed in the West might prove a more fruitful approach than blindly adopting Western
theoretical frameworks while ignoring the rich philosophical, cultural and religious environmentai
legacy of the Slavs.

In Chapter Two I first try to identify the reasons why the Soviet Union suffered such
extensive environmental problems - in spite of strict legislation to reduce poliution to a minimim
and arguments to the effect that for ideclogical reasons the Soviet system was by far more
environmental than that of the capitalist West. [ then took at environmental reform under
Gorbachev and assess its significance. Finaily, I look at environmental problems in Ukraine and
the link between pollution and health, as well as policy changes that took place in this area duting
the late 1980s/early 1990s. The position of thc CPU is examined with materials from the
Ukraintan State Archives for Public Movements, and I also make extensive usc of the transcript of
the environmental session of the Ukrainian Parliament, which took place in February 1990.

Chapters Three and Four account for the emergence and development of Zelenyi Svit, from
1987, when it was founded, until December 1994 when it effcctively split into two movements.
Firstly, I look at the emergence of the Green Movemeut, linking this process to the concept of Slav
eco-culture, arguing that there are two currents of thought within the Movement; one “Ukrainian’,
which seeks inspiration from Ukrainian/Russian science, literature and culture, and one smalier,
‘globalist’, which is more preoccupied with the international green movement and its political
framework. These two currents clashed on numerous occasions, eventually facilitating the split of

the movement. Considerable attention is also given to the interaction between the greens and the




CPU and the development of this relationship over time. As the thesis includes a case-study of the
campaign against the Tuzhnoukrainsk Energy Complex, the emphasis of this chapter is on infernal
developments within Zelenyi Svit. The following topics are covered: membership composition,
policies, strategy, public support, political representation, discord within the movement, links to
the international green movement and Zelenyi Svif's political impact.

The emergence and development of the Green Party is analysed in relation to general
developments in Zelenyi Svit in Chapter Five. At its first congress in October 1989, Zelenyi Svit
passed a resolution stating its intent to set up a Green Party once this became politicalty possible.
In Tebruary 1990 the CPSU changed article 6 of the Soviet Constitution, thus opening up
apportunitics for political parties other than the CPSU. The Green Party of Ukraine was founded
in April 1990 as the ‘political wing’ of Zelenyi Svit. As the green movement was composed of
people of very different political beliefs, however, disagreement soon arose as to what exactly
should be the relationship between the two. Special emphasis is therefore given to the relationship
between the movement and the party. | also look at the history, theoretical framework, policies
and strategies, resources and political signiticance of the Green Party. The chapter also addresses
the mobilisation potential and public support of the Green Party, political representation and its
relationship to other political parties. Finally, [ try to place the Green Party in the Ukrainian
political landscape, arguing that the Party has failed to utilise its potential due to a lack of clarity
on political issues and due to poor leadership.

Chapters Six and Seven focus on the Iuzhnoukrainsk Energy Complex (Nikolaev oblast) and
the campaign organised by the green movement in the region to prevent further expansion of this
station. I look at how the Greens mobilised broad public support against such expansion, how they
developed arguments against it and alternatives to it and how they interacted with the rclevant
political decision makers at & locul, regional, Ukrainian and {prior to the coliapse of the USSR in
December 1991) Soviet level, with an emphasis on relations belween the CPU and the Greens and
on relations between Greens in Nikolaev oblast and in Kiev. T also look at how general political
and economic change in the USSR/Ukraine affected the campaign and the way in which it was
conducted.

Chapter Bight relates the emergence and the significance of the Ukrainian Greens to those in
Western Europe. [ first look at the theoretical framework of Zelenyi Svit/ PZU, contrasting this to
green political thought in the Wes(.  Although there are similaritics, there are also differences.
These differences, shaped in part by Slav ‘eco-culture’, as well as the very different political
framework within which the Ukrainian (Greens operate, has shaped their agenda and made it in
some respects different from that of the West European Greens. A close examination of the

Greens and the issue of Ukrainian independence is conducted to show that while different, the




Ukrainian Greens are still committed (o the international green device of ‘act locally, think
globally’.

A second issue addressed in this chapter is Inglehart’s concept of post-material value change
and its reievance as a means by which to explain the emergence of green movements/parties in the
Ukrainian case. [ argue that this concept is not very useful as an explanation in the case of the
former USSR. However, there are also significant similarities between Greens in the West and
Ukraine (educational level of members, types and means of campaigning), making it difficult to
liken the emergence of the green movement in Ukraine to that of similar movements in developing
countuies - although the aspect of survival has very much in common with third world movements.
Whereas in the latter case locals sometimes organise campaigns to protect their livelihood (forest,
land, etc.), in the Ukrainian case the Greens are fighting against the degeneration of an entire
nation, causcd by radiation and chemical pollution of the drinking water, air, soil and food
products to a level where genetic defects on a large scale are feared.

Green activists are highly educated and initially, like Greens in the West, many of them
opposed the dominant political doctrine (‘state socialism’ in the USSR, ‘capitalism’ in the West)
as being anti-environmental. In that sense also Zelenyi Svit was an ‘alternative’ movement. But
whereas the Green Movement in the West emerged pradually in response to growing disillusion
with the existing political/economic system and the pollution it generated, in the USSR it emerged
spontancously - as a mass movement - uniting a less homogeneous group of people, not ail of
whom shared the same commitment to alternative thinking as was the case in the West.

Finally, in Chapter Nine, T discuss the significance of Slav eco-cullure in shaping the
Ukrainian Green Movement. 1 specifically look at how arguments used in the campaign against
further expansion of the [uzhnoukrainsk Energy Complex were linked to this concept and how this
made the campaign different from similar campaigns undertaken by greens in Western Europe.
Similarly, I look at the significance of eco-culture in fuelling the conflict between members of the
Green Party and Zelenyi Svit, the argument being that the latter are more comunitted to this concept
than the former.

I ask whether or not the Ukrainian Green Movement has a future, given serious conflicts
within the movement and given the political and economic situation in Ukraine at the present time.
Prior ta the declaration of Ukrainian independence the Greens argued that once independence had
been established, adequate measures to protect the environment could be taken. However, recent
political decisions indicate that concern for the environment has been replaced by the need to
assert Ukrainian independence. 'Thus a moratorium on the construction of new nuclear reactoss
passed by the Ukrainian partiament in Scptember 1990 was overturned by presidential decree in

March 1994 on the grounds that Ukraine needed nuclear power to avoid dependence on Russia in
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the energy seclor. Similarly, despite protests from Greens, a decision was made in late 1994 to
allow for the construction of an oil terminal not far from Odessa. Due to financial hardship and
growing disillusionment with politics generally, the public is now, uniike what was the case before
1991, very difficult to mobilise. A number of possible scenarios regarding the future of the greens
are identified with this in mind, as is the potential role of eco-culture and assistance from the

Greens in the West for each one of these.

Methodology/Approach

The research for this thesis was carried out during three field trips to Ukraine in 1991 (August),
1992 {June-August) and 1994 (March- June). Information about the emergence and development
of Zelenyi Svit and PZU were obtained through extensive interviewing of and numerous
conversations and discussions with key members of the movement/party as well as from Zelenyi
Svi’s archives. 1 also rely on hand-written accounts of Zelenyi Svit/PZU/ meetings supplied by
individual members. During my visits to Ukraine I was allowed to sit in on internal meetings of
Zelenyi Svit/PZU and also accompanied a group of PZU supporters from Kiev to Zakarpatia in
April 1994, Liubov Karavanska, a member of PZU, made it to the second round of the
parliamentary elections in the Irshava district, and Kiev Greens went there to conduct a short pre-
clection campaign and also ta observe the clections themselves. During the spring of 1994 1 was
able to access CPU documents on the Greens and on nuclear power in Ukraine in the Ukrainian
Archives of Public Movements (Kiev), which shed new light on the CPU’s attitude towards the
Greens and also revealed substantial opposition within CPU towards plans to expand nuclear
power on Ukrainian territory. [ was actively encouraged to access and photocopy as many
documents as possible - an ‘agitator’ was even provided for this purposc - as the archives were
short of funding!

Most of the information used for this thesis was collected in Kiev and through extensive
interviewing of Kiev activists. Although [ was able to talk to activists from the various regions
during organisational meetings of Zelenyi Svit and PZU in Kiev, a questionnaire was distributed to
all the regional groups in June 1994, Although the sample of my survey was rather small (see
appendix for details) thus preveniing me from generalising loo much, it is still valid as expressing
the opinion of regional leaders on a number of issues. It is particularly important to know how
Greens in the regions think about various issues, as Zelenyi Svit defines itself as a grassroots
movement. [ have also benefited from SSEES’ collection of Ukrainian newspapers and journals
and from the Ukrainian Press Agency’s collection of press releases and newspapers from Ukraine,

which Taras Kuzio gave me access to in 1991, Martin Dewhirst took out a subscription of Ukraine

[6




Today (Ukrainian Media Digest compiled by Radio Liberty in Munich), which gave me aceess 1o
transcripts from Ukrainian radio/TV as well as other relevant informatton.

The case-study on the campaign against expansion of the luzhnoukrainsk Energy Complex in
Nikolaev oblast was carried out in June 1994. Extensive talks with incmbers of the Nikolaev
oblast Green Movement and with Viktor Bilodid of luzhnoukrainsk were combined with archival
work and access to Anatolii Zolotukhin’s personal archive and correspondence. The Nikolaev
oblast state archives have a substantial collection of materials (letters, petitions, fact sheets, reports
and newspaper cuttings) on this campaign donatcd to it by Nikolacv Zelenyi Mir, and in the Kiev
State Archives for Public Movements [ came across CPU documents and reports on the
Tuzhnoukrainsk Lnergy Complex that complemented the former. Staff of the Nikolaev newspaper
Radianske Pribuzhzhia were also very helpful in providing me with newspaper cuttings, as were
the staff of the Nikolaev State Library. Ala Korzheva, a reporter at the oblast TV station, kindly
allowed me o watch reports she had made on the Inzhnoukrainsk Energy Complex, and Viktor
Bilodid showed me the areas in Iuzhnoukrainsk that would have been flooded had plans to expand
the Energy Complex gone ahead.

In my thesis 1 have done one in~depth case study of the campaign against expansion of the
Iuzhnoukrainsk Energy Complex. Similar campaigns were conducted by Greens against
expansion of the Rivne, Khmelnitskyi and Zaporizhzhia nuclear power stations. A massive
campaign to prevent the Crimean nuclear power station on the Kerch Peninsula from being
completed and attached to the power grid was also organised by the Crimean Greens, and the Kiev
Greens together with locals in Chyhyryn prevented the Chyhyryn nuclear power station from being
built. Whereas I would have liked to conduct a comparative study of all these campaigns, this was
simply not feasible due to a limited budget and time constraints.

‘The advantage of doing one in-depth case study, however, in my opinion outweighs its
limitations. A large amount of archival materials on nuclear power is available in the Ukrainian
State Archives on Public Movements (Kiev), and studying it allowed me to gain a better
understanding of how the nuclear issue developed and how it was handled by the CPU in the
aftermath of the Chernobyl accideat. It is commonly argued that the Green Movement influenced
and shaped the CPU’s stand on this issue, Official documents from the time, however, reveal that
the situation was much more complex. The CPU’s opposition to further expansion of nuclear
power in Ukraine emerged gradually before Zelenyi Svit was founded in Decemboer 1987, and it
seems that the CPU then used Zelenyi Svir's and the public’s concern to justify its own position,
which became increasingly radicalised vis-a-vis the CPSU during the fate 1980s and carly 1990s.
Cn the eve of his death in 1989 Shcherbitskii is even alleged to have apologised for allowing the 1

May Day parade to go ahead following the accident at Chernobyl. As will be seen in Chapter Six,




the views of CPSU oflicials and Greens clearly coincided on the issue of the Iuzhnoukrainsk
Energy Complex from the very beginning of this campaign.

In the summer of 1491 I carricd out a three month research trip to the Baltic States, Russia,
Beiorussia, Ukraine and Moldavia for the Ecological Studies Institute (london), for whom [ was
working as a Soviet Consultant at the time. This not only greatly enhanced my understanding of
the ins and outs of the Soviet system, but allowed me to gain insight into environmental issues also
in aveas of the Soviet Union other than Ukraine. During this trip [ had meetings and talks with
members of the green movements, members of parliaments and officials of the
Ministries/Departments on the Environment in each of these republics.

An article calied The Ukrainian Green Mavement: Nationalist or Internationalist? derived

from Chapter Eight of this thesis was published by Avebury Studies in Green Research in
Perspectives on the Lnvironment 2, in 1995, Parts of Chapters One (intraduction on the Greens)
and Two (Boviet Environmental Policies) form part ot a repoit writlen for the Ecological Studies

Institute (A Report on a Trip to the Soviet Union, London 1992) and a paper on nuclear safety in

Ukraine, based on archival research in Kiev, was presented at a seminar at CICERO, Oslo, as part
ol a job interview in Januvary 1996.

As can be seen below, | have not translated quotes in Russian and Ukrainian info English.
‘1his has been done defiberately, to avoid any inaccuracies in translation and to give the reader a
chance to see the original wording of the documents quoted. Aadne Aasland created precedent on
this issue in 1994, when he submitted a thesis with quotes in Russian left uptranslated. I have
made extensive use of quotes, rather than summaries, to highlight the original sources maximally.
Ukrainian/Russian names, names of journais/newspapers and places referred to in the main text
have been transliterated for consistency. I have used the Library of Congress transliteration
scheme, with the omission of diacritics for both Russian and Ukrainian. Geographical areas
known abroad by their Russian names (e.g. Kiev instead of Kyiv, Dnicpr instcad of Dnipro) or
English names (e.g. South Bug instead of Ukrainian: Pivdennyi Buh and Russian: [uzhnii Bug)
are referred to by their Russian/English names. As regards footnotes, first references are written
out in full. Where the same source is referred to more than once, only the author’s name, vear of
publication and page number(s) are listed.

Funding for this thesis was obtained {rom the Norwegian Student Bank, the ORS Scheme
(1991/92, 1992/93) and Glasgow University {(the Glasgow Postgraduate Award (1992/93)]. The
1994 field trip to Ukraine was funded with a grant from BASEES and support from the Politics

Department of Glasgow University.
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1 Political Participation in the USSR and the Emergence of
Independent Green Movements

1.0 Introduction

The emergence of Green groups and movements in the former Soviet Union is largely referred to
as a phenomenon of the late 1980s. Even though voices critical of Soviet environmental policies -
ar rather the lack of such policies - can be traced back to the 1920s', these united only a handful of
individuals and were in most cases loose constellations, not organised groups. The type of
movements and groups that started to emerge from 1986 and onwards was unprecedented.

At the time of their emergence, no proper framework existed within which to analyse them.
A number of different approaches were therefore chosen by researchers in the field. Some
political scientists have chosen to apply Western models of political science as a tool enabling
them to get a better understanding of the new groups; thus Fish (1991) for instance, related the
emergence of informal groups to theories of civil society, Others, such as Pye (1990) have
elaborated theories of political change to explain the changes that took place in the Soviet Union
after Gorbachey came to power, culminating in the collapse of the USSR in 1991. Yet others
[White (1991), Sakwa (1990), Hosking/Aves/Duncan (1992)], rather than approaching their
subject through theoretical models, have explained the emergence of informali groups in general in
the former Soviet Union with reference to political and economic developments under Gorbachev.
Studies focusing more specifically on the Greens in the former Soviet Unton [lanitskii (1990,
1991, 1992, 1992% 1994), Dawson (1990, 1995)] tend to explain the emergence and/or
development of such groups within the context of sociological models developed outwith the
former USSR and for the study of similar movements in the West.

