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Arguments against Hungarian accession to NATO

“The issue of NATO membership is something so ingrdarand so comprehensive that society shouldn’t
just entrust it to politicians and generals”. (Gabtiklds, the daily Népszabadsag, June 15, 1993

According to a recent public opinion poll, 16 pemt of the Hungarian population
opposed Hungarian accession to NATO and a furtBguet cent of the population was
completely uncertain concerning the issue of jginihe organization. Therefore, the
situation is quite paradoxical: despite the faet tifne public is more informed about the
advantages of accession to NATO, only a smalletiggo({44 per cent) of the population

is unequivocally in favor of NATO.Since it is the mainly the advantages of the aioes
that are well known, 1 am of the opinion that italso important to summarize the
counter-arguments to accessfoh.have taken into consideration seventeen sets of
arguments against NATO membership. They are asAsll

|. Ecological-economic counter-arguments

There are direct and indirect ecological-economimter-arguments to accession to NATO.

Direct counter-arguments:

1) Modernization, development at all costs, maumg the level of consumption
characteristic of the welfare state and the intentio spread the consumer model
worldwide all lead to ecological disaster. Forcemre@mic growth and the capitalist
model of society that brings along a destructiothefenvironment are not the means to
resolve the world’s ecological problems. From tleelegical and economic points of
view, it has a detrimental effect if regions on geiphery strive to move into the center:
it ties development and living to an antiquatedrfasf society. NATO, which is often
named as a means of modernization, is a symbbisahtiquated model.

2) Another argument that can be raised here hass agarting point that NATO
protects the welfare and consumer world againstpthe and the immigrants, among
others. Therefore, NATO is an efficient means inntaning exploitation, inequality and
social injustice between territories, zones, regji@ountries and nations, the perpetrator
of the North-South problem and the political andrexmic division of the world.

Theindirectecological-economic counter-arguments to accession.

1) NATO as a military structure is one of the moginumental institutions causing
environmental damage. The production, transporati@ployment storage and regular
replacement of conventional and nuclear weapongiedisas training, military exercises,
training flights and the regular use of militargieology result in a substantial volume of
environmental damage, while training grounds arasiclered areas of increased
pollution all over the world. The environment-friyp destruction of outworn military
technology, missiles and nuclear weapons is arsaived problem.

2) Since Hungary is not averse in principle to dieployment of nuclear weapons on
its territory, the country must face all the enmingental problems of the transportation,
deployment and storage of nuclear weapons, ands@ macreasingly exposes the
country’s population to the danger of a nuclearidest and all the damaging
consequences of a possible nuclear attack.



[l. Transcendent-religious counter-arguments

The common starting ground in transcendent appesacbuld be that life on the Earth
can be interpreted not only in this life theoreréh exists another world that goes beyond
and ‘reconsiders’ this world. Pursuing material d®delonging to this world, securing
them for all contingencies and guaranteeing thetheaexpense of violence cannot be of
primary importance. On the basis of all this, tbéofving approaches against NATO
accession can be listed, among others:

1) Structures based on violence do not advancddhelopment of humanity, power-
enforcement organizations materialize and do noitisgize the world, formations, on
the basis of being threatened, kept in fear ane@utite power of physical force, are not
suitable for resolving the problems of humanityws of pre-historic cultures).

2) You cannot create peace with weapons, violenoduces violence. Integration on
the basis of the power of weapons cannot bringn@assecurity and peace. The
civilization of love based on the teachings of Bigle is not able to welcome an alliance
based on principles contrary to its own (partly vievs of the established churches and
religious views based on Biblical arguments).

3) The existence of armies, troops and militamarades runs totally counter to the
teachings of Jesus. Denying the necessity of thitami refusing military service is the
only attitude one can undertake (the views of peaceches, ‘pacifist’ religious groups)

4) According to the views of prophets, future seand insiders, the end of time is
drawing near. They believe they can fit into thision the idea of joining a military
alliance and that of the world being parted (apgutal, eschatological religious views,
‘New Age’ teaching).

[ll. Counter-arguments stemming from the problentbeing different’

In constitutional monarchies and in internationge@ments concerning human rights,
you can find the different minority rights and régions proclaiming the equality of
minorities in a declared and emphasized form. i divilized world, it is an accepted
attitude to respect ‘otherness’. What is more, as become an important degree of
judgement of a given society or community whataitstude is like towards people of
different ideology, religion, culture, politicalexv or lifestyle. However, the principle of
respecting ‘otherness’ cannot be implemented intjwex

1) The North Atlantic Treaty Organization expressgymbolizes the false idea of
supremacy of the western world, a civilization lohea the Jewish-Christian culture and
the white race by way of using its weapons to kaepy ‘others’ not belonging to the
western culture.

2) NATO protects the western world from the imraigis and from the situation that
people living in other areas, that is, strangesflesdown in the protected zone. NATO
helps to implement the procedure of intentionadging away orthodox Catholics and
the Muslim followers of the true faith, that is,od® ‘others’ living in non-western
cultures, civilizations.

3) Those believing in this concept view NATO astraicture that is building barriers,
that restricts the prevailing of the freedom of mment, ideology and religion, the free
flow of ideas, religions and the prevailing of elijyaof rights for people.



IV. Communicational, social-psychological countegtanents

Around 1991, the Hungarian political elite signesiown agreement concerning NATO

issues. It was the very rare situation of all @ilipmentary parties agreeing on an issue:
the opposition had the same idea on this importaiter as the parties of the governing
coalition? For the main forces formulating public opinione intention to join NATO as

a full member was evident, a pan-national intebestond all doubt. Since there was a
complete identity of views ‘in the elite’, countarguments to accession could not even
emerge. The issue of joining NATO is not talked rpube sets of arguments for and

against accession are unfinished, the set of dondiand schedule of NATO accession is
unknown but Hungary’s leaders have already deaitethis issue.

In this social-psychological field, communicatieacuum, any sort of questioning
NATO accession equals — in the eyes of the pdligti&e — to questioning the six-party
consensus and the competence of the political ®lice being able to identify oneself
with the unified opinion of parliament and the ctryis leadership hurts the parties and
the politicians in their self-esteem; questionihgitt standpoint emerges as an issue of
trust, legitimization and prestige.

A communication disturbance came about in whicbséhraising this issue are
classified as the opponents of development, derogcnategration, and welfare, and
they are labeled as nationalist, pacifist, utopred the friends of the Russians, instead of
being accepted as an equal party to discuss the vsith’

The communication disturbance is further inteedifby the fact that those on the
extreme left and extreme right of the political gjpem, parties not represented in
parliament and the left-wing political youth orgaations are all against NATO member-
ship? The political elite and the public rate the vieswsNATO of these organizations at
their ‘place value’ rather than the weight of theiguments, and consider the anti-NATO
opinion of the extremist organizations as non-presse in the first place.

V. Socialization counter-arguments

1) Up until the 1990s, NATO was to be hated, #sktof the Hungarian military was
to preempt and fend off NATO strikes, professiawtliers having taken an oath to fight
‘NATO as the enemy’ trained hundreds of thousandsoascripts for the war against
NATO de facto and ‘in spirit’, too. Although, this a different world and a different
NATO from what they were before 1989, this anti-NOAEentiment stemming from this
socialization is still alive.

2) Soldiers who are for NATO accession are usedxisting within a military bloc,
this experience determines their thoughts, theyayad to the idea of blocs and they do
not want to, they cannot or they do not dare taceme the idea of a self-supporting and
independent Hungary.

3) What one could experience concerning the chgngfi military alliance, could even
be called as an amnesia process. However, it imtds similar to what George Orwell
described that at one time, Oceania was at war Ruittasia and in alliance with East
Asia, and then the other way round, while the @ffipropaganda said there had never
been a change of partnership.



VI. Psychological counter-arguments

Hungary is unable to face its historical fearstdad of turning against fears that are
deep inside us, we try to escape them by turningaimeone stronger than us. The
traditional fears we have are the following:

1) We must definitely integrate ourselves to thestVenter NATO so that we can
become Europeans because we are afraid that — ondeurrent circumstances — we
are not part of Europe, we are not Europeans.

2) We are afraid of the Trianon sense of guilthef neighboring countries, that is, that
the new proprietors of the territories ceded by ¢y would threaten our lives because
of their qualm of awareness. We are afraid thatwillenot be able to settle our common
issues with the neighboring countries because tt@getries seem to be unable to settle
disputed matters, including the issue of minoritEserefore, we will — sooner or later —
start a fight with them, irrespective of the exigte of bilateral state treaties.

3) Hungarian society is not capable of comprem@ndhat since the Treaty of
Trianon, the Carpathian Basin has been dividednotoerous parts even from the view-
point of statehood, and that Hungary has lost aAgleith its geopolitical abilities — the
cultural and economic opportunities which could emer or entitle it to play some sort
of leading role in the region. Therefore, it hastldgs characteristic of being a middle
power — if it has ever had such a status. It has its ‘cultural supremacy’ and has
become a small state in the region. The umpteedtorf creating fear is therefore the
fear of being a small state; the desire for NATQOmiership also feeds on awareness of
inferiority.”