In my view, although the general political and economic changes that took place in the Soviet
Union following Gorbachev’s ascent to power explain how it became possible to set up
independent political groups such as the Greens, a more thorough understanding of the factors
underlying their emergence can be found only by looking to the past. Whereas Gorbachev’s
policies of glasnost and democratisation triggered the formation of Green independent movements,
the people initiating these movements had in most cases been working actively on environmentai

issucs prior to Gorbachev., Some had participated in the student druzhiny (Nature Guards) for

! See Ayrnac Baduep (Yvnep),

oxpada._npupoan (Mockma: [lporpeoc 1991) fur a dctdlled hlbtUl’) uf t‘:nwrunmcnhll aclivism in thc
USSR in the 1920s and 1930s.

22




Nature protection, others (writers and scientists) had been involved in the loosely organised
campaign to protect [.ake Baikal and/or the more tightly structured campaign against plans to
redirect the flow of the Siberian rivers to the South, which culminated in this controversial project
being abandoned by the Soviet Government in February 1986. ‘L'hesc people - already possessing
the knowledge and organisational skills required to successfully set up Green groups, many of
whom were also well known and respected among the Soviet popuiation - not only addeq weight
and credibility to the emerging groups and movements, bul were also highly sucuc;sf ul in
mobilising the population behind the demands raised by them.

Soviet official thinking on the environment, as will be seen below, was rooted in the idea that
Nature was there for the benefit of Man - to serve Man, so to speak - and had no intrinsic value in
itself. Those people who were actively trying to protect the environment prior to Gorbachev,
however, did not share (his view. Often their views on the environment were shaped by the ideas
of pre-Revolutionary thinkers, scientists, writers and philosophers as well as Slay cultural and
religious traditions, which I have chosen to refer to as ‘eco-culture’ and which during the Soviet
period co-existed with the official doctrine as a sub-culture. Thus, once it became possible to
establish independent Green movemcnts, not only were their founders and key activists
experienced ‘campaigners’ and/or well-known public figures; they also already had a theoretical
framework within which to operate.

Below, I will first outline the emergence of key Green groups and movements in the former
Soviet Union, relating this to Gorbachev’s policies of glasnost and democratisation. 1 will then
lock at polittcal participation on the environment in the Soviet Union prior to the emergence of
Gorbachev, arguing that whereas political participation in the USSR more generally took place
within carefully set and narcow limits, a higher degrec of autonomy and less stringent limits were
in place for ihe ‘environmentalists’. Finally, 1 will present my hypothesis with regard to ‘eco-
culture’, arguing that ‘eco-culture’ is not only helpful for understanding the emergence and
development of the Ukrainian Greens; it also has an important role to piay in the Greens’ future
attempts at creating awareness of and imbuing people with respect for the environment - which, in

turn, holds the clue to the future of the Greens themselves.




1.1 The Emergence of Green Groups and Movements under Gorbachev
{1986-88)

Although Gorbachev’s policies of perestroika and uskorerie (acceleration) were primarily aimed
at improving the state of the economy in the USSR?, they provided people with opportunitics for
more active participation in Soviet potitical life. In order for the ceonomy to be successfully
rcformed, constructive criticism of flaws in the economic system were encouraged. Glasnost
{openness) and demokratisatsiia (demoeratisation) were encouraged to gain the support of the
intelligentsia, and aftcr some time informal groups in support of perestroika began to appear, their
aim being to discuss how best to improve the performance of the Soviet economy and to support
Gorbachev’s policies of reform.

Wihereas the emphasis was initially on the economy, it soon became clear that many other
spheres of life, including the state of the environment, were directly linked to and affected by the
ailing Soviet economic system. Moreover, Gorbachev’s policies of glasnost and demacratisation
soon gained a momentum of their own, gradually expanding and redefining the boundaries within
which they were conducted and the issues which could be addressed.

The first informal Green groups came into being during 1986. Most of them consisted of only
a handful people and were conccrned with the cultural as well as the material/physical local
environment. In Moscow, for instance, a group emerged to save a 300-year-old oak tree on
Prospekt Kalinina from being uprooted. Other groups were set up to protect and restore historical-
cuftural monuments and buildings. In Leningrad a Counci/ for Cultural Ecology (Sovet po
ekologii kultury) emerged towards the end of 1986, as did the group Spasenie (Salvation). In
Ukraine, the Culturological Club and other similar groups were established in early 1987 (see
Chapter Three). Such groups appeared also in other republics.

Possibly the oldest of these groups, Vizes Adizsargs Kiub (VAK), emerged in Latvia in 1980.
Initially, ¥AK united people restoring architectural monuments, predominantly oid and abandoned
churches. Once the churches had been repaired, guitar concerts and other enfertainment were
organised in their premises. ln 1984 VAKX joined forces with the Centre fo Protect Monuments.
Members of the latter were studying Latvian [olklore and forgotten and banned writers and
gradually expanded its activities to include also environmental issues’. What V4K and similar
groups elsewhere had in common was that they were conservationist rather than political and as

such did not pose a direct threat (o the official authorities. To a great extent the leaders of these

? Ase Berit Grodeland, ssessmenn he Poiitical Significance 101 ’ ship, vi.Phil
dissertation, Glasgow, 1990.
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groups stressed (hat in no way were they to be considered political groups, Wilh the emergence of
glasnost they were viewed as a gond example of how constructive groups should operate. They
were therefore allowed to operate relatively freely.

Gradually, however, the culturological groups started to get politicised and new, more radical
groups, emerged. The Leningrad City Soviet's decision to pull down the Hotel Angleterre just off
51, Isaak's Square on 16-18 March 1987 caused one of the first controntations between official
authorities and Greens. Spasenie, which emerged in 1986 lollowing efforts to prevent the house of
the Russian poet A. Delvig from being torn down, took an active part in organising pickets and
meetings to save Hotel Anglcterre from demelition. One of Russia's most famous poets, Sergei
Esenin, commitied suicide in the hotel in the 1920s, and it was thus considered by many o be a
building of national significance. It is also interesting to note that Esenin belonged to the so-cailed
'countryside’ writers, of whose poctry Nature and the link between Nature and Man was the central
theme., These mectings were attended by several hundred people and were given extensive TV
coverage.

‘Two political events that took place in 1986 contributed to the radicalisation of the Green
Movement. In the winter of that year the CPSU Central Committec and the Supreme Soviet ot the
USSR issued a decree suspending the river-reversal project which had been adopted in 1982, The
idea of the project was to turn the flow of several Siberian rivers from thie North to the South and
usc the water to irrigate the dry lands of Soviet Central Asia, increasing agricultural and cotton
production there. A large number of Soviet writers and scientists had campaigned fiercely against
this project, and the suspension of it no doubt greatly boosted their morale. Moreover, it signalled
a change in official policies towards people critical of decisions on the environment. Earlier
loosely organised campaigns such as the one to save Lake Baikal ~ although visible to ihe public -
did not succeed in having official decisions overturned. The river-reversal ‘campaign’ turned this
trend, indicating that given valid arguments and perseverance, environmental campaigns could be
successful. Not surprisingly, therefore, scientists and writers who fought against the river reversal
project decided to formally join forces, The association Efologiia i Mir (Leology and Peace)
which was set up in Moscow in 1987 under the leadership of Serget Zalygin®, emerged at the
initiative of people involved in this campaign.

The second incident, possibly even more crucial than that of the river-reversal project, was
the accident at Chernoby! which took place on 26 April, 1986. The accident, and all the secrecy
with which it was surrounded, demonstrated clearly the need for more glashost - not only on the
environment, but in Soviet society as such. Besides, the authority of the Communist Party

received a serious blow, due to ifs inability to protect its people against such disasters and its

' Sergei Zalygin was a well-known writer and alse editor of the literary journal Novyi Mir.
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failure to take the measures required to minimise the impact of the accident on the population
living in contaminated areas, as well as on the cavironment, The accident also highlighted the
helplessness of individual republics faced with environmental disasters inflicted upon them by
‘Moscow’ through tndustrial and energy policies upon which they could exert only minimal
influence.

Related to this, the importance of environmental protection was stressed officially in the
aflermath of the Chernobyl accident (see Chapter Two). Novoe myshienie (new thinking) in Saviet
foreign policy came fo be a major component of perestroika. Soviet doctrine changed [rom
‘mutual coexistence’ to ’mutual interdependence’. On a number of occasions Gorbachev referred
to covironmental problems together with the struggle for disarmament - both global issues which
illustrated interdependence and which couid be solved only through international co-operation.

Finally, as a result of glasnost, statistical materials which had earlier been classified started to
appear in scientific journals and the geueral press. Access to mnedical data made it possible to
estimate the impact of pollution on health, and a large number of articles on concrete sources of
pollution and the danger they posed to people's health appearcd in newspapers all over the Soviet
Union. People generally became more aware of problems of pollution and the dangers they posed
not only to the environment in which they were living but also to themselves. Larger, umbrella
movements, co-ordinating the efforts of numerous local and regional groups, emerged in most
republics during 1987. These movements were for the reasons given above and alse due to
people’s rapidly emerging interest in politics more generally, highly successful in appcaling to
ordinary people for support. Significant campaigns to prevent further environmental destruction
and to improve the state of the environment were undertaken in most of the Soviet republics
during the late 1980s. Although most of the groups organising these campaigns claimed to be
non-pelitical, it very soon became clear that ecology and politics were inextricably linked.

A series of industrial and energy-generating projects was initiated in the Soviet republics iv
and after 1986. In Latvia, plans were made to build a hydroelectric power station on the Daugava
River running through the capital, Riga. Tf built, considerable areas of arabie land would be
flooded and several villages would have to be abandoncd. VAK organised a petition to halt such
plans and in the autumn of 1986 managed to collect 30,000 signatures. The Greens also succeeded

in winning the Latvian authorities over to their side and the project was eventually abagdoned”.
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The real break-through of the 1atvian Green Movement came a year later, in 1987, when VAKX
activists organised several demonstrations in Riga against the construction of a metro’. The first
demonstration was banned by the authorities, but a march through the old city stifl took place.
This issue united people, and VAK was formalty set up as the Latvian Green Movement in Riga in
the autumn of 1987. Among the initiators of the Green Movement were two journalists, one of
whom was Dainis Ivans, later to become vice-president of Latvia. [He was clected the first
president of VAK, VFAK was shortly afterwards otficially registered, as one of the first NGOs in
Latvia. Attempts to prevent the Riga metro from being built continued throughout the first months
of 1988. A big meeting attended by some 5,000 people was organised on 3 May that year and
shortly after, the project was cancelled’.

The metro issue became to the Latvians an issue of national significance, as building the
metro would not only cause economic and social problems - in addition to spoiling the appearance
of the old city - but also unwelcome demographic changes - an estimated 200,000 people would
have to be brought in from other republics to do the construction work. The issue was therefore
also picked up by the National Front, which was founded in the autumn of 1987 and probably
inspircd its environmental programme. A large number of Greens were involved in setting up the
Popular F ront®.

During 1988 VAKX successfully organised and carried out several other campaigns - against
the Sloka pulp and paper combine, which was polluting the holiday resort of Iurmala, and against
nuclear energy. FAK also organiscd pickets of military installations; in 1990 such a picket took
place in the Saldus region, where an old cemetery was being used as a testing site for bombs and
where graves were being destroyed as a result’. Local groups wers set up in Ventspils to
campaign against a huge ammonia combine and in Vidzeme to protect the area along the Gauia
river. Environmentalists in Liepaia also founded a Green group to address local environmental
problerms.

In Lithuanta, two major Green groups formed in Vilnius (Zhemina) and Kaunas (Aigaja)
respectively during 1988. In carly August 1988 representatives of both movements met, and it
was decided to set up a Lithuanian Green Movement. The Kaunas group, like VAKX, emerged as a
culturological group. In the early years (1986-88) Aigaja put all its efforts into protecting the Holy

Gertruda Catholic Church (17th century). It also restored and opened a museum in an 18th century
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house which had once belonged to a famous Lithuanian linguist. By 1988 the focus of attention
changed towards more environmental issucs, and a survey of the river Neris was carried out to
establish the state of the enviroument and monuments along the river. Starting this year, Afgaja
took part in annual campaigns to save the Baltic Sea, and in the early autumn of 1989 it
successfuily campaigned against military installations. Together with Zhemina, Atgaja succeeded
in preventing three blocks of the Kaishiadorsk hydro nuclear power station from being built (1988-
89), and shortly afterwards the two groups successfully campaigned against expansion of the
Ignalina nuclear power station'®,

Ziemina was established by scientists from the Lithuanian Academy of Sciences’ Ecological
Institute, Aware of the extent of environmental damage in Lithuania, they decided to set up a
mavement which would tackle environmenta! problems such as the Ignalina nuclear power station
and the Baltic Sea. Its first meeting took place in late 1987 and environmental problems and
possible solutions were discussed at length. Shortly afterwards, on 11 TFebruary 1988, Ziemina

as registered under the auspices of the Komsomol and the Academy of Sciences, and on | May
1988 the movement’s statute and programme were endorsed at its first congress. Within less than
a vear, Zieming had cstablished itself as a political force in Lithuania.

The Lithuanian Green Movement gaincd overwhelming support from the general public in its
struggle to prevent further expansion and to improve the safety of the Ignalina nuclear power
station. Although Ziemina had among s ranks nuclear physicists such as Zigmas Vaisvila,
gathering information about Ignalina proved difficult as most of the information was classified. In
addition, newspapers wore wary of printing such information supplied by the Greens, fearing
repercussions for leaking classified information. As a result, Ziemine eventually sei up two
laboratories with help from abroad, so that official information could be verified. The movement
called for an international commission to be set up to examine the station, as according fo
scientists it was unsafe aud there were indications that the surrounding environmeut was suffering
from radioactivity. Although the demand for an international commission was unsuccessful, plans
to construct a third nuclear reactor were cancelled, a number of improvements were made, and one
reactor was finally closed down. Military issues were also addressed by the Lithuanian Greens,
who i July 1990 organised the first peace march in the country, caliing for disarmament and the
closure of Soviet military bases on Lithuanian territory. In addition, the movement set up an Eco-
centre to compile a database on the state of the environment in Lithuanta.

The first Green group to emerge on Estonian territory was the Society for the Protection of

Monuments of Old Estonia, in late 1986. This group was, however, banned as several dissidents
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joined its ranks''. The Estonian Green Movement was initiated in eatly 1987, following an
announcement from Moscow in February that year to the effect that a new deposit of phosphorite
was to be opened for excavation In 1997-98'%. The opening of the new deposit would increase
phosphorite mining considerably and was likely to cause extensive environmental damage. North-
East Estonia accounted for nearly the entire phosphorite deposits of the USSR, Immcdiately after
the announcement Estonian journalists confronted representatives of the company in charge of
excavation and Estonian authorities with the information disseminated from the Soviet capital.
Once confirmed, these plans caused an emotional response among Estonians: were these plans go
ahead, Estonia’s best pastures would be lost and the level ot the groundwater was expected to drop
by up to 100 meters. In addition there was the danger that Estonia might be polluted by fertilisers,
heavy metals and radioactive substances. Air pollution would surge, due to large emissions of
sulphur dioxide, and the largest lake in Estonia, Lake Peipsi, and the Baltic Sea were likefy to be
affected. If the project went ahead, it would also cause a large increase in the number of Russian
worker immigrants in the already Russian dominated North-East.

The annual meeting of the Writers” Union in November 1986 provided the starting point for
the campaign against phosphorite mining in Estonia. The issue was brought to the attention of
Gorbachev during his visit to the republic in February 1987. However, on 25 February 1987 the
head of the all-union geochemical institute, Turii Jampol, announced on Estonian TV that mining
was about to start and that it would be extensive. In the following weeks Estonian newspapers
carried numerous articles against mining. The journalists were supported by lawyers claiming that
mining conflicted with the Estonian constitution. The Estonian Academy of Sciences opposed
mining as it found the preliminary research inadequate. Even the Komsomol opposed Moscow on
this issuc. A flow of protests followed during the next few months. Eventually the Estonian
Government had to succumb to public pressure and came down against the project”.

In Moldavia there was no such issue of national significance behind which the peopic of the
republic could unite, although extensive use of pesticides and herbicides in Moldavia’s agriculture
was having severe effects on people’s health and on the state of the environment. The Moldavian
Green Movement - Aktsiunda Verde - however, dates back to 1983, when a group known as Green
Action was established under the auspices of the Moldavian Journalists’ Union in Kishinev.
Initially this group consisted of some 30 inteilectvals who appealed to the public through petitions
and articles in the Moldavian cultural press and alerted the authorities to the environmental

degradation that was taking place in the republic. The group was especially concerned with the
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growing pollution of the rivers Dniestr and Prut, which had become a much debated issue af the
time. In November 1988, the group rearranged itself and appeared as Avia. The group continued
to call for change in what was called ‘forced industrialisation’ and the ‘indiscriminate
chemicalisation of agriculture’, as well as in access to basic data on the state of the environment in
Moldavia.

In 1989 Avia held its inaugural conference and six months later it was officially registered.
By this time the Green Movement was gathering pace. The Greens had now been joined by
Moldavia’s cultural and scientific establishment, strongly critical of the government’s perceived
fatlure to address the republic’s ccological problems. The Movement was also co-operating
closely with the Moldavian Democratic Movement in Support of Perestroika and the Alexei
Mauateevici Cultural Club.

In early 1989 the Green Movement fried to establish itsclf as a public organisation by calling
a constitutive conlerence in Kishinev on 25 February, which was sponsored by the Moldavian
Writers’ Union, film-makers and journalists. At the fast minute, journalists v\;ithdrew their
sponsorship following pressure from the authorities. Despite this, some 200 active supporters
turned up at the meetings, along with a Moldavian Communist Party Central Commitice Secrotary,
Vladislav Semenov, and a Kishinev city official, who declared the meeting illegal. The movement
was informed that a meeting could be authorised at a later date if they changed the camposition of
their steering committee and joined the government- controlled society ftor the protection of
Nature. Finally, the conference was forced to adjourn. The movement did, however, continue its
work. A Public Committee to Save the Prut River was established, headed by Valeriu Ropot of the
Biochemistry Institute of the Moldavian Academy of Sciences'®.

In December 1989, 4VIA participated in a meeting held in Moscow by USSR Geskompriroda
for the leaders of informal Green organisations where the leader of the Sociefy insisted that it was
imperative for AVIA and the official Sociely for Environmental Protection (MOQOP) to join forces.
Moidavia could not afford fo have two Green movemenis, he argucd. By co-ordinating their
efforts to improve the state of the environment in the republic, the Greens could actually be more
effective. The government was thinking of closing the Society down on the grounds that it was
inefficient, and rumours circulated to the effect that its finances would be confiscated. ‘the merger
was therefore considered by many to be of considerable significance. The two groups worked on
the merger for some months and in November 1990, AVZI4 and the Moldavian Society for
Environmental Protection reappeared as Akisiunda Verde - the Moldavian Green Movement. Not

everybody was happy with this arrangement. In particular AF74 supporters were sceptical, fearing
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that a merge would discredit this group and turn it into a part of the establishment. Supporters of
the merger, on the other hand, argued that whereas the Society had premises, cquipment and
money, A¥I4 enjoyed widespread popular support. A merger was therefore likely to strengthen,
rather than weaken, the Green Movement'”,

In Belarussia the foundation of the Green movement was made in 1986 when people
concerned with the high level of chemicat pollution in Minsk launched a series of protests. Many
of these people found their way into the National I'ront, which from the very beginning had a
strong commirment to enviroumental issues in generai and Chernobyi in particular. Afier some
time those peopie most concerned with environmental issues lett the Front to set up a separate
Green movemenl. During 1988 sceveral Green initiative groups were formed in various parts of
Belorussia. One of these was based in Minsk and headed by the writer Vasil lakavenka. Another
was organised by the Architects’ Union of the Belorussian Academy of Sciences. The Belorussian
Writers’ Union and Minsk State University were also involved in the preparations, and in 1989 the
founding conference of the Belorussian Ecological Union (BES) took place in Minsk. Vasil
Iakavenka was elected BES’s first president. At the BES Inaugural Congress, which took place in
Minsk in July 1989, he was replaced by Boris Zavitskii, professor of Homel University and from
1990 a deputy of the Belorussian parliament. A committee to help children who had fallen ili
[rom nuclear fall-out after the Chernobyl accident - Children of Chernobyl - was also established.

Unlike Greens in the Baltic States, the Belorussian Greens failed to unite behind an issue of
national significance. As pointed out to the author by Irina Holetska, a Minsk activist, whereas
Chernoby! was one of the major issues on the agenda of the Belorussian Popular Front, it was not
given the same significance by BES. The movement insistcd instead on adopting a broader
approach to the environment since, after the Chernobyl accident, many other aspects of
environmental protection were being neglected.  Another reason for this, claimed Holetska, was
Zavitskii’s evasive attitude towards Chernobyl. This might seem inconiprehensible o an outsider,
as Zavitskii was himself from the Homel district, which was scriously affected by radioactive fall-
out from Chernobyl. While in Minsk it was pointed out to me that Zaviiskii adopted a cautious
approach towards the Belorussian authorities as he was a party member and as a communist was
subject to party discipline'®, Zavitskii’s alleged refusal to let BES activists commemorate the
Chernobyl accident together with the National Front in 1990, for instance, caused considerable
dissatisfaction among rank-and-file members of BES, and the order was disobeyed by Minsk
activists. Moreover, Vasil lakavenka together with a large group of people’s deputics from the

USSR Congress of People’s Deputics requested the USSR Procurator General and the Belorussian
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Procurator General (o begin criminal proceedings against those responsible for exposing the
people of Belerussia to nuclear fall-out fram Chernobyl. Their anger was not just directed at
republican feaders. There was also a growing sense that Moscow had betrayed Belorussia, Not
only had Moscow actively covered up the accident; ministerial bureaucrats in Moscow had also
ignored or rejected the findings of Belorussia scientists'’ alarmed by their findings. Although
BES activists did do quite a lot of work on Chernoby}, BES failed to unite those concerned with
the effects of Chernobyl.

Without the backing of a strong movement uniting the efforts of the 90 or so Chernobyl
societies and groups that emerged in Belorussia following the accident in 1986, and with a public
reJuctant to take part in those actions inittated by BES, these scientists and activists had limited
scope for influence. Activists frequently expressed the view that the Ukrainian Greens were in a
much better position not only as they were better organised, but also as Ukrainian authorities had
adopted a more critical approach towards Moscow than did the Belorussian ones.

In Armenia an ecological group - Geiabatkar (Struggle for Survival) emerged in 1987, out of
concern with chemical pollution in the republic. On 17 Qctober 1987, a demonstration directed
against chemical enterprises and plans to build a nuclear power station took place in Erevan and
gathered some 2,000 people. Banners reading ‘Save Armenia from chemical and radioactive
genocide!’ were carried by some of those present at the meeting. A petition later sent to the USSR
Supreme Soviet carried some 1,500 signatures'®. In February 1988 Greens demonstrated against a
chemical enterprise in Abovian, and in December 1289 a picket of the Nairit chemical combine
was organised. Half a year later, this combine was closed down'”. The Greens also campaigned
against the Medzamor nuclear power station, not far [rom Erevan. This nuclear power station was
closed down in 1988, following the Armenian carthquake, which caused worries regarding its
abilities to withstand an earthquakem. The Armenian Green Movement later became involved in
the Nagomo Karabakh movement and its leader, Kh. Stamboltsian, at one point conducted a

hunger strike in support of the people of Nagorno Karabakh®'.

"7 One of these was Volkov, a former high-ranking officer of the Soviet Army, who in the inmediate
aflermath of the Cherncby! accident was involved in dratting maps showing the exact cancentrations of
radicactivity in the most affected parts of Belorussiasia. These findings were simply filed by the
Ministry of Defense and those people who had been involved were forbidden to speak about theiy
findings. Volkov, who was later elected a member of the Belorussiasian parliament from Pinsk, and
who was working activety through the parliament’s Chernobyl committee, was, when I talked with him
in 1997, busy trying to organise a factory that could produce clean baby food in his ome district.
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The Georgian Green Movement (the Ecological Associalion under the Auspices of the
Rustaveli Society) appeared in Aprif 1988 under the leadership of Grigol Tumanishvili, a professor
and cosresponding member of the Georgian Academy of Sciences, By the autumn of 1988 the
movement had successfully campaigned against the construction of the Caucasus mousntain
railway and prevented the construction of the Khudon high-altitude dam. It also succeeded in
preventing a cascade of artificial dams on the river Engori and the construction of a water
reservoir in Kakhetia. The Georgian Greens also opposed tree felling on Georgia’s mountains,
particalarly in Svanetia’’, Whereas the Armenian Green Movement succeeded in uniting the
people behind two issues of national significance - namely that of the Nairit chemical combine and
the Metsamor nuclear power station™ - it appears that the Georgians failed to unite around the
environment as an issue. Other issues, such as giving Georgian status as the national language of
the republic and the future status of Georgia itself within the Soviet Union, werc considered more
important.

In Kazakhstan, on the other hand, the dying Aral Sea and the issue of nuclear testing in
Semipalatinsk, on the border with Russia (Omsk district) proved a powerful incentive for the
establishment of a Green Movement. From the very beginning several Central Asian writers took
an active part in this process: Chingiz Aitmatov, a Kirgiz by birth and an ardent supporter of
perestroika, in the novel Plakha and other works depicted traditional Central-Asian life, in which
people lived in harmony with Nature. This life style was then contrasted with Soviet life and its
impact on the environment and Man. In November 1987 a Kazakh poet, Mukhtar Shakha.novu,
initiated a Committee on the Aral Sca, which was established by the Kazakh Writers’ Union. The
following year this commiftee expanded its activities to include also Balkhash and environmental
problems in Kazakhstan more generally. The Aral Sea Committec was set up with the blessing of
the authorities. This manifested itself in its membership, approximately 100 of whom were high-

ranking officials. Following an accident at Dzhamalkum in 1988 and Shakhanov’s sharp criticism

% Ibid., p. 38.

? The reason why the Armenian Green Movement so early on expressed views highly critical of all-union
authorities may also be explained in historical terms. Throughout history the Armenians have been
attacked and fought wars frequently with the Azeris, Furks and others. In 1915 and 19186, for instance,
the Turks kilted some 1 million people in what became known as the ‘Armenian genocide’ [ for details
see Bonanag Conerckas Jnmmkaonesus (1950), 2-0e w4, 1. 1, ¢ 65. For a more thorough analysis,
see The Armenian Genocide (Munchen: [nstitat fiir Armenische Fragen, 1987), vol. 1 and 2.7, and
there is a strong sense of Annenia as a victim among Armenians, Thus, they could easily see the
symbolism in chemical pollution imposed on Armenia from ‘Moscow’ and destroysag people’s health,
and also the potential dangers posed by the Metsamor nuclear power station should an carthquake
occur, and perceive them as yet another threat to the existence of the Armenian people.

* Shakhanov visited Glasgow in 1990 and gave a tatk at ISEES on Kazakhstan. During his visit T was able
to discuss the fate of the Aral Sea with himz. In 1989 Shakhanov was clecled a USSR People’s Deputy.

33




of the Ministry of Agriculture, the Ministry of Melioration and the oblast soviet, these officials
abandoned the committee and demanded that it be dissolved.

Around this time another Kazakh poet, Olzhas Suleimenov, the Chairman of the Kazakh
Writers” Union and from 1989 a USSR People’s Deputy, initiated the Nevada-Semipalatinsk
Movement, which called for the dismantling of all nuclear testing facilities on the territory of
Kazakhstan. The pretext for Suleimenov’s initiative was an emission of radioaclive substances
during nuclear testing in February 1989. Two days later a meeting attended by some 2,000 people
took place on the premises of the Writers’ Union, and less than two wecks later the group had been
registered by the Almaty executive committee. The Movement collected signatures against further
testing and also organised a conference on the effect of nuclear testing on people living in the
Semipalatinsk area. Following intensive campaigning, President Nursultan Nazarbaev closed
down the Semipalatinsk testing site in 1991, The movement has in later years received
considerable financial support from the Kazakh Peace Commitiee™.

In Russia several environmental movements and groups emerged in response to numerous
problems of Jocal, regional and national significance. Some of these movements claimed to be afl-
union {(and after the collapse ol the USSR - all-republican), aspiring to co-ordinate the efforts of
similar groups throughout Russia and also in other (ex)-Soviet republics. As seen above, in 1987
scientists and experts involved in the campaign against the Siberian and European Rivers
Diversion Project between 1983 and 1986 set up one of Russia’s most well-known environmental
groups, Lkologiia | Mir (Ecology and Peace), which from the very beginning received the suppoit
of the Soviet Peace Committee, and the publicity around which inspired similar movements not
only in Russia but also elsewhere, including Ukraine (see Chapter Three).

Ekologiia i Mir’s first chairman, Sergei Zalygin, a writer and the editor-in-chief of Novyi Mir
and other members, primarily from the USSR Academy of Scicnces (A. lablokov, G. Golitsyn, M.
Lemeshev) were all well-known and respected public figures in the Soviet Union, and several of
them were elected USSR People’s Deputies in 1989.

Among the issues covered by Ekologiia i Mir were not only Russian ones, such as the Volga-
Chograi canal and the Bashkir water reservoir; its scientists were also involved in campaigns
against the Volga-Don 2 canal and the Danube-Dniepr canal, These projects were eventually
stopped due to pressure from members of the association. In 1988 Ekologiia i Mir members
conducted a joint expedition of writers and scientists to the Aral Sca (Aral-88). A conference on
ecology and agriculture also took place the same year, the matcerials of which were published and

used as the basis for a report from the Russian Supreme Soviet’s Committee on the Environment,
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in 1990 a conference ot the findings of an independent environmental impact assessment of the
Leningrad dike took place, and Ekologiia i Mir also organised an impact assessment of the Katun
valley water project and the l'ebri dam project. The former project was abandoned by the Russian
Supreme Soviet’s Ecological Committee, following the presentation of Ekologiia i Mir's findings.