4) We are afraid of Russia, we are afraid of #tenn of the Soviet system but we are
also afraid of the Slavic peoples joining forced dimat we are going to be left alone —
surrounded by hostile Slavic peoples.

5) We are afraid that we have to create the comditof existence, the security for
ourselves. We feel we are in a situation of beefy ih the lurch for eternity, and we
rather blame the West than ourselves for the situave are in. We are afraid of being
independent and of admitting our own mistakes. Regurom this state of awareness in
society is an escape effect, the intention of lggtansomewhere, no matter what, and
that is what motivates accession to NATO. (Of ceuyspme of our fears — at the same
time — are the fears of our region, as well. Thedr® belong somewhere stems from the
common historical fear of the region: belongingtee superpower or the other and not
seeking ‘integration’ with each other as a solytion

VII. Historical counter-arguments

1) It is true that the countries of our regionelito enjoy the protection of
superpowers, but it is also true that they hadesedf a lot for achieving their
independence. It is a historical tradition thatytlesh to remain within the circle but at
the same time show that they are outside the citolethe course of the 1848-49
revolution and freedom of independence as welhasl®56 revolution, one of the most
important objectives was to achieve Hungarian ieddence and Hungarian neutrality.
(One of the 12 points of demands of the 1848 reéwolyquoted so many times on the
anniversary of the event on March 15, says: outiexs should not be taken abroad and
foreign troops be removed from the territory of eauntry).



2) Hungary took part both in the First and Sectvalld Wars as a member of a
military alliance. In both wars, Hungarian soldiéosight and let their blood for allied
(foreign) interests, as well. In spite of belongiagan alliance, the country was on the
losers’ side. In both cases, we suffered seriolingpolitical defeats as allied partners
of certain western superpowers of the time, and a gesult — we lost two thirds of the
territory of the country.

3) Traditionally, Hungary belongs to the spherentdrest of Germany rather than that
of Russia, unlike Poland, for instance. In thigpees, the past fifty years constituted an
exception. Unfavorable experiences in the recest p@ not provide a foundation
historically for us getting stuck in the Russiahese of interest, and they do not provide
sufficient justification for accession to NATO, leatr.

4) The history of the recent past may also prowdenter-arguments to joining
NATO. The country’s independence as an objectives weluded in the election
campaign program of all six parties the voters getiot parliament at the 1990 general
elections. Four of the parties (Young DemocratsalBwiders, Hungarian Democratic
Forum, Hungarian Socialist Party) concretely mentioe need to achieve neutrality, as
well. Three parties (Smallholders, Hungarian DerabcrForum, Hungarian Socialist
Party) also said they would like to see the sinmgltais dissolution of the Warsaw Pact
and NATO?

The 1989 program of the major party of the currgmvernment coalition has the
following to state:*Our goal is that NATO and the Warsaw Pact becordengant and
possible to dissolve simultaneously as early asisncentury®

Several other parties and social organizationgc§gaZsilinszky Society, Homeland
Party, Hungarian Health Party, Hungarian Indepecelétarty, Hungarian Liberal Party,
Hungarian People’s Party, Hungarian October Phitypgarian Social Democratic Party,
Hungary’s Green Party), almost forgotten since kspof independence and neutrality
with unambiguous statements similar to those opdmiamentary partie’S.

Those referring to historical traditions can drimam all this several direct counter-
arguments to accession:

1) Accession to military alliances cannot prowaareultimate and unequivocal security
guarantee, either.

2) Although, we receive protection upon being ckéal, in case of NATO
membership, we are also obliged to make sacrifitemother member country is
attacked (Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty)}hat have we got to do with possible
military conflicts in North America, North or Sowin Europe, etc.? Hungary has
already made enough sacrifice for Europe.

3) The security of the country and that of theigegcannot be guaranteed at the
expense of giving up national independence.

4) Military blocs cannot be capable of ‘meltingmueies into peace’.

5) NATO membership means the subordination ofttaditions of 1848 and 1956 to
political realism, or — with another approach: thetrayal of the goals of those
revolutions.

6) For us, joining the West militarily is not lesangerous, at all, than belonging to the
East or stay ‘in the middle’.

7) If the political parties are capable of statitg opposite of the same thing so
quickly, but at least once in every four yearsnth®e trustworthiness of the parties can
be questioned.



8) One does not necessarily have to give credirgoments for accession. One must
not trust in two statements that contradict eatierot

VIII. Ethnic counter-arguments

1) It is almost certain that Romania cannot bellarfember of NATO the same time
as Hungary, and it is also a question whether &lavia going to be included in the first
phase of NATO enlargement. Ukraine does not havehnshance to join and one can
presumably exclude the possibility of warring Cr@and Small Yugoslavia becoming
NATO members in the short term. Therefore, Hungeaiecession to NATO cannot help
resolve the problems of ethnic Hungarians livindRemania, Ukraine, Croatia and Smalll
Yugoslavia. NATO will be able to ‘protect’ only aapg of the native Hungarian
population living in the Carpathian Basin. Whainsre, since the NATO frontier is likely
to coincide with the Hungarian border, there wél & dividing line even bigger than
before. For those thinking in terms of the entiretyhe native Hungarian community, it
means that a part of this community is saved vthi#eother part — definitely smaller in
number — will be ‘sacrificed’.

2) There is no talk of NATO admitting all formerembers of the eastern bloc or the
successor states of the Soviet Union with a ddeireaccession. This means moving
ahead at the expense of others, rubbing shouldihstiose in better condition and
turning away from those less fortunate. Hungar@session to NATO shows the lack of
almost compulsory solidarity stemming from the camnrfate.

3) Those referring to historical counter-argumetdscerning accession to NATO
may reckon to discover — in this respect, too -amlel between the Warsaw Pact and
NATO. If the issue of national minorities could rimg settled during the fifty years of the
existence of the Warsaw Pact, then another militdog will not be able to do that,
either.

4) The argument referring to national reconctiatis similar to that argument for
maintaining the general compulsory military serwidgich says that compulsory military
service Is necessary so that young people leagpepiaehavior in the army and that the
military finally make men of them (the educatiorsdgcialization function of the military).
However, those opposing accession do not belieae tthe peoples of East Central
Europe should be conscripted into a military aflateing above nations so that they do
— by command — what they are not able to do by sleéms. NATO is not capable of
educating ‘decent nations’.

IX. Sovereignty counter-arguments

1) Without Hungary being forced by anyone milliarive give up our national
interests as Hungarian military forces would beg@thunder joint (foreign) command.

2) Accession to NATO means new dependence. Bn@IiINATO as a full member,
Hungary would undertake it in writing that it suborates the country’s interests to the
interests of superpowers.

3) One of the four minimum requirements of NATOmbiership is civilian control
over the military completely prevailing.While we comply with this expectation, real
control is taken out of our hands, with the supow of the national decision-making
process and the political control being exerciserussels.



4) Following the loss of economic sovereignty,ession would now result in losing
political and military independence, as well.

5) The North Atlantic Treaty Alliance serves Euktantic and not European
interests, reflecting the political, economic, taily, cultural, etc. interests of the
Americans. NATO is the tool to convey American metds and values. This way,
Hungary’s development would be based on non-Europaklies and this would threaten
national identity?

6) NATO member countries are not equal de factbe Brdeal concerning the
accession process well demonstrates that therienpoetant, not so important and not
important NATO members whose opinion carry differeveight. Hungary as a full
member of NATO could expect to have a second- iod-ttlass status, Hungary is going
to play a walk-on part within NATO.

X. Economic counter-arguments

The costs of accession to NATO are not known. Ttpeeations and the resource of
expenses incurring in connection with the fulfilmeof these expectations are also
unknown. However, it is known that 20-25 billiorrifds are needed to meet the military
requirements of the accession, and 10-12 billioeaoy out the reform of the military
forces with a budget of 80 billion forints plannfd 1996 and along with a weapons
import of 300 milion US dollars received as paymagainst the Russian debt to
Hungary™® There is no information to be quoted on how mdmeybeen spent already in
order to achieve accession. The only piece of inédion known is that 493 million
forints had been earmarked within the 1995 militamgget for NATO’s ‘Partnership for
Peace’ program.

Hungary’s economic integration ought to be achdelvg economic means. Political-
military integration cannot substitute the economiee, NATO cannot be entitled to
compensate for a program financing the rebuildihdzastern Europe. There may be
points of connection between the two kinds of irdéign but the contents of the two are
not the same. The enlargement of NATO equals tatadgthat the West is not willing
to finance a second, much more expensive MarsHait Bnd that it settles for a
secondary solution of supplementary characteristic.

It is expressed in the West’'s position that thesM@oes not want full integration
except on the level of words, it wants to integréidéss region as much as it is
unavoidable, as much as it is necessary otirties [=limits, frontier] which guarantees
its security, and as much as it is desirable orpdrghery of an economically developed
area.

On the part of the West, NATO’s eastern expangonothing else than an action
necessarily resulting from its selfish economiceliasts, some sort of compensation
supplementing real help. At the same time, it isaamable and hypocritical process,
which forces the east European countries to eableupie.

Taking all this as starting-points, counter-argotaeto NATO, on the basis of
economic considerations, are the following:



1) The influx of Western capital (income), expectem NATO membership, depends
— irrespective of accession — on several othepfactt is completely uncertain and its
volume is unpredictable. Therefore, hoping for téirn of the investment (that is, the
money spent on gaining membership) raises falseatapons in the population and it is
nothing else than wishful thinking.

2) It is not proven that NATO membership would iguiee economic growth or that
membership would result in the automatic achieveénedrthe living standards of the
welfare states. (The object lessons here are Padraing Turkey).

3) The costs of accession are not known, eitmer,far lack of this figure we simply
do not know what we undertake. Defense budgetsmuemisly increase and the costs of
the military reform (which has been delayed foefiyears now), the modernization of
military equipment and making the Hungarian armyT®Acompatible all get mixed up
with one another in an undistinguishable Way.

4) Since NATO requires from its member countriae tnaintenance of an army
capable of defending their own country, one casyoree that — after gaining full NATO
membership — Hungary will have an expensive arvgnenore expensive than before.

5) Under the current economic circumstances, wmatamake more sacrifices for
increasing the defense of the country, making thentry’s army NATO compatible or
buying the latest military technology.

6) Making the military NATO compatible can be reedl only at the expense of
diverting funds from the civilian sphere (e.g. llecdre, education, culture, social
services).

7) Hungary as a NATO member will lose the posgibdf making a decision on its
own — depending on the changing economic indicaioresources — how much it wants
to spend on the military. We undertake to spendiplysmore on weapons than we can
afford and this may lead to running into debt oa phinciple of ‘arm yourself now, pay
later!".

8) It is not a realistic concept that the Hunganailitary industry can be put back on
its feet and make it competitive with NATO help atlds might be economically
beneficial for Hungary. NATO membership projectstjthe opposite: systems, supplying
NATO, seek markets and not rivals in the regioeytwill be the ones who impede the
development of national military industries.

9) NATO cannot only provide a guaranteed backgdoon the influx of capital but it
could also be an efficient tool in maintaining Hangs economic subordination.
Economic development is uncertain but the consienvalf the periphery role is certain.

10) While there are no guiding figures on the fpability’ of accession and member-
ship, we should not speak about accession as ilvarged it under all circumstances,
that this was worth every penny and that the cqusduld only profit from it.

XI. Political counter-arguments

According to a famous saying by Lord Ismay, NAT@ission can be summarized as
follows:

1) Well, those voicing political arguments agaiastession to NATO think that —
following the Cold war and at a time when Europestisving for union — it is not
necessary to keep the Americans in Europe by meaN&ATO, and keep the Russians
outside NATO, the Germans are ‘up there’, anywadT®, which was established in an
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atmosphere of distrust after the Second World Was, by now lost the foundation of its
creation, that is, distrust. It no longer has thesion put into words by Lord Ismay,
NATO is not capable of defining either its objeesvor its tasks, it is moving in a void as
far as its activity is concerned and has identiybfems. Political-military alliances are
always established and maintained in somebodysdst and against somebody, and —
despite all the propaganda claiming the oppositthey do not manage without a
potential enemy. Therefore, NATO cannot form thenpry structure framework of
relations between West and West, East and West, &ab East, Hungarians and
Hungarians.

2) The enlargement of NATO means the declarationesv borders for spheres of
interest, drawing new borders for Europe and thasidn of Europe. And this
contradicts the processes of integration as weha&uropean intention to unite.

3) NATO enlargement cannot only decide the fateea$t and central European
countries joining the organization but also that tbé non-joining east European
countries and the successor states of the SovienUThis way, something that means
belonging to the West on one side, will mean, aa ¢kher side, dropping behind the
West for good and being classified into the Russpamere of interests. The direction of
integration for the Baltic states, Ukraine, Belaams Bulgaria will be pre-determined,
with the chance for their eastern integration iasmgg. The West almost offers the
territory beyond the area NATO enlargement to Russi

4) Ukraine is not on the list of NATO enlargemerihis is despite the fact that the
political-military affiliation of this country, wizh counts as a middle-power, is of high
importance in international relations because ¢ thee second largest national army in
Europe, it is a nuclear power and is situated onaesa of special geostrategic
importance between the enlarged NATO and Russiavihg Ukraine out of the
enlargement process would be all grist for Russiails and make the still wavering
Ukraine a natural ally of Russia. Should these teesform an alliance, then a strong
military power would suddenly appear on NATO’s berdAnd in that case, we are
where we used to be: Russia and Ukraine togetlkea definite superpower.

5) Lasting security for Hungary can only be guésad by keeping an equal distance
from the superpowers, or rather being equally ‘héarthe superpowers. NATO
membership means anchoring on one side, belongirapé of the spheres of interest,
which unavoidably raises displeasure on the otider s

6) Russia disapproves of NATO enlargement. It wdilde to avoid its former allies
join its former enemies in a military bloc along former borders. Russia considers it a
distrustful, hostile and dangerous step. It isdegirable to lose the friendship of Russia
that is still considered a military superpower.

7) NATO’s enlargement does not help the developn&n Russian society, it
strengthens the Russian military lobby and giveseaous chance to stratocracy to
survive the cold war. Therefore, NATO enlargemesttmues to hamper or even block
for good Russia’s democratic transformation.

8) NATO's eastern enlargement creates a situath@t brings about danger; it
increases threat in the region rather than decaaseor Hungary, the region, Europe
and the world, NATO enlargement is a larger thtéan its cancellation. In this case,
Hungary becomes the ally of the party that incredise danger, decreasing the country’s
security. It is better to stay out of military blacin a calm Europe than being a member
of a military bloc in a tense international sitoati
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XIl. Geopolitical counter-arguments

1) Hungary has always been directly on either sifithe fence; with accession to
NATO, we can be the southeastern bastion of thaewedloc instead of the south-
western bastion of the eastern bloc.

2) In case of war, Hungary — whatever happens [Fbo&ia military springboard,
standing on the side of whichever military bloc,ngarian soldiers and the population
can only play the role of the bullet-shield. (Iwell known that the task the Hungarian
army was expected to perform within the Warsaw Raxd only to stop the enemy for a
few minutes, that is, being a shield against enattgck, annihilation until the Warsaw
Pact prepares for defense).

3) Accession to NATO does not eliminate the tri@onsal status, uncertainty, the
awareness of lagging behind and the eternal needmfmdernization — all being
characteristics of this region.

4) Belonging to the European Union — and the Iifulint of Western European
economic expectations required for membership —ardyn be expected after NATO
enlargement, that is, military integration, whichquires a fundamentally political
decision. We will not be able to achieve the westenropean standard of living, etc. for
a long time but we want to meet the military expéons as early as possible, that is,
now. Accession to NATO does not follow organicdiigm the development of the
country.

5) What follows from our geopolitical situation it being made a satellite state
again but a characteristic east central Europesala@ment ‘in the valley of the river
Danube’. For those believing in the so-called @hway’, which is very hard to define
precisely, accession to NATO rules out the podsilmf a national development.

6) Finally, the geopolitical argumentation alsketsinto an account the advantages of
the unchangeable situation. Mediation between sghef interest, the bridge role
mentioned by many, standing on not one but molargieconomically, cultural diversity
and the possibility of establishing friendly retats in all directions are all factors that
increase security themselves but they do not requn@mbership to any military alliance.

XIII. Integration counter-arguments

1) Integration is a pressure applied by strongntdes and regions. There is an
integration pressure in the world because the veohghding international companies
need to create such large units in order to secorestant development and the
maintenance of an economy built on profit, interastestment and market. In this
worldwide process, an integration competition (sgraountries strive for integrating the
small ones, and the small countries cannot do agytise but wanting the integration)
is created on one hand, and there is a compehbBbreen the integration processes, on
the other. NATO is one of the key organizationshisf integration process.

2) Integration does not occur on the basis equatiist and mutual benefits. The
supervision of the integration process and theis&#oution of material goods remain in
the hands of the ‘integration elite’.

3) The establishment of the different forms ofegration does not point in the
direction of a global democracy but the creatioglobal security forces.
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4) Europeans have a ‘Europe-myth'’ living in thainds. The gist of it is that Europe
must regain the central position, it is entitleditothe world. Europe believes that being
a superpower is its natural positionNATO is one of the tools in reviving this false
Europe myth.

5) According to a ecological-moral argumentatipartly related to the Europe-myth,
since the geostrategic control of a united Eurapels to control over Eurasia, as well,
and all this happens under the guidance of theedn&tates, NATO is destined for
guaranteeing the global superiority of the West.

6) Primarily, it is the achieving of integratioetiveen non-military spheres that must
be pursued, and these non-military sub-systemsstiwild, first of all, be brought up to
a certain level of development at which integratiould be possible for us and desirable
for the western part of Europe.

7) As it is well known, the need to join the Eueap Union and NATO appeared in
the region at the same time. However, the realitypt-concealed by politics, either — is
that the realistic goal is to achieve NATO membiprdinst, the possible chance to join
the European Union as a full member can come dtayveards. EU membership is tied to
NATO membership and the other way round. This oodéntegration is unacceptable.