Another key movement was (and is) the all-Russian Socio-Ecological Union (SES), which
unites 148 Russian Green groups, as well as similar groups in other former Soviet republics®.
Unlike fkologiia i Mir, whose major activity is environmental impact assessments aud other
scientific work, SES is more of a grassroots movement. Alfhough SES members undertake
scientific work, too, the emphasis is on active campaigning and lobbying of the authorities. There
are close links between SES and Ekofogiia i Mir; Svet Zabelin, the leader of the former. has for a
long time acted as assistant to Professor fablokov, President Eltsin’s adviser on the environment,

SES was officially established in Moscow on 24-26 December 1988 by university peapie who
had been active in the students’ ecological movement; the druzhiny (Nature guards), since they
emerged in the early 1960s (for details, see below). The initiative 1o set up the new union was
taken al the third meeting of graduate Nature guard members in Lhe Caucasus on 6 August 1987,
and became known to people during the spring of 1988 when, together with the druzhina
movement, it engaged in a public discussion of the vet to be published draft resolution by the
CPSU Central Committee and the USSR Council of Ministers on ‘Measures to Accelerate the
Development of Hydro-Energy in the Soviet Union between the Year 1990 and the Year 2000°,
The resolution announced the construction of more than 90 large hydroelectric power stations in
Siberia, the Far East and other regions and met with fierce opposition in Green circles.

SES has been and still is involved in numerous activities. It organised an ali-usion protest
against the construction of the Volga-Chograi canal (activists from more than 100 towns
participated), organised a campaign against the construction of vitamin factories (BVK) and also
established a committee to provide information for the environmental impact assessment of the
Katun Hydrocleetric Power Station project. SES has also set up a working group to address the
web of prablems connected to the nuclear energy complex in the former USSR, Furthermore, it
has established a commission to analyse the network of Nature reserves (together with the
Ministry of Environmental Protection) and started work on an information programme and the
making of equipment to monitor the state of the environment. SES has concluded an agreement
with the publishing house Progress on a publication called Ecofact which will appear annually,
containing information on the state of the environment in Russia.

The SES Centre for Co-ordinalion and Information provided the Environment Committee of

the USSR Supreme Soviet with regular information on the enviromment. SES also lobbied for

2 1hid., pp. 25-26.




_legislation and programmes related (o the environmeut, The Green World Club and the Nature
Guard in Kazan organised the first historical-ecological camp, an expedition for school children
near the Volga. SES has also been involved with campaigning against five huge petrochemical
complexes in Western Siberia (Tiumen region: Tobolsk, Nizhnevartovsk, Surgut, Novy Urengoy,
Uvat) and has been involved in campaigning agaiust simifar projects in the Tengiz reservoir in the
Gurev region of Kazakhstan.

Finally, in Ukraine Zelenyi Svit (Green World) was initiated by writers, scientists and young
activists concerned with Chernobyl and nuclear power as well as extensive industrial pollution in
the republic, As this movement is analysed in detail in Chapters Three, Four, Five, Six and Seven,
T will not dwell on this movement here, suffice it to say that the Greens in Ukraine, like Greens in
the Baltics, Armenia and Kazakhstan, succeeded in uniting people behind an issue of national
significance, namely that of nuclear power, and were successful in stopping plans to expand the
capacity of the nuclear power stations in luzhnoukrainsk, Rivoe, Khmelnitskyi, Zaporizlizhia and
Chernobyl. They also campaigned against plans to build a nuclear power station at Chyhyryn and
succeeded in closing down the Crimean nuclear power station on the Kerch peninsula before its
Number One reactor was attached to the power grid. Similarly, they managed to have plans to
build nuclear thermal power stations in Gdessa and Kharkiv abandoned.

Above I have given a rough outline of the emergence and majdr achievements of key Green
movements in several of the former Soviet republics. It is of course impossible to do justice to
these movements and (o numerous other movements in the former Soviet republics on just a few
pages”’. It is still possible, however, to make some generalisations regarding the emergence of the
Greens across the USSR: whereas the earliest movements that were set up in 1986 were primarily
concerned with ecology and culture, political changes in 1987 and 1988 radicalised society and
facilitated the emergence of Green groups with political agendas advocating policies very different

from those of the Soviet authorities. Below T will look at the predecessors of these groups.

1.2 Political Participation and Environmental 1ssues in the USSR.
During the Cold War the totalitarian model wus considered the most appropriate for the study of
the USSR. The Soviet Union was considered a static society in which political decisions were

made by the Communist Party only, and where the USSR Supreme Soviet and its Presidium as

*" Readers are referred Lo the following works for a more general analysis of these groups: lanitskii (1990,
1991, 1992', 1992%,1994), Ziegler (1990), Marples (199 1), Tnstitute of Political Mass Movements
(1992}, Gradeland (1992), Murray & Feshbach (1992), Pryde (1992), Massey Stewart (1992), Dawson
(1990, £995), Feshbach (1995) and Manning (1995).
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well as the Soviet Council of Ministers simply paid {ip-service o the CPSU. Supporters of the
authoritarian tmodel claimed that to the extent mass political participation in the USSR did serve a
purpose, it served to legitimise the policies of the CPSU and to demonstrate to the outer world the
regime’s ability to mobilise large masses of the population in support of the regime™. Thus,

political participation in the USSR was not ‘real’, but rather ‘coerced’:

Communist governments are mobilisation regimes. Such forms of
polilical involvernent as are open to the public are controlled and
manipulated from above - that ig, by the Communist Party. Within this
kind of setting, the individual loses his autonomy, and participation much
of its meaning. The latter is reduced o cecremonizl or support functions,
where citizens ‘take part’ by expressing support for the government by
marching in parades, by working hard in development projects, by
participating in youth groups organized by the government, ar by voting
in ceremonial elections™,

In the early 1960s, however, the approach of the Soviet Union as a totalitarian system
gradually started to give way to more complex approaches. Not only was the definition of
political participation presupposed by the authoritarian model questioned’, but it also became

increasingly popular among Western scholars to talk about interest groups in Sovict politics.

® effrey W.Hahn. Soviet Grassroots, Citizen Participation in Local Soviet Government (London: Tauris,
1988), p. 30. This view was expressed by Sharlet, who argued that pelitical participation in general and
in elections in particular merely served the purpose of legitimising the CPSU and its policies. In this
sense political participation was meaningless to the ordinary citizen, in that it was just a ritual that had
to be conducted and no politicat impact, in that it did not influence political decisions. Schultz
contested this idea, claiming that one should not put too much emphasis on elections, in the Soviet
Union government decisions affected @ much wider range of public activities than was the case in the
West. Implementing decisions was thus of vital importance politically. The high proportion of
decisions taken but net implemented in the USSR could therefore be taken as an indication not only of
these decisions being unrealistic, but also to some extent as an indication of opposition to the regime.
For a more thorough discussion of authoritarianism, see H. Gordon Skilling & Franklyn Griffiths.
Interest Groups in Soviet Poljtics, (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1971), pp. 3-7.
A more in-depth discussion of ‘totalitavianismn’ and the study of the Soviet Union can be found in T.H.
Rigby, The Changing Soviet System. Mono-Qrganisat acialism from its origins to Gorbacheyv’s
Restructuring (Edward Elgar Publislting Ltd., 1990), Chap.6: “*Totalitarianism’ and Change in
Communist Systems’, pp. 130-154. For an overview, see also A. C. Fanos, Social Science,
Comimunism and the Dynamies of Political Change, World Politics, vol. 44, no. 1, October 1991, pp.
g1-110.
* Norman H. Nig, Sidney Verba, Political Participation. in Fred I. Greenstein and Nelson Polsby (eds.) -
Handbook of Political Scicnce (Reading [Massachussets], London: Addison-Wesley, 1975), IV, p. 2.
* Those Sovietologists opposed to the authoritarian modet claimed that political participation in the {JSSR
was qualitatively different from that of other societies. Comparing the function of political
participaiton in Westerp democracies with that in Comununist states was thus nol very fruitlul as, rather
than identify possible channels of influence for the ordinary Soviet ¢itizen, specialists dismissed the
possibility of people influencing politics altogether. A basic difference between Western and Soviet-
type societies, it was suggested, was that whercas, in the former, participation was primarily associated
with the ‘input’ process - to use the terminology of Easton - in Soviet-type societies people were more
likely to have a say on the ‘output’ (i.e. implementation) process. Some scholars also disputed the view
that voters in democratic societies necessarily influence politics by voting in clections




According to Almond and Coleman®’ the aggregation and articulation of ditferent interests
did take place within the framework of the CPSU, and scholars such as Gordon Skilling (1671),
Linden (1963)", Rigby (1962)”, .bxspaturian3 *, Allison (Cuba crisis)35 and Valenta® (the Soviet
invasian of Czechaoslovakia 1968, the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan 1979), to mention but a few,
identified several interest groups - i.e. loose constellations of people and organisations sharing the
same goals - in the political decision making process of the USSR: each defending and promoting
its own views and interests. As pointed out by Gordon Skilling, ‘under Khrushchev a new
clement, in the form of a greatly expanded participation in decision-making by experts and
specialists in their respective liclds, made iiself evident'™. Whereas many Sovictologists held the
view that ‘mass as differentiated from elite participation in Cominunist systems tends to be more
relevant for the policy-implementation process, for the outputs rather than the inputs of the
political systems’gs, these studies indicated that decisions were preceded by some kind of debate.
This view was backed up by other scholars, stressing social change (especially demographic
change) in the Soviet polity, urging sovietologists to bear in mind that a new, relatively large
segment of highly educated people had developed by the 1960s and that the Brezhnev regime
considered scientific knowledge important in the decision-making process, thus allowing scientists
some scope for influencing this process by providing the premises for it.

Whereas Aspaturian, Allison and Valenta concentrated on decisions made at the central Ievel
and identified policy actors such as the Military-Industrial Complex (MIK), the domestic policy
decision makers and the foreign policy decision makers, Jerry Hough® and Richard Little™

1976 published two studics of Soviet grassroots participation, challenging the view that the Soviet

[Donald Schulz and Jan §. Adams (eds.). Political Participation | i tems (Elmsford,
N.Y.: Pergamon Press, 1989), p. 3)].
1 Almond and Coleman, An Approach to the Analysis of Poljtical Systems, World Politics, vol. IX (April
1957), pp. 40-41, referred to in Skilling & Griffiths (1971}, p. 8.
32 Carl Linden, ‘Khrushehev and the Party Battle’, Problems of Communism, vol. X11, no. 5 (September-
October 1963}, pp. 27-35.
Rl gby, ‘How Strong is the Ecader?’, Problems of Communism, vol. X1 (Scptember-Qctober 1962), pp. 1-8.
" Vernon V. Aspaturian, The Union Republics in Saviet Diplomacy: A Study of Soviet Federalism in the
Qel vice of Soviet Foreign Policy (Westport, Connecticul: Greenwood Press, 1984).
* Graham Allison, ‘Conceptual Models and the Cuban Crisis’, American Political Science Review, no. 3,
1959, pp. 689-718.
2 Jiri Valenta, Soviet Intervention in Czechoslovakia. 1968: Anatomy of a Decision (Baltimore, London:
John Hopkins University Press, 1991).
’7 Gordon Skilling & Griffiths (1971}, p. 10,
*® Robert S. Sharlet, ggng_p; Formation in Political Science Communist Studies: Conceptualizin
Political Participation, in Frederic J. Fleron Jr. (ed.), Communist Studies and the Social Sciences:
mmmMEmEWLTheory (Chicago: Rand Mc Nally &Co, 1969), p. 247.
* Jerry Hough, ‘Politi ion in the Soviet Union’, Soviet Studies, vol. 28, no, {January 1976, pp.
3-20.

1. Richard Little, ‘Mags Political Participation in the US and USSR: A Conceptual Analysis’,
Comparative Political Studies, vol. 8, no. {, January 1976, pp. 437-60.




system was not very responsive to public opinion and also questioning the notion that political

articipation in the USSR was confined to the ‘out-put*” process only:
p P 1% p

While we do not really know how effective this involvement is in terms
of its actual impact on political decisions, there is growing evidence that
the system is far more responsive to citizen demands today than it was 20
years ago, certainly it is more responsive than it was in the late Stalin
era .

Hough and Hahn criticised earlier works written on this issue for being rooted in a formalist-
legal approach and for not being backed up by empirical evidence. As a matter of fact those few
empirical studies which had been conducted, indicatod that political participation in the USSR was
a much morc complex process than originally thought“. They also questioned the basie
assumptions of the authoritartan modei that the communist system was not responsive (o citizens’
demands, that there was no basis for individuai initiative in communist political life and that the
idea of individual efficacy as a defining characteristic for political participation was irrelevant to
the USSR. Sharlet, on the other hand, pointed out that political participation in the USSR was
qualitatively different from that in the West, and that rather than discard it as undemocratic, it
ought to be studied in its own right*,

Lampert {1990} identified tive types of political participation in the USSR:

[} Elections - This was the major formal political activity in the former Soviet Union. More than one
million deputies were elected in central and local clections. In addition, a large number of people were also
mobilised to take actively part in the election process (agitators, election commissions, ete.)

2) Party membership - Almost 10% of the aduit Soviet population were members of the CPSU. Party
membership was a key to opportunities for advancemeut at work and thus also a key mechanism for control
over managers and administrators. Further, it provided an ideological and materia) link between the working
class and the regime. Also it pravided a large number of activists to manage the primary party organisations
and to supervise and contribute fo all Soviet social organisations.

3) Control orgaps - During the Brezhnev era a number of control bodies run by the people were set up. The
idea behind these bodies was for the people te control higher administrative organs so as to prevent abuse of
power. The People’s Control Comimnittees, which were infroduced in 1965, had as their main function to
investigate inefficiency and waste. In 1980 a total ot’ 10 million people participated in these committees, 7,
667 of whom were full-time officers, Volunteer Courts and the people’s militsia (druzhiny) also served the
purpose of public control. Comrade Courts were located at workplaces and in residential areas. By 1980
there were 2.6 million residential committees in the Soviet Union.

1 Qe Jeffrey W. Hahn, Soviet Grassroots. Citizen Participation in Local Soviet Government (London:
1988), chap. 2: ‘The Studv of Political Participation in Communist Countries’, pp. 26-43. This view
was also propagated by Schultz. See Schulz/Adams (1981), p. 17.

2 Jerry Hough (1976), p. 1. See also Jerry Hough, The Soviet Union and Social Science Theory (Harvard:

' Harvard University Press, 1977), chap. 4: ‘Political Participation in the Soviet Union’, pp. 109-24.

HBgee for instance Theodors Friedgut, Political Participation in the USSR (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton

University Press, 1979).

* Sharlet (1969), p. 247.




4) Petitioning - There were two major channels for petition: through the Party and through the press. In
1978 the CPSU Central Committee set up a Letters’ Department to deal with complaints and suggestions
made by party members and/or other Soviet citizens. Similar departinents were established in the
newspapers.  Some letters appeared in print, whereas others were sent to other instances for
reference/comments™ .