8) There is also an expressly anti-America ‘limethe sentiments against integration
and NATO accession. The permanent military presé@m@&urope by the United States
hampers European integration, Americanize Europlenaakes NATO member countries
the servants of American global policy interestise Tepresentatives of this view wish to
join an integrated European force but not a NAT@QaurAmerican influence.

XIV. Counter-arguments by the civil society

1) NATO enlargement is in the interest of theinéional military lobby; on one side,
it means an enlarged market for arms, and proidesoundation for the existence of
the stratocracy on the other. The map of the newfiguis drawn by military people
rather than by civilians.

2) In Hungary, the most substantial supporterageasion to NATO — apart from the
political elite — is the Ministry of Defense. (laé increasingly been so since the last
change in government). The Hungarian military expebat accession to NATO will
resolve all of its problems. The military lobby seldATO as the tool to enforce its
interests as NATO forces the country’s economy dg more for military purposes as
required by conditions for accession and full mersiip. Accession creates an
opportunity to raise the standard of living for grefessional staff and the army, itself.

3) For the army, accession to NATO means modeioizawhich cannot be achieved
in any other way, that is, it is the military splehat gets modernized within the society.
It is the military society and not the civilian $ety that gets the opportunity to be
integrated first, while the army itself admits thia¢ country is not under threat.

4) The will of an army that is becoming unmanagdgeefdr society, and that serves its
own interests, this time coincides with the will tfe political elite in the matter
concerning NATO accession. Politics and the myitaave found each other and are
‘pushing’ society from two sides towards NATO memgbg — one bidding over the
other. In the eyes of the public, political andemmial military interests appear together,
one using each other’s arguments to justify theotgnce of accession. This way, unlike
in constitutional democracies, the necessarilyah@rc relation between politics and the
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military is turned into a coordinate relation ahe military is able to present itself as an
independent force to formulate politics. The arrag developed a disproportionate role
in action, politics and decision-making. The miltais able to ‘sell’ its interests,
stemming from its internal logic, as the commoreinasts of society. The military
becomes the ‘driving force’ of belonging to Europand the token of western
integration. It is able to present itself in a prggive role and its requirements continue
to be met — irrespective of the country’s econoamd security conditions. Accession to
NATO happens to be the opportunity for the militemyavoid full civilian control, which

is otherwise one of the conditions for membership.

XV. Security policy counter-arguments

The term ‘security’ is not limited to military semty but it means much more than that.
That is because the term ‘security’ has at least dinensions (the threat-free, stable,
still situation, and the individual, social, sergimal evaluation of the situation).
Furthermore, there are primary (political, socrllitary, ecological, internal security)
and secondary (technological level, demographibiléyaand growth, geographical-
climatic factors, currency stability, monetary aiion, security of ownership) elements.
To achieve the level of security interpreted on Ithsis of all these elements, Hungary
does not need to join NATO. The country’s secustgot threatened by the existence of
national and ethnic minority problems or appearaotéhe migration phenomenon,
international crime, terrorism, Mafia and drug-eadither-®

As a result:

1) The non-military elements of security can berendetermining than the military
ones, and the existence of the non-military elemeft security can provide better
security guarantees than military security, itself.

2) The non-military elements of security are mleds expensive than military security
and can ensure the country’s security, the suratgéhe nation and the improvement of
the quality of life for the population on a longerm.

3) The security of the country and the populatotireatened primarily by the lack of
security elements. Those calling for accessionreafmne element of security at the
expense of the other elements.

4) Limiting the term of security to the term oflitary security is suitable for
manipulating people’s sense of security, creating dense of danger and insecurity. At
the same time, it is also suitable for ‘divertitige sense of insecurity so that is does not
‘spread’ or reach the critical level where it ist mesirable or even unmanageable (e.g.
healthcare, social sphere, demography, standdrdngf, debt accumulation).

5) Finally, there exists a security policy apptnaas well, that does not fit into the
outlined system but is noteworthy. Namely, if ittisie that NATO does not threaten
anyone, then let us support accession for our heighand let us not enter ourselves. If
the other countries of the region become NATO memdéen the presumed Slovak or
Romanian threat is eliminated and we do not havée#o the Russians, either in the
neighborhood of NATO. By staying out of NATO, wencanjoy the benefits of security
without taking our share of the burden of membersinid losing our independence.
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XVI. Military security counter-arguments

One of the starting points is based on the demitte statement that our region is in a
security vacuum. On one hand, Soviet occupationndidmean security, therefore, its
coming to an end could not result in a vacuum. @ndther hand, the term ‘vacuum’
supposes a force, in the first place, which is yaadill this vacuum, thus, creates, in the
first place, the sense of being threateHethe expression ‘we cannot be no man’s land’,
which was also brought up as an argument for aieress NATO, indicates aversion to
sovereign existence, the attitude of ‘looking fagad master’ and the fear of RusSia.

The other starting point: our country is not thes&d by the danger of a military
attack. Russia lost its superpower status andoisdr role in international relations,
there is no economic power behind its rhetoric.d@yp the Russian GDP is one third of
what the Soviet GDP used to be, 13-18 per cenh@®imerican GDP and even much
less than that of China). At most, Russia has aashdo integrate the ‘near foreign
countries’ politically and economically and notrtasn them over.

Since Russia is not only a European but an Astavep, as well, and since 25 million
Russians live in the successor states of the Stnéin outside Russia, it must pay
attention to several directions at the same timg @mmarily to its neighbors. The
military potential of Hungary's neighbors, except that of Austria, exceeds ours, but
individually it does not provide the three-fold, even larger, superiority in troops and
equipment that would ensure the success of a quiltkry aggression.

The economies of the former Socialist countries iara shape similar to ours, a
substantial increase in their military budget, tisatthe change of the current situation
can be ruled out on the long term. Romania hasotwentrate on conflicts along its
southern and western borders (Moldavia, Serbiap#@sBulgaria), while the military
force of Small Yugoslavia, which is on the brinkemionomic bankruptcy, anyway, is tied
up in the war there.

The policy of Hungary and its neighbors is notednat occupying territories, there is
no indication of any behavior, whatsoever, refgrrio military attack. According to
public opinion polls, 12 per cent of the Hunganm@pulation is not, while 38 per cent is
not really afraid of events in the former Yugosiathreatening the country. (8 per cent of
those polled said ‘I don't know'.) 37 per cent detpopulation are of the view that
Hungarian accession to NATO would increase the eamd getting involved in the
conflicts in the former Yugoslavia. Since 32 pentcsaid ‘I don't know’, only 31 per
cent of the population expects increased secudiy ficcession to NATE.

On the basis of all this, the military countertargents to NATO accession are as
follows:

1) The appearance of totalitarian, expansive pswerthe Hungarian border can be
ruled out completely in the short and medium terergj can be ruled out with high
probability in the long run.

2) In our neighborhood, there is no political mien, and the ability going along with
it, which would threaten the country’s military seity.

3) It might be dangerous if the conflict in therfer Yugoslavia expands but it is
likely to happen within the boundaries of that ferncountry. Hungary may be affected
by the war in terms of border incidents or subwergjroups, the danger of a total war
can be ruled out.
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4) A situation without threat has come about. Toeintries of the east central
European region are not threatened by either speissia) or middle-power (Ukraine)
ambitions, and — in addition — Hungary is not theead by its neighbors, either.

5) With its eastern enlargement, NATO would havés possession two thirds of all
the weapons in Europe. This quality predominancelldvanly increase a potential
military threat to Russi&.

6) Public opinion poll figures suggest that NATOnot a determining factor from the
point of view of people’s sense of security.

7) Concerning the issue of accession to NATO ptltgic is not by far not as united as
the political elite. Those formulating public omni are not willing to take notice of the
large number of people opposing Hungarian memheisiNATO and the media do not
reflect this division of the pubilic.

XVII. Pacifist counter-arguments

The pacifist argumentation, in part, summarizes ahguments so far, and, in part,
creates an independent set of arguments by adeéwgconsiderations to the previous
arguments. Primarily, the pacifist argumentatioesséhe gist of the problem in that
Europe and America do not know what to do withgleation that just suddenly came
by although it had been long expected: the politaéitary-economic victory and the
cold war coming to an end.

In reality, NATO enlargement is a symptom of aisthe moral, intellectual and
economic crisis of the West as well as the failbfrdexibility and that of the ability to
change, the sign of thinking in terms of estabtispatterns and paradigms: the modern
times symptom of the long-lasting crisis of a @ation, a culture. The West, that has the
world’s largest economic and military force, wishesfollow a line of causality whose
causes were eliminated while the West itself cametbe winner and unhurt in this
worldwide struggle.

The arguments, point by point, are as follows:

1) With its enlargement, NATO recreates itselfisTis nothing else but the pregnant
appearance of the phenomenon, well known in thet,Wekich is called cold war
tendency. It is the survival of the effect mechamibuilt intentionally for decades, in the
underlying structure of society. Which effect magkian continues to have an influence,
as a result of its force of inertia, and its ohjexts to prepare for the unavoidable clash.
The point here is not the danger of the militarpblg the military-industrial complex
gaining too much power but the social processesratitlitions being impregnated with
military preparations, and a development of sodiketyermining the character and driving
force of society (exterminism), as well as the ralitorrespondence between the inter-
related civilian and military spheres (isomorphism)

2) NATO enlargement is not based on the actuaiehof the former opponent but
on its supposed future, aggressive plans, suppdsieg'worst scenario’. Deterring
Russia, the ‘Evil Empire’, lurks behind the enlargmt process, while NATO tries to
convince Russia not to worry. Now, the West does unalerstand what it had not
accepted from Russia before: it does not realiz¢ #ims and armaments are never
neutral politically, they are always biased stragaly and politically. The paranoid
development of society, characteristic of the awéd period, now continues with NATO
enlargement.
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3) The West loses the historic opportunity to havperiod of ‘positive peace’ (the
latent conflicts being eliminated) instead of agagve peace’ (the lack of direct
violence). The enormous military potential, tiedioghe cold war’, is not freed and it is
not going to be exploited in the interest of a faméntal social transformation. The
spiral of distrust is not broken, global militattivan continues.

4) The unilateral disarmament has taken placehignhistoric moment, it would be
logical and evident if mutual security was creat¢dhe low level. The discharging of
enormous capacities would make it possible to @Gratine elimination of exterminism
and isomorphism, that is, it would be an opportund create the intellectual and
material foundation for a long-lasting peace caygegeveral continents.

5) After the disappearance of the bipolar worldesy the United States of America
strives for autocracy and wishes to use NATO totradrthe entirety of Europe, North
Africa, the Middle East and the Far East. NATO doest serve the purposes of global
and collective security but those of the internalcambitions of the United States, the
American statism.

6) The exterminism and isomorphism, embodied InNTAA existence, decide the
dilemma of democracy or empire in Russia, creaeedfance of military integration
between Russia and China, and will really set g dther hostile world pole. Thus,
NATO, ‘with no enemy, sows the seed of an even en@xtensive opposition.
Eventually, a chance is created for a third worlth Wwecause certainithe direct cause
for the third world war will be the preparations ft3. **

7) As a result of NATO’s enlargement into East @arEurope, the new members will
be in a client relationship with those acceptingnththe relationship ‘large allies — small
satellite states’ is created, and last but nottleaditarism is exported to the periphery.
The possibility of the revival of an autonomous &pe-awareness is going to be lost. A
staff of NATO officers, of trans-national ‘interesin theory, will come about at the
expense of civilian values and the civil societgcs, in reality, it will serve American,
German, and perhaps British and French interests.

8) While the West played a substantial part irtiggtthe region into this situation
(Yalta), now, it does not provides it with a reebmpensation help’ (second Marshall
plan), and it feeds the region with a half-meassuéable for the conservation of
conflicts (NATO enlargement). The tug-of-war comieg NATO expansion creates a
misleading situation: it creates the illusion ashé# countries of the region were major
factors in international relations, while it is Ane&a and Western Europe whose interests
are really dominant. The West dictates, while th@ppganda manipulates: America and
its allies wish to appear in the gracious role afier and benefactor, and in the role of
the protector of independent and democratic states.

9) The unconditional will of countries in our regito join NATO makes them similar
to the countries of the third world. The point imetcomparison is the view that makes
the military the means of social changes and mo@sshand tries to answer, by pushing
military interests in the foreground, all thosefidifities that a country that has only
recently gained independence, must face. Integratwough NATO legitimizes the
privileged status of weapons, the imperatives dérti® may poison national economies,
and the political elite, government bureaucracy tiedmilitary hierarchy get increasingly
intertwined.
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10) Pacifists are of the opinion that — for ins&@&nin line with the Palme report — a
general and total disarmament and the continuabbrthe disarmament spiral are
necessary; the objective is to create securithetawest possible level of military forces
and to work out a joint security-disarmament progfaThe common past and common
future of the east central European region andyémeral impoverishment of the region
and a lasting peace all require the creation obezof peace honored by external
powers??

Translated byandor LACZKO

Mozg6 Vilag, 1995/11.

' The figures are quoted from the matefiRublic opinion survey on NATO membership” (February
1995) commissioned by the Ministry of Defense. Thblic opinion survey was conducted by the
Marketing Centrum National Market Research Instituiith 1,000 randomly selected voters asked
personally. (The margin of error of the data disetbis 3-6 per cent.) Source: Ministry of Defense.

% In this piece, | have tried to map out the enyiraft arguments and sets of arguments against NATO
accession, and | have done my best in the intefgsbducing a professional and objective analyEie
types of counter-arguments do not make up a compleity, the sets of arguments are not built oheac
other, the arguments raised against accession tdformo a coherent unity, although they have similar
characteristics. There is an unavoidable overlappetween the sets of arguments, and it may happen
that not all arguments within a category can belssonized with each other, or one argument may even
oppose the other.

The study does not include counter-arguments thet be worded from NATO's side, and does not
always include counter-arguments that can be rais#ue case of other countries in the region.

> However, there is a substantial difference of mpirwithin and outside the coalition concerning the
issue of referendum, the legitimization of accassio

* See the pre-agenda speech in parliament by IvabéSzhe head of the parliamentary group of the
Hungarian Democratic Forum (MDF) on April 22, 1996towever, Szabé stated: they were reluctant to
hear opinions, including that of the Alba Kér (@& which are about the high costs of NATO
membership. In his opinion, it is not good eithiecartain forces wish to make reversible the preces
that constitutes the common intention of governmaard opposition.” (The daily Népszabadsag, April
23, 1995). See also the interviewNépszabadsagith Géza Jeszenszky, the chairman of the Hungaria
Atlantic Council: “The former foreign minister said that in his opmigentiments against NATO
membership have become more intensive in our cgurdgcently, at least that is the idea that he is
getting when reading certain publications and statés. He believes the public should be properly
informed”. (The dailyNépszabadsaglune 2, 1995).

So far, the following civic groups have indicatiégby are against Hungarian accession to NATO:
Alba Kér — anti-violence peace movement (see thidiedaNépszabadsggMay 27, 1995 Magyar
Nemzet May 27, 1995Magyar Hirlap May 29, 1995); Left Wing Alternative Society, BokRoman
Catholic base community movement (whose membet&ted the collection of signatures against
accession in May 1995); Fiksz Society, an antierncke group, the founder of the station ‘Fiksz Radi6
Hungarian Neutrality MovemenMagyar NemzetMay 3, 1995); Marxist Youth Federation. Following
a call by the Fiksz Society, the Left Wing AlterivatSociety and the Marxist Youth Movement tooktpar
in a joint anti-NATO-accession rally on Margardatsd in Budapest on May 28, 1995. The participants
held a protest for an independent and neutralsfatuHungary (see the daiNépszavaMay 29, 1995).

The Green Alternative Party believes a referendunst be held on the issue of Hungary's accession
to NATO (Hungarian Television Newdune 11, 1995).
® The Hungarian Justice and Life Party (MIEP) and\Waekers’ Party reject accession to NATO (The
daily Népszabadsaday 26, 1995).
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® See, for instancéNATO propaganddy Gabor Lambert in the daillagyar NemzetMay 26, 1995.
(“One can also see that certain political forcesadmemain on stage by intensifying this issue tieate
so far enjoyed large-scale support”).

" Quo vadis Hungaria?y Taméas Szira in the journaazdasag és TarsadalofgEconomy and
Society], 1993/4, pages 5-69.

8 Excerpts from the program endorsed by tffec@ngress of the Young Democratt: is possible, as a
maximum objective, to leave the Warsaw Pact andlgira the country’s neutrality, and, as a minimum
objective, to transform the Warsaw Pact into aramatle of real defensive characteristics which essur
the equality and sovereignty of the member cousit(ie) The Young Democrats wish to take part in
creating a weapons-free, united Europe”. The pabba entitled ‘What do the Young Democrats want?’
includes — among other things — the followifithdependent and neutral Hungary that is free @igor
troops. Weapons-free, united Europe. Life freeeafr$”. SourceThe political yearbook of Hungary
edited by Sdndor Kurtan, Sandor Péter and Lasaé.VEJLA-OMIKK, 1990, page 500.

The 18" point of the defense and security policy demarfdb® Independent Smallholder, Peasant
and Civic Party is the following“The Smallholders Party considers it necessary teloe a new,
common European security system along with the lsémeous or gradual dissolution of NATO and the
Warsaw Pact”. The publication entitled ‘What dodée tSmallholders Party want?’ includes the
following: “Independent, neutral and democratic Hungary!” Tdraessource, pages 503-504.

Excerpts from the program of the Hungarian Demtgerigorum (MDF): “Our ultimate goal is a
future Europe free of military blocs ... MDF considét as a realistic future goal — depending on the
state of international affairs — to win neutrality the country which would result in the Sovietibm
seeing Hungary as a politically balanced neighlgpraountry that would not threaten its security
interests”. The same source, pages 523, 532.