5) Social organisations - A number of social organisations were established in various aveas of tife. The
irade union was perhaps the biggest, but also cultural societies were established. The social organisations
were characterised by a high degree of contrel from above and bardly ever contested decisions made from
above. According to Lampert, mass membership of social and voluntary organisations ‘allowed for the co-
oplation and reward of loyal citizens, but criticism from below had become a toothless aftair, as the
nomenklatura gained an unprecedented degree of security under the Brezhnev leadership. The political and
administrative clite was beyond criticism. Political participation through social organisations was guided
participation, since it kept all social initiative in the hands of the leadership and encouraged a spreading
apathy and cynicism about official values™.

Although there was no earlier Green Movement similar to the one that emerged in the Soviet
Union in the late 1980s, it is possible to identify individuals representing not nccessarily
themselves only, but also a certain profession or interest group speaking up for the protection of
the environment. The majority of these critical voices started to make themselves heard from the
second half of the 1960s, but as shown in the section below, as early as the 1940s people critical of
the policies on forestry protection voiced their concerns, and, according to Troepolskii, villagers
already in the 1930s prolested at the grandiose hydroelectric power plant schemes and the negative
effect they had on rural life'”. Below, I will look at public participation in relation to the

environment.

1.2.1 Voluntary Societies*® and Environmental Groups

Social or voluntary societies, as they were referred to in the former Soviet Union existed already
before the revolution. MNumerous other societics emerged in the immediate aftermath of the

rovolution”. After 1917 societies that did not actively oppose the Party, and whose activilics were

* For a detailed study of petitions and Ietters to the Soviet Press, see Stephen White, ‘Political

Communications in the USSR: Letters to Party. State and Press’, Political Studies, XXX1, 1983,
pp. 43-60.

% For an outline of the major social organisations in the USSR, see 4.A. Kepumon, ['B. Mawues, U1

T Tpoeioascknn, ') pexax. nownax u rpoGaen'. Homst Map, no. 1, 1965, c. 188,

¥ KofponoTemie ofiecTna.

9 AB. Onpancxnrt, Hegopvam: Upyvinosoit_noprper B unreprepe (Mocksa:  Hesaroruga, 1990), ¢ 10.
According to A. Gromov and O. Kusin [AB. T'povos, O.C Kycwi, Hedopmann., Ko ecin kio?
{Mockpa: Mucms, 1990). ¢ 11-17] those societies, clubs and associations that were established in
Russia prior to the revolution were characterised by voluntary participation, and most of them had a
limited number of members, often with the same professional background. In contrast, most groups




not directly political were accepted. However, as the banned Russian political parties {the Cadets,
the Esery and the Mensheviks) tried to exert political influence via some of these societies, the
Party at its 12th Party Conference in 1922 decided to take a firmer stand on such societies. On 3
August 1922 a decree was issued on the registration of societies and unions ‘not seeking economic
gain’ and on the surveillance of them. Although the deerce significantly increascd the level of
control over the socictics, as well as limited their scope of activities, there were stitl 4,480
voluntary societies on 1 January 1928. Most of these societies had their own newspapers or
journals. However, due to infighting in the Communist Party, the collectivisation campaign and.
as a result, the harsh centralisation of power in the Soviet Union, the development of the societies
was further limited. Finally, Stalin’s view on a united leadership undermined the position of the
societies even more.

In 1932 a decree™ on voluntary societies and unions was endorsed. The decree made it clear
that voluntary societies and unions had to actively support the Communist Party through their

activities:

,ﬂﬂﬁ]ml'iﬂﬂhllhl{‘. ODIRCTE M uX COMI03L,  HBMANCEH  OpPralidzalluiMH
ODINECTBEIION  CAMOAEATENHHOCTH  TPYMAMIMXCA  MACC TOPOAR M
AepeBlM, Crapir L£U0BA A0 JdKTUBLIOE YudClue I}
courandcTiteckom crponresnerse Cowsa CCP, a taxwxke conencrsmne
YKPeIASHHo oBOPONs Crpaine .

Of particular importance to environmential groups, as will be seen below, was a paragraph in
the decree that ordered soctal movements conducting scientific work to base such work on the
Marxist-Leninist method®. Further, all groups for children and youth required a go-ahead from
the the Komsomol (art. 5). All societies were required io establish close {inks with the soviets,
enferpriscs, sovkhozy and kolkhozy, trade unions and other public organisations as well as
cducational establishrnents (art, 6). Within a month from the day of their foundation, the relevant
state body had to endorse the new society. State bodies received wide-ranging powers according
to the law; whether or not the society was endorsed depended on its expediency, statute and

personal composition - state bodies had the power to expel members of the initiative group of

formed after the revolution, such as the society to fight illiteracy, literary clubs, etc, were primarily
aimed at including the masses in building a socialist society,

* Moroxense o oBposo.umx_ofiwecrsax v_ux_coosak, Llocraowense BUMK w CHK or 10 urum
1932 1. For the tull text of this decree, see Connanuao—Ixonornuccknii Coros, Ben nama_acuaus.
Coopumk _craten Cormamuo—Teononueckan_Cowom (Mockua: Masarenwcrso Tpomerei, 1990), ¢
3 1-36.

* Ibid., p. 31.

2 To jump ahead a bit, this meant that biologists active in the all-union Society for the Protection of Nature
would have to fullow Lysenko and Prezent’s ideas, which took hold of Soviet biology and genetics
during the 1930s.
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whom they did not approve (art. 12). Once a society had been registered, it was under constant
supervision and control of the state body under whose auspices it had been registered (arf. 17).
The state body had unlimited access to all documents and meetings of the society and could also
give the society instructions and orders. The socicties, on the other hand, had to account for their
activities to the state bodies by which they had been registered. Should the activities of a society
not be to the liking of the latter, they could dissolve the societics altogether. The decree further
limited the scope of activities acceptable 1o the regime and in practice meant that the state took
control over the societies™. Most of the societies - especially during the Brezhnev era - thus were
active in the social-cultural sphere, which was less prone to be regulated by the Party. The decree
was still in use in 1990,

A book on the Democratisation of Soviet society, published by the Academy of Social

Sciences of the CPSU Central Commitice in 1989, defined public organisations as follows™:

Fig. 1.1 I'ublic Organisations in the USSR

KICC: picitast  gopva obmecrsenno— | A, OBUICCTREHHHE OPRANVZANAK 1 COI03bE:
MOJIHTHYECKOA OPFaun3auuu, AP0 NOJMTHYECKOR | —  Maccouwe OOLLECTEE D=0 NATHUBCKIE
CHUTEMDL, PYKOBOJAARIRA W IEHPARIAONAL CHNA | opraMsaLmm: NpoGico1n, KOMCOMOS,
COBCTCKOTO 00LICCTRA. KOOMEPATHRILE OPraAzLnkHg

— Ao0posommie ofiecTsa’

~(BOPUECKYIE COI0FLL

L. Opraist Maccousx OGIGCTEERNLX ABH KEHUH.
B, Opransl ofmcCmmennon CaMOASRTCILINCTH:
CAMOJENTEABHDIE OPIanbl (MLOENIeNHH

- CAMOACHTEIHENE OpLan) TPYAORBIX
KOANEKTHBED.

- ODWECTDEIUBE  Oprannt K KOMACCHH B
Copetax  1ApOMWIX  AENYTATOB,  aswlapate
DOCYUDCTREINOND  YNPAaRens

— ofwWecrseninie ~ COBEE 1P KYJBTYIO—
NPOCRETHTENDILIS H MCAWIWECKMX YUDEXACHHAX.
. Hedopyvanime obveaunens.

1 - .
25N Cepreen, '3axonosarenscreo o Ao0ponosisipx 0GIMECTpax:  BUepd, ceroam, sasma’, i AA.

Kepnvos (pea). Hosoe nosummeck qnesre B npolecee desokparmsauni (Mocksa:  Hayka,
1990), ¢. 42.

Muicis, 1989).

% Ibid., p. 179.

*" These were defined as follows; “Tloa A00PoBOSIILM OGILECIBOM OORIHC TOWBMUGT OCHORXIMILA 114
VHAMBUAYAMGHOM W KOJUICKTHURLOM fLIENCTBE B ODIICCTRANHLIX OPralivsauui, BRIOTUOINNE 1
cefia obveumenus {obuecrsa, coossl OOUIECTB, ACCOMMANNM), COMAALAEMBIE 1 UE.[LX Y AOBIELBOPEHISI
MHOMOODPAZHMX NWINLX M OOMIECTREHHEIX MIMTEPECOl, PASBHTAS NOMMTHICCKON aKTHRIOCTH U
CAMOQJIEATENLHOCTA TPYAALMXCH, ROBIEIEHUA WX B PA3THUHLIE (YOPMA COLMAIIBION 2KM3IH, KYALTY[L
HAYYHOE W YEXUMYECKOS TBOPUECTHO, DOONOHY CHPaiili ¥ YKPCTHIEHUE COTDYRHYECTBA ¥ ApYXKOL
gaposamu 3apyOcxuex crpad’.  Ibid., pp. 197,
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As regarded the function of the societies, this was defined as follows:

Bunonusa  coou GYUKUMK, BCE oDuIecTREINLE Oprann3aiiny npPUaBalibl
BUOCHYh B DOMBIIHAA  BK)AN B OCYCCTACHHE  10AHTHKH  RAPTHH,
200TUTLCL O HauDOACE NOIOM BRIPACKCHHK W IPDOBSICIAH B AWRIN,
WNTEPECon 00 LEANITIEHHDIX HMH TPVYARIIKXCil, ot YOMI2TIHA
FPAANANCKON WHHIMATURE W OTBCPCTRCHHACTH COBETCKUN .'[l{}}lﬂl:{ﬂ.

The Societies for Nature Protection - VOOP

As seen above, Nature protection societies existed on the territory of the (former) Soviet Union
prior to the 1917 revolution®. Some of these continued to exist also in the aftermath of the
revolution, others disappeared and yet others emergcdsg. Most of the older sacieties had a limited
membership, consisting mainly of biologists, zoologists and other experts in the field. In late
March 1923, however, an all-Russian conference on the Study of Natural Production Forces
concluded that for environmental protection efforts to become effective, the general public had 1o

be activated:

[TIpu obwmypnos Tepputopud Pocouy npobefenie GAKTUMECKON OX[XUHL
MPHAPOABL UG MOKET OLITH OCYUIECTRIENO B CKOILKO—-HUOYAL CCpLeslom
vacurabe GB3 MPOKOND HOPUBJIESENMI K COMNATELAOMY  YYACTHIO
BCEX CNOEB Hacenenu.

A year later, in 1924, the All-Russian Society for the Protection of Nature (Vserossiiskos
obshchestvo okhrany prirody - VOOP) was set up to unite scientists and members of the public
concerned with the state of the eavironment. According to VOOP's statute, it would 'develop
scientific questions, spread information and raise interest among the general public on
environmental issues'™. The socicty was long headed by V.Komarov and V. Vinogradov, both

well-known academicians. During the 19205 and 1930s, VOOP provided assistance on the rational

7 bid,, p. 178,

% According to Dr. P. Florenskii, the pre-revolutionary environmentalists were inspired by the Pushkin
lyccum and alsa by the Brotherhoad of St. Petersburg University at the end of the 1880s. The latter
sought unity {edinenie) with Nature and with the people and later initiated the Cadet Party. It was the
members of this Brotherhood, first of all Viadimir Vernadskii, who developed the idea of the Biosphere
and later also the Noosphere as the Biosphere, under the control of the enlightened, humanist intellect
of Man. See JIB. Kropopa (pea). Ixo-orkak 8 (Mockea: Moaosan roapaus, 1990 o 27-28.

* Fora summary of these societies and groups, see Philip R. Pryde, Environmental Management in the
Saviet Union (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991), pp. 248-49.

5 AT. Tapmupcxuit, Oxpana npUPoAM 1 OOSIECTBEHIbIE OPradM2ALMM:  SIpABOBKE BOUpOCH,  (Mockna:
Hayka, 1990}, ¢. 9. Among VOOPs major tasks were the organisation of public meetings and debates,
excursions, laboratories, field stations, museums, libraries, congresses and university courses. YOOP
also took part in monitoring environmentat changes and the implementation of conservation laws, and
was also involved with drafting new legislation (Pryde, p. 248, referring to Weiner (1988), pp. 47, 263).
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use of Nature resources and conducied a series of practical activities directed towards the
protection of Nature. Among these were developing progranunes for sustainable agriculture and
the Greening of Soviet cities and villages. The major contribution of VOOP in this period,
however, was the establishment of several zapovedniki (Nature reserves).

Initially ¥OOP’s membership was relatively small. In the eatrly 30s this chauged and the
stress was now on mass participation {(through mass membership). A new statute, approved in
1933, started a process of formalisation within POOP that was to culminate in the mid 1960s"".
From 1933/34 coflective membership was introduced and, as a result, several official organisations
joined the society, eroding the relative independence the socicty had so far enjoyed. VOOP
became financially dependent upon the establisinncnt, receiving subsidies from governmental
agencies and public institutions and also started to take part in the activities of the environmental
sections of official institutions such as the Russian State Planning Committee, the State Committee
on the Environment and the All-Union Congress of Botanists, Zoologists and Hunters, Similar
socicties emerged in the other Soviet republics from the mid-1940s until the end of the 1960s. The
societies were given different names and their tasks differed slightly from republic to republic.

The Ukrainian Society for the Protection of Nature (Ukrainske Tovarystvo Okhorony Prirody
- UTOP) was founded in April 1945 by scientists, representatives of the Komsomo! and the

Ukrainian Ministry of Education®. UTOP was described in the following way:

OBweriBy SWLBHOTCH MACCOBBIMEU ODHECTREIHbIM OPrHAA LMK, UEIR
KOTOPLEX 3AKUOTABTCA I OKaAIMNIH AKTHRHON O COACRCIBIS
MEPONPpUATHAM N&¥rik M MPABUTCEIRCTRE 1O OXpalie, PAUdHcHALIOMY
HCIOJIL3088IMIG U BOCTIPOM3AOICTRY  NRWDOANLEX 60T‘€1TC’[‘BM.

As for ils tasks,

B Yrpammckon CCP  ofmectno  oxpaimd  HPHOL  OCYHIECTRIAET
OOWECIBeMIBE  KOHTPOML 22 coBRiofenueM  NPUPOAOOXPIIOLY
MKOHOJATELCING  vuepe?  ODRIECTBEMIWX — MHCTIEKTOpPOB, TNpaBa W
obmaunnctu koropux onpexeamorea onoxenuem o6 oBwecTreimonm
KOHTpOAE OOGTECTRU, YTHEPKAIEMHIM MPESARYMOM PeCIyBIMKANTKOro
conera. YRpiamitekoro ofuiecesa oxpanst npupoau®.

Units of the Societies were set up at all enterprises, factories, kolkhozy and sovkhozy, as well

as in other institutions, and soon the All-Union Society for Environmental Protection (FOOP) had

8! For a detailed study of the early history of FOOP, see llyraac Bamnep (1991),
% Tapianckuit {1990), c. 16.

* Ibid,, p. 17.