Excerpts from the program, entitled ‘What sociétywe want?’, of the Alliance of Free Democrats:
“Our goal is the country’s independence. Our detitaraof principle, we assume as a tradition the
declaration of neutrality of 1956”". The same soupage 597.
® Stating this was the 4%2point of the document entitled ‘The position of ttongress of the Hungarian
Socialist Party on the Hungarian Socialist Partgu can read the following in the %4oint of the
same document*Our party supports the idea of all foreign militaigrces leave the territory of
European states .The same source, page 583.

12 One must, of course, not forget that that at tima¢, Hungary was still a member of the Warsaw Pact
and — as a result — the term ‘neutrality’ creatdférént notions in the people’s minds. At the tiofahe
1994 elections, the picture was completely differen— from 1991 — almost all parties were in fasfor
NATO membership. According to the party programsl#94, the Hungarian Socialist Party and the
Hungarian Social Democratic Party (with a referendon the issue) as well as the Alliance of Free
Democrats, the Hungarian Democratic Forum, the fagida of Young Democrats and the Agrarian
Federation were all in favor of NATO membership Mhthe programs of the Christian Democratic
People’s Party, the Independent Smallholders Pamty the Hungarian Justice and Life Party did not
touch upon this issue. The only party against NAn@mbership was the Hungarian Socialist Workers
Party, the main successor of the only party inctwntry for decades prior to the change of thetipali
system in the late 1980s.

" The four requirements: democratic system, markeh@my, civilian control over the military and
defense against terrorism.

12 Concepts to attempt to achieve neutral and nametl status are mostly supported by this set of
arguments.

13 The situation in the military is criticaby Zoltan Vereckei, the dailylagyar NemzetMay 15, 1995;
Sad chartdy Istvan Harsasi, the army papédagyar HonvédMay 19, 1995, page 7.; selection from the
press on the basis of the news program of Hung&aio’s Channel Kossuth. the army palbkgyar
Honvéd May 19, 1995, page 9.

4 The budget of a premature welfare stageTamas Csapody, the jourrialet és IrodalomApril 7,
1995.

15 The myth of European uniby Alen Sked, in the journ&urdépai Szeml@991/2. pages 17-26.

6 Methodical issues in security policy forecastg Péter Deék, in the scientific journilagyar
Tudomany1994/9., pages 1,084-1,092.

" NATO and the security of Western EurdgelaszI6 Valki, in the journalarsadalmi Szeml&992/6.
pages 14-33.
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18 At the next elections, people cannot be deceiveitipty promiseby Gabor Stier. Interview with the
president of the Polish Republic, Lech Walesa i ltungarian dailyMagyar NemzetMay 15, 1995.
Quote from the interview:The center of Europe cannot be no man’s land”.

' The Szonda lIpsos public opinion research compaag yintly commissioned by the daily
Népszabadsagnd the weekly television prograa Hét to conduct this survey on June 25, 1995. The
size of the sample: 500 people. In the dbi§pszabadsaglune 12, 1995.

20 «The rejection of unilateral advantages also induitiat successful efforts aimed at the reduction of
arms and the prevention of war must be based orejbetion of military predominance, or — in a more
general term — threatening military situation”. ¢Expt from the Palme Reporf)ong Peace?
(Fejlédéstanulmanyok 10 — /Development studi€lf Sociological Research Institute of the Hungaria
Academy of Sciences. Ed. by Ferenc Miszlivetz. Rads 1989, page 184.

% The Causes of World War Thrbg C. Wright Mills, London, 1958.

2 palme reportLong PeaceBee above, page 184.

% The outcome of the referendum, held in neighboAngtria, is noteworthy. The Austrian population
did not want their country to become a member off §AAlthough, the different positions of Austria
and Hungary do not make it possible to make a coisgabetween them, it definitely shows that NATO
membership is not a much wanted desire for evemofaan country, and that there are counter-
arguments to NATO membership in the West, as well.
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BUYING TICKET FOR NOAH’'S ARK

Hungarian-American talks involving officials of thevo countries’ defence ministries
were held in the past few days in Washington tled aoncerned the price of NATO
enlargement. The Pentagon indicated fiihe rate of the Hungarian defence spending
ought to be increased to the average level of tNEQNcountries possibly already as of
this year”. And in the wake of talks between thatestdepartment and the foreign
ministry, the state secretary in charge of integnatsaid that“considering the
possibilities, Hungary was ready to pay the pritenembership of NATO and the EU. It
is like buying the ticket for Noah's Ark”.

Coming closer in time to Madrid and distancingnirdhe intention to hold a
referendum on Hungary's membership of NATO, thasevary telling sentences. First of
all they are a clear denial of the pro-NATO propatgmthat NATO does not exert any
pressure whatsoever on the would-be members antd ttle country's NATO
membership would present only bearable burdens., Nlosvstrongest NATO member
state has formulated exactly its financial requests. It is giving up to be deliberately
vague and makes it clear concretely that the paiton of NATO membership is not
just the creation of a democratic system and fragket conditions, the creation of good
relations with the neighbouring countries and thian control of the army, but also
spending much more on the army than until now. Was not in question among those
who are watching developments with open eyes amdi,nas under the disguise of
phrases of NATO compatibility and inter-operahilityungarian military developments
have been implemented until now as well. So farseéhhave taken place under informal
pressure by NATO.

The American demand which has now been made fufedly, eliminates two other
illusions as well. One is the equal rights of themmber states of NATO which
undoubtedly exists formally. It is not NATO whickts its requirements but the largest
military exporter and the most influential NATO mieen country, the United States. And
the second illusion that has to be forgotten notinas the enlargement of NATO is the
exclusive interest of the former socialist coumstri®d which the West, or NATO
unselfishly contributes {nvites us”)“in the interest of extending the zone of security a
democracy’.

After all the West, or NATO does not do anythirigeethan obtaining market and a
market for arms and in the interest of militaryegmation, it forces its own weapons onto
us compelling the country to modernise its armeade® in a way which is compatible
with NATO. As a result, it can finally take in camiously modernising military potential,
while extending its economic and military bordetrshee same time.

The secret is out: the illusion of the unselfigvisur of the“weak but worthy
democracies” is gone.

The official Hungarian reaction also contains nelements. Already before its
invitation and the start of the accession talksndduy said yes to the increase in its
military spending — the level of which is set foby others. The statement tli#the price
IS not a question” — although other governmenttip@ns failed to agree with the state
secretary — is a true reflection of the attitudesoime Hungarian officials and others
fighting for membership by which anything would dene and everything would be
sacrificed in order to achieve membership.
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Of course, this attitude deteriorates the bamggipiosition of Hungary and the other
countries of the region and it generates a biddmgpetition. No matter whether the
outcome of the bidding competition is describedtag indispensable modernisation of
the armed forces independently from NATO membetsimpactual fact, it amounts to an
arms race — in its old and new terminology. Buteithere is no war situation at present,
or an official enemy, the arms race is waged fottirgge into the North Atlantic
integration.

But what does the American demand of increasiegHtngary military expenditure
to the average level of the NATO countries’ spegdirean? According to the 1995 data,
the average military spending of the NATO countwess 2.5 per cent of the GDP.
According to official data, in 1997, the Hungariauitary spending — 23 per cent up on
one year earlier — was 1.2 per cent of the GDPI{tlugetary allocation for the Defence
Ministry was 96.8 bilion Fts). In other words, ig not difficult to calculate that to
achieve the NATO average, the Hungarian militargnsjing has to be more than
doubled.

But the data intended for official and the popalas use are false, just like the data
of the military expenditure in the previous yearkey do not contain the 17 billion Ft.
budget of the border guards, the almost 4 bilias Rcluded in the budgets of the
various ministries and state organisations seeasid NATO compatibility and defence
spending and the most 1 bilion Fts of the resdwe of the government for the
Hungarian SFOR contingent and the 205 million Ftdhe same fund spent on the
transformation of the army’s training system. Isirailar manner, the most 30 billion Fts.
assigned for air defence missiles, the 20 bilion &ir defence radio locators to be
purchased this year and the 1997 share of the apmtely 216 billion (') budget for the
purchase of fighter planes are not included inaffieial statistical figures. (The price of
the missiles, locators and fighter planes will hawebe paid in 8 to 12 years, which
means that the proportionate part for 1997 is aditied expenditure somewhere
between 33 and 22 billion Fts). In other words, dffecial Hungarian defence spending
data simply do not contain 44.2 to 55.2 bilion.Atsmeans that the total sum of the
official and unofficial Hungarian defence expenditin 1997 is about 141-152 billion Fts
which is not 1.2 but 1.7 to 1.9 per cent of the GDP

Viewed from the aspect of the American proposateaiching the NATO level, this
could be good news. Good because we ought to seiib@ defence spending by 0.6 to
0.8 per cent to reach the 2.5 per cent of the DRt means thdtalready this year”,
we could reach the NATO average with an additi&@@ato 64 billion Ft fund. But | have
the fear that thiSgood news” is in fact bad news, as the basis oHatigarian and
NATO calculations is the 1.2 per cent of the GDB.§9billion Ft). So, Hungary will
reach the NATO average starting from the basedinthe official 1.2 per cent of the
GDP and not the actual 1.8 to 1.9 per cent of tB®.Gt means that we will be able to
say what the price of the ticket for Noah's Arkifi simple addition is made. Namely,
the sum of the official military spending (96.8libih Ft) is increased to the NATO-
(GDP) level (105 billion Fts) and the extra defeegpenditure not registered among the
official data (44.2 to 55.2 billion Fts) is addedl this. In other words, the price of the
ticket — on current prices — will be an annual 24®. 256.2 billion Fts for Hungary, and
counting with unchanged GDP, 3 to 3.2 per cenhef@DP will be used up.
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Is it too much or too little? The integration staecretary claimed théthe expected
expenditures will not cause an unbearable burden’Hungary. On the basis of the
above figures, they will, while we are also misiegdourselves. Anyway, Noah set the
price of the ticket in an uncompromising manneraose he is fully aware that for those
who wish to get on, it is the ticket and not it&@mwhich matters.

Translated byera SARKANY
Magyar Hirlap, May 21, 1997.
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DOUBT OF A FEW

The civic organisations opposed to NATO memberahgpweak.

Obviously, there are causes behind it that camrdmed back to marco-social processes
and specific issues related to the circle of problef NATO.

The social set-up before 1989, the nature of Haage of system and tfkistory” of
the years since then all determined the weaknetisedgivilian sphere. In the one-party
state, the social movements were not wholeheartedlgome, which meant that later
there was hardly anything on which they could bé bad the change of system did not
take place amidst huge social mass movements agigndicant part of the civilian
initiatives which had already existed wésyphoned off” by the party system. The social
structure has been lacking differentiation, thenests have not been clearly articulated
and the official, institutionalised politics hasamed excessive dimensions. However, the
long awaited possibility of social transformatioackme a reality but it meant that the
establishment of the institutions of democracy asglies of power and economy
completely‘tied up” society.

Prior to the change of system, a negative roleatibuted to the social movements,
and to some extent this tradition is still with Tifie conflict between politics and social
movements (civilian society) can be sensed unsildhy and those opposed to NATO are
not legitimate players of the democratic set upgytlare considered to be the
personification of political rival which is a nesesy thing in a democracy, but they are
considered to be enemies that play a negative Ttle.current political parties which
began their existence as civilian initiatives demdative movements, and the totality of
the Parliamentary parties are of the opinion ttpatlitics” belongs to the democratically
elected Parliament in a democracy. The mistakea ltes emerged that since social
conflicts can freely surface in Parliament too, tdh@es not surface in Parliament is not a
social conflict, and in a similar fashion, Parliatheand the state are exclusively
authorised to resolve social conflicts. Conflictesade this circle cannot become institu-
tionalised (as official politics consider them te bnsuitable for institutionalisation), and
are also classified as illegitimate and anti-derabcy whereas exactly the opposite is
true: this too, is a guarantee of the maintenahdemocracy.

ABOUT THE MOVEMENTS IN GENERAL

Hungary’s social map lacks movements in generais Tiblds true of the civil rights

movement and the civic values and our politicalturel lacks affinity towards

alternatives. There are no traditions on which amald build, there has been no integral
development and there was not opportunity ‘8mcialisation for movements” either. The
generations most active from the point of view @vements, the young people do not
use their activities in the sphere of the civiliafternative movements. The initiatives of
movement that emerge despite all this are eithablento be institutionalised or are
fictious movements with a few (2-3) people. The gesly existing social movements

lack the ability to aim at collective action or dgang society consciously, and they have
no strength or a high level of organisation to camssly shape society. In other words,
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there are serious shortcomings in morphology, keggoand structural features that are
the criteria of social movements.

The absence of the development of social movensgasist NATO membership is
primarily due the morphologic&ktate” of the organisations (their level of orgatian,
build-up) and the lack of teleology. The organ®agi opposed to membership of NATO
are preoccupied with their own affairs and strugglad due to their limited capacity,
they are involved in the issue of NATO only as ege activity and they fail to
completely identify with the issue (peripheral oppion to NATO). In many cases,
because their own decision making mechanisms atewaoked out properly, the
membership who are against NATO are not legitinaate their opposition to NATO is
not the result of conscious decision making ingr@up but rather it is a private opinion
of leaders that can possibly be deducted from tesvof the organisation. So, this is
not a well argumented opinion against NATO membprshihich is consciously
supported by the members and backed up by theoogirof experts, but rather an
almost spontaneous attitude (which reflects thie ¢dédentifying the problem).

This is also the cause of the absence of theNAXD teleology. The overwhelming
majority of the organisations rejecting the EurdaAtic integration do not have a
specific anti-NATO-membership concept. Only a feWtlbe organisations opposing
NATO membership (the Alba Kor /Circle/, the Left Mii Alternative, the Humanist
Movement, the Foundation for a Neutral Hungary)ehealeological ideas of defining the
aims. This low level of the ability of setting aimsitself can cause the lack of mobility of
those who oppose Hungary's Euro-Atlantic integratiand the same phenomenon can
obstruct the emergence of a network of the oppsnehtNATO, as it is not clearly
known how and why the individual organisations ce[dATO membership.

It is important to mention that the absence addlelgical ideas is also to be found in
the conditions of the political framework as thguanents supporting NATO member-
ship have not been known either. The politicaleelithich is in the vanguard of the
supporters of NATO does not have teleological idekish means that the opponents of
NATO do not have a concrete programme at theirodapwhich would be the basis of
any debate and against which arguments could heee &rticulated. The civilian sphere
behaves in a similar manner as the political eltech “should have” a teleological
function stemming it$official status” but which it does not have. Intfaihe situation is
just the opposite: the pro-NATO official policyirsa defensive position.

The condition of the development of a social moseis social crisis and the social
teleologisation of the crisis. But the civilian gpé does not perceive NATO membership
as a crisis, it fails to see the complexity of tbgue and does not see that accession
would involve any conflicts. It does not sense tR&TO membership would be a new
social problem. Although the citizens do feel theial crisis that is fundamentally needed
for the development of social movements but thissef crisis is different in nature.

The crisis is linked with the transformation ardis defined as a necessary
components of the transformation. In other worflthe crisis is over, then it cannot be
part of the image of the future. The power, ecogppolitical and moral crisis is made
to appear not just as transitional but also as #ungewhich originates from the not yet
perfect operation of the system (capitalist, thgimal accumulation of capital, the post-
Communist transition etc.). Everybody expects thmimation of the mistakes of the
system from the official declaration of Europeasnesd integration: the solution is
provided by integration, modernisation and Eurcaatic integration.
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In this environment, the interest representatiogaoisation and the grass roots
initiatives have not too great chances to develegabse the management of the crisis
seems possible in this paradigm. Tthecalisation” of the sense of crisis conceals other
crises“produced” by the social system which cannot belvedan this structure and this
way, the paradigm is not questioned.

The present situation is more like a dysfunctios@tial state than a post-modern
society which brings alternative movements intostexice. As long as the circle of
problems related to NATO is not part of the socriais, or as long as the official way of
getting out of the crisis is Euro-Atlantic membepstthe issue of NATO membership
cannot become a teleological question. No anti-NAT@vement or a more definite
emergence of those opposed to NATO membership tdrenexpected as long as these
two basic criteria (the relationship between socigis and NATO membership and the
teleologisation of the crisis) are not met. Thiswhy, in their present state, those
opposed to the membership of NATO are unable tpayate the consequences of the
crisis effectively, to articulate the protests @aadbe actively present on tfienarket” of
protests. For the same reason, the views of ofiiyohéhe civic organisations opposed
to NATO have become known and only their opinioasehbeen given some kind of
openness. (The views of the other 6 organisaticmge Hbecome apparent for the
researchers only after a profound sociological \Wtutt means that even if society
wanted, it could not confront with the anti-NATO inipns, the anti-NATO attitudes
have very little chance to intensify, there idditthance for social mobilisation and the
broadening of anti-NATO activities and there isdiarany chance for a concrete anti-
NATO transitory team to become institutionalised.

Six months before naming the countries that wdngldnvolved in the first round of
NATO enlargement it is more or less seen clearlgitvthe anti-NATO civic organisations
have achieved and it is easy to guess what onexqaett from them.

It can be stated that no anti-NATO, and not ev@meamovement has emerged. The
Foundation for a Neutral Hungary is a transitogntewhich has not reached the stage
when it would break out from the role of lonelyffigr, let alone when it would act like a
movement.

Since the identification of the problem is alsoaiow level in the organisations, an
although the anti-NATO groups could appear on tharket of protests, the
organisational identity of these groups is weak.

Due to the absence of teleological ideas, the paabilisation influence, it seems to
attain the social-political goal of preventing tleuntry's NATO membership is
impossible. Partial goals (such as for exampletiglamembership of NATO, the
establishment of nuclear-neutral zones, the exmiusi stationing foreign troops or to
counter the NATO battle in the media) have not béeclared either and there are no
alternative proposals (e.g. Russia should also beember of NATO, the need for a
security architecture in a unified Europe, a psictiefence model) which perhaps would
be accepted.