“ Ibid., p. 33.




some 60 million members, of whom 40 million belonged to the Russian Society®™. in comparison,
UTOP had 19 million members (total population of Ukraine: 52 million) - in  Donetsk oblast
every third citizen turned out to be a member of &/TOP, but most of these were members only on
paper. As it turned out, even those dircetly harming the environment were often members of
FOOQOP, paying their membership fees regularly. Much of the Society's efforts was linked with the
collection of membership fees. Fees were simply deducted fram people's salaries without rheir
permission - hence the large membership figure™.

The increase in membership figures was accompanied by a continuous growth in VOOF's
apparatus and a formalisation of its tasks. There was a shift from working on its own initiative
towards following public dircctives in setting and conducting ifs activities. Whereas the Socicties
were initially headed by well-known scientists, this changed in 1955, when, as Weiner puts it,
'VOOP became colonialised by Communist bureaucrats...(This) cnded almost three decades of
spirited resistance of the Society to Stalin's attempts to effect a " great transformation of Nature"
and to quash all forms of citizen autonomy and initiative'. Representatives of state organs took
over not only centrally, but also at the local level; at various times the Society was headed by the
chairmen of the Presidiums of the republican Supreme Soviets, CPSU Central Commitiee
secretaries, deputy ministers of the Council of Ministers and other high-ranking party and public
officials . The awarding of the Order of the Red Banner to FOOP in 1974 at its 50th anniversary
underlined the Society's status as an official public organisation.

From being a relatively autonomous society, FOOP now aimed at ‘actively support(ing) the
activities of the party and the government on the protection and the rational use of natural riches'.
The Russian Law on the Environment instructed the RSFSR Gosplan and the various ministries
and departments to involve FVOOP in the assessment of plans for the use and transformation of
Nature as well as large construction projects, affecting the protection of Nature. To assist with this
task, some 1,000 academicians, doctors and candidates of science were attached o the Socicty.
Although the Society did succeed in affecting legislation on the environment, the cffect of this
legislation was, as will be seen in Chapter Two, more or less non-existent.

The new lcadership of VOOP was badly regarded by long-time members of YOOP, who
opposed the take-over of the Society. In 1957 one such member, Vsevolod Lakoshchenkov, in a
letter to Viacheslav Molotov and Nikolai Bulganin accused the new leadership of corruption and
abuse of power. Although the matter was looked into by Literaturnaia guzeta, no measuves were

taken and shortly after, Lakoshchenkov was expelled from the Sociely.

S CI'. Makenui, AA. Baxyann, Oxpana npupon (Mocksa: BO Arponpomizaas, 1991, ¢ 116.
% Marshall L. Goldman, ‘Pollutign in the Sgvict Union: The Growth of Environmentalism_and Its

Conseguenees’, in Anthony Jones, Walter D. Connor, David E. Powell (eds.), Soviet Social Problems
(Westview Press, 1991), p. 40.




Although ofticial apparachiks took over the day-to-day running of ¥OOP, old members of the
Socicty created history by succeeding in having Mikhail Bochkarev - head of the Russian
Republic's Main Administration for the Timber Industry und President of VOOP - removed as
President - for poaching! This incident is thoroughly described by Weiner”’, but deserves some
closer attention here due to its political implications. The incident took place on 22 August 1964,
when Professor Vladimir Geptner - Professor at Moscow State University, a field zoologist and
also a FOO? 'citizen's inspector for Nature protection’ - was having an outing on the Oka River in
Riazan' oblast' together with his family. Spotting two fishing boats fishing illegally with a home-
made drift net (drift nets werc banned from all Soviet rivers), Geptner approached the boat and
found that one of the three [ishermen was Mikhail Bochkarev. When approached by Geptner,
Bochkarey allegedly said that he had permission o fish. Such permission had been given orally
by a fishing inspector, whose namc Bochkarev did not know. Geptner, however, ordered
Bochkarev to pull in the net, which the latter did. Geptner also made sure he photographed the
incident and scnt a Jegal coraplaint to the Riazan oblast fishing inspectorate.

On 13 October 1964 the party fraction of the Presidium of the Lxecutive Council of VOOP
met to discuss the incident. Both Geptner and Bochkarev testified at the meeting - Bochkarev
claiming bis innocence. Apparently be had been on a business trip and at one point decided to go
swimming in the Oka river. On the shore he wmet some [ishermen, who claimed they had
permission to fish and out of curiosity Bochkarev decided to go with them. When approached by
Geptner, Bochkarev claimed to have said 'there is permission to fish' rather than 'T have permission
to fish'. Requesting to see the permit, Bochkarev found that there was none. At this stage he
allegedly instructed the fishermen to inform the Fishing Inspection. Other members of the
Presidium claimed that it simply was not possible that Bochkarev had been [ishing illegaily.
Geptner was accused of running a personal vendetta against Bochkarev, and some of those present
also expressed concern that the incident might damage the Society. Evidence, tn the form of two
letters from the Fishing Inspeciorate, was produced to prove Bachkarev's innocence. According to
these letters, a local - Andrei Frolkov - was responsible for the illegal fishing. His net had been
confiscated and civil punishment had been meted out. Geptner, however, had kept the copy of the
Fishing Directorate' s response to his letter of 22 August in which the Inspectorate denied that
Bochkarev had been given oral permission to fish and acknowledging that an investigation had
been started upon receiving Geptner's complaint. The party fraction eventually ruled that
Bochkarev, being 'excessively trusting’, had been caught in an act of 'accidental' unlawful fishing.

The full Presidium, which met shortly afterwards, endorsed the ruling by the party fraction,

67 Douglas Weiner, *Three Men in a Boat: The All-Russian Sogiet - the Protection of Nature (VQOD) in
the Barly 1960s’, The Soviet and Post-Soviet Review, vol, 20, nos. 2-3, 1993, pp. 195-212.
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blaming Bochkarev for 'carelessness’ and criticising Geptner for failing o turn evidence of the
incident over to the Presidium and go through the normal channels,

The story would probably have ended here had not Geptuer decided to proceed with the case.
Geptner, who had been very outspoken in the 1950s when Soviet biologists clashed with A.
Malinovskii, the alt-Union Nature protection chairman, responsible for the first liquidation of
Soviet Nafure reserves in 1951, contacted Krokodil, which on 10 January 1965 ran a satirical
article exposing Bochkarev as a poacher. The text exposed to the [ull the bureaucracy of VOOP.
Emotions were mixed within the Society following Krokodil's revelations. Some accused Gepiner
of betrayal, whereas others were worried about the effect the story might have on the Society.
Several letters critical of Bochkarev appeared in Literaturnaia gazera (‘Nature and us'). A member
of VOOP's presidium, Viadimir Chivilikhin, revealed that Bochkarev was responsibie for putting
an end to an idealistic attempt in 1957-60 to manage the cedar forests of the Altai region in Siberia
(Kedrograd). Auwother long-time member of FPOOP, sitting on the Society's Council, wrote that
Bochkarev had been the only member of the Council to ‘categorically reject’ a proposal that a
ministry-level State Comritlee for Nature Protection be established in Russia, as had been the
case in the other Soviet republics. As it turned out, Bochkarev also had a very poor conservation
record in foresiry. A letter signed by members of YOOP and printed in Literarurnaia gazeta, thus
concluded that "Under these circumstances the only coriect course of action acceptable to broad
public opinion is to remove comrade Bochkarev as president and to publish that decision in the
press'. Reforms were required within POOP so as to turn it into 'an authentic defender ot natural
resources in the interests of both the present and future generations'. Other letters pointed out that
the 'operational style of the society had changed', that its activities were characterised by a
‘bureaucratic flavour’ and that there was 'a tendency to be cut off from scientific public opinion’.
'Scientists well known for their scientific activism in conservation continue this work in complete
isolation from the Society and it is precisely these folks that created the Society to begin with. The
initiative for the break began with the society and not with these scientists’. Others appealed to
'Soviet democracy'.

On 24 February 1965 the Presidium of VOOP once again convened. Its first vice president,
Nikolai Ovsiaanikov, presided over the meeting. It was decided that VOOP would stick to
Bochkarev's version of events. However, some aciion had to be taken, and two members of the
oversight commission of the Central Executive Council, V. Zharikov (president) and A. Kasparson
(vice-president), demanded that an extraordinary session of the Central Executive Council be
called to settle the issue. Meanwhile Geptner wrote a letter to the Fishing Inspector pointing out
that Bochkarev was actually holditg the net. How could this be if he had ordered Frolkov to stop

fishing? He ended his letter urging that the Fishing Directorate ‘certainly {cannot) accept those

47




kinds of “conclusions™ that exculpate Bochkarev’ and that the identity of the other six poachers
involved be revealed and proper punishment distributed. Geptner won the support of the Moscow
State University druzhina (see below), which at a two-day conference held on 15-16 March 1963
was shown 10 photographs of Bochkarev. The Riazan Fishing Inspectorate was condemned for
dishonourable complicity and Bochkarev was condemned for 'gross abuses of his social role’, for
'amoral' actions and 'a contemptuous attitude towards those who gave him a position of trust'. The
incident was finally brought to an end on 20 July 1965 when the FOOP Central Executive

Committee gathered in Moscow for a plenary meeting. Acting president N. Ovsiannikov - deputy

leader of VOOP and Tirst Deputy Minister of the Ministry of Land Reclamation and Water
Management of the RSFSR - announced that Bochkarev had 'resigned’ on 13 April 1965.
Ovsiannikov was unanimously cleeted as VOOP’s new president.

Following the Bochkarev affair, however, FOOP started to more actively interact with state

organs and became increasingly formalised. Goldman is very negative in his assessment of the
Society, arguing that '...the Society for the Protection of Nature tended to focus more on providing
outings for its members than on halting or preventing pollution. In fact it is hard to find any
instance where it sought to prevent, much less succeeded in preventing, any industrial poliution.

The society simply did not serve as a gadfly or watchdog the way environmental groups do in the

outside world®, At the VIII Congress of VOOP’s Central Committee i 1986, this was
acknowledged by the delegates:

Moka, K  COMANENMIO, 30 OFPOMHBIMH  LM(PAVE  LmBuX
NPOTATAHANCTORUX  NOKEXRTENEH  KPOIOTCH  NOPOA  (JOPMAAGHLIE MM,
XYKCu NPOCTO 1€ CYLIECTBYIONIHE COOMITHE 1 Qaicrul”,

In late 1986/early 1987 the Belorussian Society followed suit, arguing that

Macooson xapaxrep  o0lWECTBCHHOR  OXpalhi  MPUMPOABL  PEIBAT
NpOOMEMY  3KOAOUHMUCCKOrO  BOCITATATIMA  Fpajlan, OOCCHEUUT WX
BOBMGUEHHE B DUOBEAENME  IPAKTUIECKAX  NPIPOACOXPaUiLX
MEPONPUATAA 11 TEM CAMEIM ZHAUMTCABHG QONCTuMYT 1OCY AADCTBENLM
oprapaM swioasenie  srol paGorsl.  Maccosocrs  oBwecrsenmion
JIDUDCAOOXPANHOA  OPIAHHAAMMM  PACCMUTPUBLECh,  BAAMMO,  Kag
NUMO0CE DAIMOBAJIHILES TTYTHh K YJIVAHICIRIO Nooxeunn B oGnactu
OXPAHILL IPUPOLL .

* Goldman (1991), p. 40.
* Tapmancxuit (1991), ¢ 19.
" Ibid., p. 37.
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However, not alt aspects of VOOP's activities were criticised. S. Freedman, for instance, held
the view that the Society played a pivotal role in putting the environment on the political agenda in

the USSR:

Orpovitasl zacayra ofIHECTBA COCTOAI0 B TOM. 4T0 OO l€pBOZ
IAYAR0  3TO IO, D TOr0. Kak  MUERETHMAMC, POCYAAPCTBCNILE
OPralM3UMK, X CAETI0 Hd STOM (POUTE HCTOPUIECKH MIOTO A
TAKOA  MANENLKOR  OPralUdAd,  C KPOXOTIBIMH  (PCACTBAMU.
(QAKTHYECKM  HDM  ORCYTCIBMM  annapaTa’. Ouo)  npagmmecky
SAVHCTRCRHBIM  JOODOBOALHEM  OULCAMHCIMCM.  SALUMABLMMCSI
NPOIRFRILAON MACH OXPAINI APHPOALL .

Tarnavskii pointed out the impact of the Society at the {ocal and regional level:

Henban 1e 06paTuTsL GHHMABKME T2 TO, YTO MIUCIME HPMPOAGOXPaRIE
MEpLI, OCOBEMIO 16 MECTX, NPEAPHIIMAOTCH THILL N0 AMIHATHBE W
VOUMAMY  Wienon  pecnyBnukanckux  oBWecTe, KOTopbie  0fumiio
paffOraIoT B TRCHOM KOHTAKTE € AOMATIOCTUHVY JIMEMK -,

A quarter of the poachers caught hunting illegally in the Russian Republic, for instance, were
caught by public inspectors organised by VOOP. Considerable results were also achieved by the

Ukrainian Society . In 1981, encouraged by the public, three oblast newspapers, Kyivska pravda,

Vinnytska pravda and Cherkaska pravda, organised an expedition along the river Ros together

with Kiev UTQOP. The latter provided iransport and equipmnent. The aim of the expedition was to

study the ecological situation of the river and the results of the study were published by the papers.
Following the expedition it was proposed to create an inter-oblast committee on Ros as well as a
specialised organisation which could produce cleansing facilities. A system of sanctions for

violating the rules for water protective areas was also initiated. Thauks to the expedition, argued a

member of UTOP, Volodymyr Boreiko, 207 hectares of land were planted and another 184
hectares drained, along the river in the southern part of Kiev oblast. Moreover, the Belotserkov
production trust, producing tyres and rubber-asbestos products, considerably reduced emissions of
oil-products into the river. The expedition also provoked a great response {rom the general public
- letters appearing on the pages of the above-mentioned newspapers requested information
regarding measures taken, information about new incidents of the unenvironmental use of the
watet in Ros and also suggested new themes for the future.

UTQP put much effort into recreating the old tradition of making artificial nests for the white

stork. Between 1985 and 1987 the Kiev oblast branch of UTOP, the student druzhinag of Kiev

™ Ibid.,, p. 16.
” Ibid,, p. 24.
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University and the Departinent of Zoology of Kiev University conducted a campaign under the

name 'Leleka' in Kiev ablast. People were encouraged to build artificial nests to save the stork

from extinction, and more than 100 articles on the issue were published. Participation in the event
was high, and Kiev oblast UTOP received more than 120 letters from people who had either heard
about or taken part in the campaign?;. This led UTOP 1o believe that co-operation with
newspapers, scientists, workers b1 Nature protection bodies, teachers and youth was particularty
important. UZOL also encouraged the revival of national traditions in its efforts to save threatened
species of animals and birds from extinction and took part ifi organising annual campaigns o

protect rare birds. An important element of such campaigns was the

...B()'.*lG}’?K'll(‘,‘IlI/m POMATHICCKOND  WITEPeCa K HCUE3IoINKHM  BMAUM, C©
S0 MOMOLULIO  NPpRBIICHCIHA ODINECTIENNOCTH & oxXpare  PeaKux
?KPIB(’]’l‘llle“»

This was done by publishing elements of national culture, such as national habits, traditions,

beliefs and superstitions. UTOP also revived Ukrainian legends, stories, proverbs, sayings,

rumours, symbols and heraldr}'75. The Slavs were neutrally oriented towards birds of prey
generally and positively inclined towards eagles and falcons in particular. In the 1930s and 1950s,

however, a campaign to shoot such birds was undertaken, which

[Tourn  nOMIOCTWG  BEPENEPKIY.AY  KMRUEE B JEPOAC  NCETPANLED
MONMOKHTENANIOE  OTHOMICHME K XMIAILM  [NAIEM, ¥ 3HAYUTENLIO
CocoBCIBUKLE 3AHECeNIO pada BrjoB na crpaimin Kpactod Kouru.
[ 3aGLiThl MUOPHC NODJOKUTEILULE  TPAAMUKMH, TPAMETH, 0093k
10 OTHOWEHWIO K [ePHATHM XHIUIMKAM, M 1120000POT. HOAUMIACK
OTpHIRTELINE .

As a result, old traditions deserved to be revived, while at the same time introducing new

ones.

BooBe, naposnan upascrsemioct, peersa O rymanta.  Hesapom
paiblue B YKpamie CudTasid, 40 sGikan dia cama no  cebe
GCArPeia, KCICACIRLC Cr0 oma XoauT Gocai’ . B Hawiie ARANATIX
VOAOB B CIPEHE  WHMPOKO  APOBONHAKMCHL WKOILHRE  3KOJIOrAECKHe
npasanuky CyGooruukul. (Also widespread were) Jein mromt v Jeis
TCCA, WRAPABJICHNBIE HE  OXPAIlY W BOCHPOMSDOUACTIC KMIOTIOIO o

A poll revealed that 80% had heard about the campaign from newspapers; 49% of these through regional
newspapers, 15% through city and oblast newspapers, 3% from republican newspapers, 7% from oblast
radio, 3% from TV and 6% from fact sheets put in their mailboxes.

 bid,, p. 21.
7 Ibid., p. 23.
' Tbid., p. 24.




pacrdrenciioro M¥pa. K coxanenno, oM NpaKTHICCKM HCYEIH K

koigy 70ux rogan.  FIX moryBua ayx invramucBangocrd, §opma.misa,
78

MPCHALTHL JETCKUC NPA3MHHKHY TPYAA B AOKYUMsy10 obasamiocn,”.

In Lviv national elements were introduced in UZI0Ps activities as early as 1983 with very
good results. Four thousand people took part in L/70Ps 'zelena tolochka' (Green mill) festival that
year. VOOPs greatest achievement was, in Weiner's view, however, not environmental but rather
political; the Bochkarev case 'was a virtuaily unique episode in Soviel history. “Public opinion”
gmanating from outside Party ranks and supported by the press, evidently acting on its own
authori‘y, successfully forced the removal of a sitting bureaucratic head of state or state-sponsored
institution'””. Besides, the State Forestry Committee was a very importanl ministry. How was this
possible?

Weiner argued that people following Khrushchev's removal in mid-October 1964 were under
the impression that Brezhnev and Kosygin would continue his policies of liberalisation.
Morecver, Lysenko was removed in the late autumn of 1964 and calls made for the rehabilitation
of classical genctics. This, in Weiner's view, emboldened reform elements in the press (Krokodil,
Komsomolskaia pravda, Literaturnaia gazeta) and the druzhinniki at Moscow State University,
Rather than continuing in Khrushchev's path, however, Brezhnev put an abrupt end to cultural and
environmental 'liberalism’. Literaturnaia gazeta's ‘Nature and Us' column, which had been active
both on Baikal and on Bochkarev, was closed down, and the apparachiks gained a solid hokl of
YOOP. As for the conservation movement itself, although it lost out in the short term, it gained in
the long term. As argued by Weiner, 'a band of elite biologists and followess in educated society
and the student population came to realise that they were almost unique in representing a truly
autonomous, cohesive, self-aclualised movement of a portion of the citizenry in opposition to
central economic policies pursued by the regime'. Moreover, the Bochkarev affair facilitated 'a
gradual growth of insight by conservation activists into the real wotkings of the system and the
game-like quality of Soviet justice, where, to legitimise the embezzlement, corraption and black
marketeering that was so indispensable for the maintainance of economic performance and |
delivery of products, another set of bureaucrats - themselves dialectically dependent on this
corruption to justify their jobs - provided the theater of investigation and auditing. The incident
revealed also that within the press there were reform elements, that, given the proper conditions,

might come to their assistance';

The experiences of the 1950s and the early 1960s proved to be a
university for conservationists in the praxis of activism, Faced with the

78 1bid..p. 32,
" Weiner (1993), p. 209.
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expropriation by the regime of their society, FOOP activists found
alternative, safe institutional protection in the Moscow Society of
Naturalists, immune from direct regime pressure or interest, and then
used those bases to expand their influence into the crucial student
cornmunity in 1958-60. They learned to use the press and to exploit the
moral victory of Bochkarev's resignation as a central element of activist
folklore: memory of that symbolic victory was passed down as late as
the 1980s! From leading politicians such as N. Vorontsov and Aleksei
fablokov to thousands of local-level activist-graduates of student
brigades, the lessons of the 1950s and 1960s percolated throughout
Sovict society. The failure of Soviet burcaucrats to look at what was
happening at the marging of their society ultimately contributed to their
undoingsg.

Although highly bureaucratised and formaliscd, VOOP conducted concrete environmental
work among Soviet youth. Numerous ‘Green patrols’ were set up at schools to teach school
children how to plant greenery and take care of trees and shrubs. Members of these patrols also
collected herbs and seeds and lcarnt to sct up nests for birds. Similarly, ‘blue patrols’, aimed at
monitoring Sovict rivers and lakes, were set up under the auspices of YOOP. These patrols were
fighting poachers and measuring the water quality in Soviet rivers and lakes. FEnvironmental
cducation was also provided through the so-called Young Nature Lovers’ Movement and in the .

. R1
Pioneer Camps™ .

MOIP a uBZ

Two other societies also played an important role following the formalisation of VOOPF in the
1930s. Manv FOOP velerans, weil-known Soviet biologists, ‘migrated to the shelter of the less

exposed Moscow Society of Naturalists (MOIP)’82.

This society was founded in 1805 and was
Russia’s oidest scientific society. As for the significance of this society in the Soviet period,

Weiner concludes as follows:

From that redoubt these older activists nurtured an emerging student
movement, the druzhiny po okhrane priredy (student Nafure protection
brigades), which soon expanded from Moscow and Tartu state
universities to over one huadred institutions of higher leaming by the
1970s. Additionally, MOIP and its Comimission on Nature Protection
was instrumental in organising a series of conferences aimed at restoring
the once impressive network of Nature reserves, now almost entirely
parcelled out to coliective farms and state logging plantations, to their
original purposes. Finally, MOIP took the lead in the struggle against

% Ibid., pp. 211-12

81 Alexander Arbatov, Sergei Bogolyubov, Leonid Soboley, Ecology (Moscow: Novosti Press Agency
Publishing House, 1989), pp. 78-79.

¥ Weiner (1993), p. 195.




biology tsar Trofim Denisovich Lysenko and his "Michurinist biology'
with a battery of courageous essays, book reviews and public seminars.

Another society, which also served as an inspiration to the student druzhiny, was the Circle of
Young Biologists of the Zoo (Kruzitok iunykh biologov zooparka - KIuBZ), cstablished by the
biclogist and scientist P. Manieifel in 1924. The initiative to set up a youth group was made by
the director of Moscow zoc and Professor at the Moscow State University, M. Zavadovskii. e
wanted to turn the zoo into a scientific-educational establishinent and use it as a base on which to
enlighten the general public. M. Zavadovskii elaborated a project by which to achieve this aim,
but of alf the points on his project, only the idea of creating a youth group survived. Zavadovskii
was defamed during the campaign against the USSR’s geneticists, headed by Lysenko, aad his
works were banned®. This society nurtured future biologists and cpposed the ideas of Lysenko.
As a result, some of its members perished in the 1930s. However, the society flourished and was
described by the Russian phenologist A. Strizhev as the ‘nesting ground of our country’s
biologists’. Not only the USSR’s leading biologists, but also well-known writers and journalists

had at one point been members of K7uRZ and Florenskii and Shumova were full of praise for it:

B AcTckoM KpYKKC QIOKHIGH KOAMCKTHE CAHHOMBULLICNHMKOB €O
CHBOUMH  AEMOKPRTMUCCKWME  CIDYKTYDEMH,  CAMOYIPARTICMOCTHIO,
TIPEEMCTREHHOCTHO AOKONEHHH, TYT BLIKOBASIUCH TIDAHLMIIEL
NPanCTREHIOCTH, TPAAMIKK APYXOLL, CONMNIE STHHCTIZ © MRHPOACH 1
1eoDX0IMMOCTH BENONG AManora ¢ nef.  Boomms onarckan xusnn
OLEL OKHABOR  QiTEPNATHRBOA  CYXOH  OIODOKPATHIMPOBAHBOR  HUKORe,
XVDERITIMM  AMOHEDCKOM M KOMCOMOMBOKOA  Opranmsauniy.  Byiyun
CaMM B JETCTBE ¥ IOHOCIH  UIELAMKW 1010 WYMLIOI0  MOJIOAOLIO
coulinerTna, A0 CHX NMOP YYBCTBYEM, UTO €lle TOCA& MPHCHACHYMH
REPHOCTH B APYATE U BEpoctu npupose’

Later, when the children who joined KfuBZ became students, they, together with the VOOP’s
youth group, headed by P. Smolin became involved with more concrete activities (see helow).
Nikolai Vorontsov, who in 1989 became the first non-party member of the Soviet government

when he was appointed USSR Minister of the Cnvironment, was also a former member of KuBZ.

¥ (hnopenckui. Wysoea (1990), . 730.
* Ibid,, p. 731




The Student Nature Guards™ - DOP

As will be seen in Chapter Two, renewed attention was given to the eavironment under
Khrushehev's rule, and several laws to protect the environment were passed during the late 1950s
and early 1960s. The combination of political liberalisation and increased awareness on
environmental issues (as will be seen below, economists started arguing in favour of costs to be
applied to the use of Nature resources, and writers, such as Leonov, had c¢ven in Stalin’s day
started to speak out against the destruction of the country's [orests, rivers and villages) made it

possible to set up groups focusing on this issue:

Kux  TOMLKD  3X0I0THUCCKAA  APOTUIEMA  CTETA OCOIIMBATRCH
oPMIMAILION  ODWECTBEHNOCTLI0 {2 210 1IOMIOIIG 55 IEPHOA
“orreneny”  1953-1964 rr), Cuaprvn Mo npasMTesinerso”  apeAnpHiIaT
pAN  I0ArOB N0 YCWIBHHIO  KOUTDONA 33 MACKMO  HapyUIeHHi
SKOMOTHIECKYX  CIAIAAPTOR  (MPEXMe  BCEMD €O CTOPOMEL  RACTIINX
paAAA), Duing  seraswzobaia ¥ ODILECTDENNAN  AKTHBHOCT,
DANpaBAENUan  NPOTHR  STHX  BADPYLWIENWH, [0 Ne  XTPArMRaiTas
TOTMTAICIKMX ACTEKTOR® .

Unlike other groups and associations existing in the USSR, the druzhiny appeared 'from
below' at the initiative of peoplc engaged in Nature conscrvation and concerned with the
deteriorating statc of the Soviet environment. In the spring of 1958 students and staff from Tartu
University, the Estonian Academy of Agriculture and Tartu Medical Institute set up a so-called
kruzhok po okhrane prirody 10 address environmental issues and activise young people in the
protection of the environment. Twe years later, on 13 December 1960, Zhenia Slavskii, Slava
Konchin and Valia Lapin of MGUs biological faculty initiated a similar group there and this group
became the first university druzhing in the USSRY. Inttially, druzhiny were sct up at the faculties
of natural sciences throughout the USSR, and later others followed suit™,

[n Ukraine the first druzhing was set up by the biological [aculty of Odessa University in
early 1965 at the initiative of students and a natural historian, Professor 1. Puzanov. Later groups

emerged also at Kharkiv and Kiev Universities and at Kharkiv Pedagogical Institute. The Kiev

8 0T Cowoz Otwecrsennnx JoGpopormmix Cavodesrensinix Opramoaiwi 1 OSuenenyi
Moaonexu™.
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group was organiscd in the spring of 1969 by the dean of the biclogical facuity, A. Korneev'". In
Lviv and Dnipropetrovsk biology studenis and students of the Ukrainian Academy of Agriculturce
initiated similar groups90

The student Nature guards expanded, despite the backlash on the civironmental front during
Brezhnev's rule, under the auspices of FOOF - which they were entitled to join as collective
membersm, and between 1968 to 1972, from being a few toosely connected informal unions, the
druzhiny were transformed into a system covering all the Soviet republics%. New groups
continued to emerge well into the 1980s. By 1972 there were some 40 druzhiny in the USSR, and

the number of diruzhiny grew steadily, from 1 in 1960 to 121 in 1987:

Table 1.1 Number of druzhiny in the USSR”

1960 | 1970 | 1978 [ 1985 | 1987

1 14 57 96 121

The major dircetion of their activities in the early 1970s was the struggle against poachers.
The police started setting up brigades to help it enforce law and order. Among these brigades were
‘Christmas-trce brigades” aimed at preventing the illegal felling of trees. Students of MGU’s
Faculty of Biology joined these brigades and were so successful that - having canght high-ranking
police officials and members of the nomenklatura - the Moscow oblast office of the Ministry of
the Interior issued a decree banning student patrols from the city’s railway stations™. The
Moscow student druzhing also organised raids on the Kliazma and Volga rivers and similar raids
were organised in other parts of the country™.

According to an estimate made by E. Schwarts of the Socio-Ecological Union, every tenth
poacher turned out to be a party, soviet or the Komsomol official. Another 10% were militiamen,
criminal investigators, local KGB men and prncurators%. Not surprisingly, therefore, the activities

of the druzhiny were not always supported by local autherities, environmental protection bodies
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and the leadership of the institntions where the students were studying. Pressure 'from above'
often made life difficylt for many groupsw. The struggle against poachers was also fraught with
dangers for those involved - forest and river inspectors were on several occasions injured and in
some instances even Killed Ly poachers caught in the act. Between 1970 and 1972 four
druzhinniki were killed during raids™,

Inn the course of the [970s, the druzhiny were mainly preoccupied with the struggle against
poachers. Starting in 19747 they also voiced restraint against the most glaring examples of
industrial expansion. As pointed out in its statute, DOP was a strictly veluntary organisation and
unlike the officially sanctioned VOOP did not aim at mass-membership. The emphasis was on
commitment rather than numbers and on individual responsibility and individual participation.
Responsibility for Nature becamc a personal, rather than a collective, issue for the citizen, and this
was reflected in the device of DOP: 'if not I, then who?''®

Although formaily the druzhiny were subordinated to the Komsomol at the institution within
which it operated, as well as to the local chapter of FOOP (in Moscow, the druzhina was also
subordinate to the Youth Council of MGU'""), the relative autonomy of thé groups and the
conctete activities they conducted appealed to the liberal-minded scientific intelligentsia, for
whom, following Khrushchev's thaw, the environmental movement became a refuge, 'in the first
instance for the youth, which within DOP and FOOP's inspections found an opportunity to serve
society on the outside of public (state) structures, in relatively autonomous and not very
burcaucratised groups''”. The ethical principle of the movement - ‘Our task is ecology (Nashe
delo - ekologiia) excluded the politicisation of the group and probably also contributed to its
relative autonomy.

DOP’s first all-union seminar took place in Moscow on 21-27 Sept. 1972 and was attended
by 28 delegations from 22 different cities. The seminar adopted a loose structure giving full self-
rule to the local groups. The choice of activities was made locally, rather than centrally, and it was
up to the local groups themselves lo plan these activities. Permanent contact was maintained with
other groups, and participation in inter-druzhiny programmes and actions was decided locaily,

taking into consideration the interests of the group's members as well as the group's capacity and

7 Tapuancxrn (1990) ¢ 62.
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expertise' . The formal structure of DOP matched the principle of tocal autonomy. An all-union
conference met no less than once every two years to confirm the statute and other movement
documents, set the membership rules, endorse and exclude members (membership of DOP was
collective - i.e. groups, rather than individuals were taken in as members) and, finally, to elect the
Saviet, DOP's executive-representative body. Decisions made by the Conference and the Sovict
were ntot compulsory for the local gmupsm. Locally, the druzhiny were headed by a commander
(komandir), who precided over a staff (shtab), which set the tasks of the group. Raids were headed
by a commissar {(komissar),

In Ukraine, each druzhina was headed by a general meeting (obshchee sobranie), which was
calied by the stall (shtab). The general meeting could make decisions if more than 50% of the
members of the druziinag were present. The gencral mecting listened to the commander’s
(komandlir) account, assessed the work of the staff and made decisions regarding the future work
of the druzhina. Moreover, it elected the staff and the commander and alse provided full
membership to candidate members. The staff, on the other kand, organised the practical work of
the druzhina, represented DOP in official institutions and took care of the druzhing's
correspondence and finances. The meetings of the staff were headed by the commander'®”.

From the early 1970s seminars and conlerences were arranged every 1-2 years. {n addition to
poaching and environmental protection, DOP also indulged in scientilic work (see below). In
1976 a seminar was called in Kirov. At the seminar, the first complex programme for the struggle
against poaching as a social phenomenon was discussed. This programme was known as
“Vystrel’(Shot).  Students taking part in raids against poachers were given lectures and
information on social psychology, legislation, criminology and operative work by ministrics and
state committees in charge of cxcouting legislation on poaching, as well as by VOOP, the various
inspectorates, police and the Procurator's office. In 1976 and 1977 inter~druzhina programmes
aimed at catching poachers, such as 'El' - Fur tree - (against illegal felling of Christimas trees), '
Vystrel' and 'Fauna’ , fo mention but a few, were carried out. In the late [970s a Co-ordinating
Council, to ease the interaction of local groups participating in these programies, was established.
Sviatoslav Zabelin, then commander of the MGU druzhina and currently leader of the Socio-

Ecological Union, was elected the first president of this soviet. DOP as a movement reached its

" 1bid., ¢. 15.
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peak between 1972 and 1975, when high-profile activists such ns Nikolai Kraev, §. Mukhachev
(Kazan) and D. Kavtoradze were active in the movement.

By the beginning of the 1980s, DOP found itself in a critical situation'™. s membership
started to drop, and elements of formatism were emetging within some local groups. it many
educational institutions, local groups existed ouly in reports of the Komsomol or as semi-formal
organisations. With the turn of the decade, argued Schwarts, a new generation of leaders, who in
exchange for a business trip abroad were ready to play the tunc of YCL officials, was replacing the
older and firmly committed leaders'”’. This was, hiowever, not the case everywhere - in Ukraine,
for instance, the druzhiny were very active during the early 1980s. Kharkiv had a very active
druzhina, and the Kiev University druzhina (named 'Leninskii dozor'), which had gone through a
series of active and not so active periods since its beginning in 1969, became more high~profile
from 1983 onwards, when it was joined by activists such as 5. Motornyi, A. Kostiuk, V,
Domoshlinets, T. Fedorik, V. Hryshchenko and V. Brinikh. The Kiev group developed and
became the all-union co-ordinator of "Tribune' - a programme aimed at increasing awareness of
environmenial problems among the general public - and Fauna' - a programime to save endangered
plants from extinction. Moreover, the Kiev druzhina was co-ordinating "Vystrel' - the campaign
against poachers - within Ukraine'™. In 1985 there were three druzhiny in Kiev - the University
druzhina, as well as one at the Ukrainian Academy of Agriculture and one at the Belotserkov
Institute of'AgriculturemQ.

Volodymyr Boreiko, an active member of U7OP, claimed that a reason for tie success of the
Ukrainian druzhiny could be attributed to UTOP's presidium, which in December 1983 created a
coordinating-methodological council to unite the efforts of druzhiny, environmental groups and
individuals involved in Nature protection. Previously these groups had been samewhat
disorganised. The new council served as a forum for the exchange of experience, the organisation
and conducting of commeon tasks as well as providing assistance to recently created druzhiny.
Finaliy, the council spread information about the achievements and activities of new groups, thus
making them known to & wider audience. Thanks to the efforts of the council, claimed Boreiko,
six new student druzhiny were created in the course of ong year. During 1986 action groups were
set up in Krivyi Rih and Voroshilovhrad pedagogical institutes as well as at the Facnlty of

Geography at Kiev University. Whereas initaially the druzhiny were set up predominantly by
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biologists, by the mid 1980s chemists, mechanical engineers and other professions were following
suit. By the end of 1986 there were 26 student druzhiny throughout U kraine''”

The Ukrainian druzhiny also focused their activities on fighting poachers. Campaigns against
the illegal felling and sale of Christmas trees (‘operation EI’) and the sale of wild spring flowers
(‘operation 'Pervotsvet') enjoyed considerable success and were planned and executed under the
auspices of L/70P. The Kharkiv druzhiny had been conducting such campaigns since the second
half of the 1970s, carrying out raids in fur plantations in Xharkiv and Merefiansk forestry sites.
The Kicv university druzhina was also taking an active part in the campaign. During operation 'El
druzhiniki in Kiev patrolled suburban trains and also two or three GAI (traffic police) posts on the
outskirts of Kicv, checking cars and if they came across any felled Christmas trees, also permits
for felling. If permission had not been given, the trees were confiscated and fines issucd. These
fines, however, were dismally low (10 rubles or less), so even though a significant number of
poachers were exposed (some days wp to 50 poachers were caught) and trees were confiscated
(during 10 days in December 1988, 699 fur and pine trees were conliscated). this did not in itself
automaticaily bring a reduction in illegal tree felling. The druzhiniki therefore reached the
conclusion that for their work to have a real impact, people needed to be properly informed of the
harm such felling was causing to the Ukrainian forests. In Kharkiv and Kiev exhibitions and
campaigns to promote fur bouquets and winter bouquets of fir twigs as alternatives to rcal
Christmas trees were thus undertaken - allegedly with some success. polls from Kharkiv indicated
that some 50% of the citizens were in favour of such alternatives, following intensive campaigning
from the Kharkiv druzhing'!',

From 1985 the Kiev druzhina tried to involve the press directly in operation 'EF. The
editorial boards of Molodu hvardia was approached and its editor T. Malkov requested to take part
in that year's raid. Together they organiscd a round-table aticnded by UFOP, the oblast and city
inspectorates for envirommental protection, the militsia, Ukrainian Ministry of Trade, the Kiev city
committee of the Komsomol, the oblast forestry directorate and the druzhina from the Ukrainian
Academy of Agriculture. Shortly after this round-table an operational staff for operation 'EI' was
created by the Kiev city inspectorate for environmental protection. Kiev oblispolkom and Kiev
gorispolkom issued an order on additional measures to protect coniferous forests before the new
vear, and the recycling of Christmas trees for use in the furniture industry was initiated and
undertaken by 'Kievtara', a local fursiture manufacturer and the press was printing inforimation and
feed-back received from the public to the campaign. Most of the hard work for this campaign was

conducted by the drughiny and it marked the birth of a new system: 'newspaper-student drughing'.
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In acknowledgement of the necd to gain the support of the media, druzhinniki from Vinnytsia
pedagogical institute and Donetsk University uaderwent courses at the faculties of journalism,
Close contacts were also established between the druzhinniki of Vinnvtsia and the oblast
newspaper the Komsomolskoe plemia, which started covering every raid undertaken by the

druzhinniki'**. Thus,

OfaanoueR HOBLMKM  UIMDOKMMM  BOSMOKHOCTAMM  BEARIHS|
NIPUPOAOOX PATTIIOR NPOMACAUABL. 10 Ka &K UOMY KPHTMMECKOMY
BHCTYILIENMIO  AOOUBATLCA OTRCTALIGLIMLIO PABHEHE  OPIMLASATONCKOM
QYHKIMH  11EYaTH: Daaromapa  noadepkke  oBHISCTRCHNOCTH,
MOIIOAEKIAA TAzeTd M3 arMTatopa W NPOMATANANCIE NPCBPATHIACL B
AKTMBIONO W ABTOPHTETIOND ODrANMiATOpa CAGYHON Kawitaim'™,

As for operation 'Pervotsvet' (Primrose), raids were organised at the markets, railway stations,
metro stations and pedestrian tunnels to prevent the sale of illegally gathered spring flowers.
Some of these flowers were included in the Red book. In Kiev the sale of all wild plants was
banned, and in Odessa oblast there were restrictions on the sale of rare medical herbs found in ihe
countryside. The druzhinniki also carried out such campaigns with good results: in the spring of
1987, for instance, a salesman from Chernihiv kad 450 bougquets of glades confiscated, and during
1985 more than 10,000 flowers were confiscated. In Lviv, druzhinniki from the Biological Faculty
of Lviv University confiscated more than 5,000 bouquets of snowbells, lilies of the valley and
crocuses. Although Boreika claimed that as a result of their work, the sale of spring flowers was
considerably reduced in some cities''!, once again the fines were very small thus not really
encouraging poachers to stop their activities.

Towards the end of 1985 DOP together with Komsomolskoe znamia organised a round-table
attended by various ministries, departments, botanists and mesmbers of the druzhiny in Kiev,
Kharkiv and Donetsk to discuss the issuc¢ of how tu securc a real reduction in the collection of
spring tlowers. The participants reached the conclusion that more emphasis must be put on
prophylactic measures during operation 'Pervotsvet’. Acknowledging this, the druz/iny the same
year developed a concept for how to improve environmental propaganda among the population.
This concept, included in the programme "Tribuna’, was later endorsed by DOP, and a nation-wide
awargness campaign started shortly after. As part' of the campaign, the Ukrainian newspaper

Moloda hvardia stasted up a special cco-page in its newsl::aperI 5,
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Numerous raids against poachers hunting or fishing illegally were also organised: during
1985, for instance, 400 raids took place. Some of these were aimed against pollution in
agriculture. Altogether 300 charge-sheets were written, more than 700 illegal fishing nets were
confiscated and a repubiican campaign against poaching organised, in which the druzhinniki made
I'V and radic appearances, gave a series of public lectures, and published a large number of letters
and articles in the local, regional and republican press to draw people's attention to the problem.
The following year some 70 raids were organised and conducted by groups of 6-10 people under
the leadership of the commander. These groups caught 350 poachers and confiscated 15 weapons
and 70 fishing nets. One hundred and forty reports of itlegal fishing and hunting were handed over
to the hunting and fishing inspectoratcs1 6

As the stroggle against poachers hunting illegally was fraught with dangers for those taking
part in the raids, each druzhinnik had to have some training prior to being allowed on a team.
Such instruction included the use of arms, hunting and fishing tules, how to recognise equipment
used by poachers, boating, photography, how to write protocols, how to check documents, eic.
Fuarther, all druzhiny conducting raids were obliged to establish and maintain regular contact with
the environmental inspectorate, YOOP and the police. Raids had to be clearcd with these bodies
beforehand {equipment for the raids was often provided by local branches of VOOP), and to secure
the safety of those students taking part in the raids, it was recommended that the group be
accompanied by a representative of the police or enviremmental inspectorate.

The groups normally consisted of from four to six people, and the leader of the group was
obliged to carry an inspector's uniform, whereas his assistants carried certification and red arm-
bands. A clear division of tasks was rehearsed before the raid started, and politeness during
cncounlers with poachers was a must. Most raids were carricd out in the autumn before the first
snow fell and immediately before the hunting season started. Druzhinniki were instructed never to
show fear, as this could put their lives in danger during encounters with threatening poachers, nor
to give in to psychological pressure. As pointed out in a booklet!!” containing recommendations
and instructions to guide the druzhiny in their work, the poachers often tried to cxcrt psychological
pressure on the members of the raid, naming their friends and acquaintances holding high posts,

whom they would complain to about the activitics of the druzhiny’*°.
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From the early 1980s onwards, raids to expose irregufatities in agriculture became
increasingly common, and recommendations as to how to conduct these raids were provided by
the Ukrainian U7TOP. Such raids could be carried out at any time on farms and food factories to

reveal careless storage of fertilisers and chemicals, emissions of polluting substances into rivers

and lakes, etc.), and no special knowledge was required. Neither was special equipment, since
violations could be detected visually and the sites were accessible to everyone. Druzhinniki were
encouraged to look out for violations during expeditions against poachers and special expeditions
along rivers. Information could also be gathered from regional newspapers, UTOP, and from
buses and suburban trains. These instructions, compared with similar instructions to be applied
against poachers, were not very thorough, thus indicating that agricuitural poltution was not to be a
priority issue of UTOP'™.

Poaching was not the only activity of the Ukrainian druzhiny. The Kharkiv Pedagogical
Institute druzhina, for instance, garly on took an interest in working with school children to spread
awareness of and fondness for Nature at an early age. A school 'sector’ and later also a
kindergatten ‘sector’ were organised by this druzhina and the emphasis was on practical work, such
as teaching the children to make houses for birds, how to grow and collect medical herbs and also
to enable them to take part in operation 'Pervotsvet'.

Druzhinniki from Donetsk State University focused on rescarch, discovering and studying the
habitat of rare animals and birds, The Donetsk druzhina took part in setting up two omithological

game reserves - the Krivokossk estuary and Martinenkovo marshes, where the biggest flocks of

grey heron in Donetsk oblast were found. They also examincd some unknown caves and
aeological outcrops. The druzhina of Zaporizhzhia Institute of Industry, on the other hand, was
more concerned with curtailing industrial pellution, elaborating a special manuat cnabling them to
establish the efficiency of air and water cleansing facilities and providing a plan ol action.

Boreiko claimed that from the early to mid [980s there was a tendency towards more
ditferentiation and variety in the work of the Ukrainian student druzkiny. Complex programmes
such as 'Fauna’, 'Vystrel', "Tribuna' and '‘Rekreatsiia’, combining scientific and propaganda work
with the capacity of each individual druzhing, was becoming increasingly common, and the end
aim of 'Fauna', which the Donetsk druzhina was taking an active part in, also had a conercte resull,

in that it aimed towards the creation of new game preserves' .
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