The organisations may aim at processional regwdtead of achieving the substantial
goals. They can hope to be involved in the prooégmlicy-making concerning NATO.
But they will hardly have a say in shaping the taxai processes. The policy-makers and
the press doe not handle thenfastors”. With the exception of the Alba Kor and the
Foundation for a Neutral Hungary, (personally ReBanyasz), the opponents of NATO
are not involved in the political process and tipmcessional results have been weak.
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But even the two exceptions are made to appeaegative examples, as small groups
(or individuals) who make @&ot of trouble” on the basis of a certain ideolagyworld
outlook. The civic organisations opposed to NATOmbership — and the political
parties opposing NATO which are washed togethen thie organisations — are doomed
to play the role of frightener.

From the point of view of attaining a goal witlire context of social movements, the
innovation result and the impact on the politiadture and political socialisation are also
mentioned. In our case, these mean whether theN&m® movements succeed to
achieve any change that would leave its mark onndtéutional, methodological aspect
or the totality of the political culture. The oppans of NATO membership have had a
negative innovation function because by just shgwip the possibility of rejecting
NATO membership, the preparation for communicatistnategies aimed at persuading
the people was speeded up and the informationecenipularising — in a very one-sided
manner — the Euro-Atlantic integration has beeratect However, the impact of the
opponents of NATO on political culture and politisacialisation is different and more
significant. In addition to the sporadic demosi,tjets, protests and press conferences,
two forms of protest are noteworthy which mightluahce the political socialisation.
One of them is a referendum initiative of the Woskéarty (that is &'protest” by a
party which is not a civic organisation) which wagported by some of the anti-NATO
organisation$. The successful collection of the necessary nurbeignatures needed
for a referendum, then the media and legal-, Paeldary debate concerning the holding
of a referendum can be termed as an importantraclioe protest action which took a
legal form and the collection of the necessary remah signatures were a clear success
and their impact on the political culture is posti and the negative impact of
Parliament’s rejection of holding a referendum cdnbe neglected wither even if the
media tried to deny that influence.

The other noteworthy protest action was an adiveviolence action launched by
the Alba Kor. Alba Kor activists chained themseltesthe NATO propaganda train in
protest against NATO membership and publicising bemship from public money via
pseudo-NGOs. (That action can be seen as theafisinpt to legalise a new type of
legal action in Hungary through violating non-visleforms of protest. All the other
protest actions by the opponents of NATO membershgk non-violent, legal forms
which abstained from harming public order).

The “exemplary function” of the civic organisations gl NATO may have a more
important impact than the above mentioned actianghe political culture and political
socialisation. By raising and managing a sociabfam (by trying to make the issue of
membership of NATO a social problem) and by seelaligrnative solutions that are
different from the official position, by aiming aubstantional result and political
innovation, these organisations and their acti@isegamples. By compelling the pro-
NATO forces to engage in public debates and acltgeaiclearer picture of the nature of
NATO membership and achieving that the people cahlose from real alternatives at
the referendum, and in general, that a strugglebealaunched against the money and
machinery of power — all these can render an exaswgtting function to these
organisations. All this can mean the broadeninghef political space for the whole
civiian sector, including the social movements &heé political civic organisations.
However, it has to be noted that for the time beinly the Alba Kér and the Foundation
for a Neutral Hungary (Reg€Banyasz) have a modest exemplary function.
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THE PEACE MOVEMENT

From among the alternative movements, the rejed@foNATO would primarily be the
“duty” of the peace movements. But the peace movismae weak even within the
single-issue groups in Hungary. As the peace montsrigave never had a tradition in
Hungary, their social following is small and forghieason, they are of a nature of sub-
culture. Their position is not very hopeful becatrse\Western peace movements are also
at a nadir. Within the alternative movements, ttiggnded over” their dominant role to
the environmental movements. (However, it is tte most of the green movements in
the West are against NATO). The one-time East Eeangpartners of the Western peace
movements have been included in power and in tBerale of new peace groups and
because of the existence of a communications vacthey are coquetting with the old
ones that proclaim renewal. In a sociological setisere is no peace movement in
Hungary, only peace groups and other organisatexist where one of the many
different activities is“peace work”. The peace groups are divided alonglitiee of
continuity and discontinuity: the independent amti-BIATO Alba Kor is based on a
completely different foundation than the pro-NATQurigarian Peace Association that
represents the official peace movement. Peace gragh peace initiatives that existed in
the early years of the change of system, such rasxample the East-West Dialogue
Network, the Vega Circle or the Gathering of thdski&i Citizens have ceased to exist
without any legal successors. At the same timeAtieViolence Forum, the Association
of those whose Rights have been Violated, the Leagfuthose against Compulsory
Military Service or the Wallenberg Association ail rights, interest safeguarding
organisations of a transitory team nature thatoara low level of organisation and their
mobilising influence is also limited. The Bokor RamCatholic basic community which
following the non-violent teachings of Jesus andcivihad conscientious objectors
among its members before the change of regimetia significant force in this regard.

Groups representing discontinuity have turnednt-railitarism in vain and it is all
the same that the features of the new peace movemamn be applied to them. In other
words, they represent certain themes and prograjtimeg protest against the dangers
involved in the new type weapons and they are réadyork together with other like-
minded organisations. But their scope of socialenoent is very limited.

Perhaps the largest number of pseudo-movemenisngeged in security policy and
defence subjects. These are groups which make ¢herasappear as independent,
professional organisations and movements. Withi tireme of NATO, pro-NATO
counter-groups which are given heightened statp@tiand pseudo-NGOs have been
established. The strength of these organisations is not inabiities of the different
groups, their organisation, their accessibilityirtimrmation, their opportunities to be on
the media, their relatively strong financial pasitior the capability to pay to their
experts, but it is more their network-like actegion different levels which mutually
reinforce one another. Under different names argnge on their image of being
independent and professional, these organisat@amseach various groups of society in
a more credible manner than the political partde®l they can do that without saying a
word about the common intention of the groups #sablished them, or the existence-
making, solventNATO marketing”.
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SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

The potential and natural allies of the peace mavescould be the organisations that
belong to the alternative movements, such as fameie the environmental, feminist or
autonomous groups. But the groups involved in neltigal themes (e.g. environmental
protection, women’s equality, healthy and colleetife style, help for the third world, or
self-help) are rather weak in Hungary. They mighitbmmon in thEeco-pax” thinking,
the rejection of violence, democratic organisatiopposition to technology, but they
have been unable to work together in a network.nEtlee strongest ecological
movement does not represent a significant forceer@hs practically no anti-nuclear
energy ecological movement in Hungary. The eco&dgicoups have been unable to act
effectively against the Paks nuclear train or the-quclear- and nuclear bomb views
represented by Edward Teller. They had several Ingoatt their disposal to do something
about the law on nuclear energy. If the Hungarigeegs are unable to act effectively in
connection with the classic and traditional envinental subjects, then they cannot be
expected to be effective in relation to the deplegtrof nuclear weapons, militarism and
membership of NATO. Although from among all theeatiatives movements, the greens
are closest to articulate their views on the level political party (e.g. the Green
Alternative), but the opposition to NATO membershags not been a decisive feature of
any of the green party's programme. There are Yaetly environmental civic
movements or initiative proclaiming an alternatifexstyle in Hungary which means that
no anti-NATO “replacement” can be expected from this area eithke women’s
movements and the feminists are also divided aldmg lines of continuity and
discontinuity and they are faced with ideologicdtuctural and other problems. They
hardly make themselves visible and audible, just lihe autonomous groups (the
anarchists, the Alternative Network), and their figdgion force is rather insignificant.
As a result, these organisations can hardly relganh other and there is no chance that
they would work together in an integrated form agaNATO.

MODERNISATION

The general indifference towards NATO membershig #e lack of understanding of
the alternative movements stem from the lack dfemtetical clarity. First of all I have in
mind their relationship to modernisation. Péter Kidris certainly right when he says
that the theory of modernisation, modernisatioaragleology and a paradigm appear as
a theory of state socialism (ideology, model ancgigm) that deserves breaking down.
The modernisation theory is an idea that canhidl ideological gap that developed in
the wake of the change of system which seems tsultable for linking together the
critical and reform elements. Prior to the chandesystem, modernisation was a
background ideology which inexplicitely prepareck thround for civic and capitalist
ideology. The theory of modernisation wdke conscience of crisis and programme” of
the transition from state socialism to state cégita The Hungarian — and certainly the
East European — version of modernisation is theladg of the withdrawal of the state,
the political transition and the establishment gtia opportunities free from party
privileges and the realisation of the system of alenattic institutions. Modernisation and
the Euro-Atlantic integration used as its synonlgag become the official ideology of the
change of system, and it is explicitly includedhe political concept of the government’s
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modernisation programme of 1995. In practice andha everyday usage, it means
modernisation through the customs of consumptiah amaction programme to solve
our problems. Public thinking identifies modernisatwith development and the Western
type welfare.

Modernisation is made to appear as the idealtineof social development desired
by every democratic society and every normal peraerif this were the ideology of the
universal development of mankind. However, the tgpenodernisation which has dead
end, which disregards global problems and neglkasnterests of the developing and
periphery countries has remained hidden. And ininailas fashion, the failure of
modernisation involved in the socialist paradigmas public knowledge either.

For the people and the alternative movements ajuatry which is the continuous
state of pre-modernisation, modernisation meansldpment and the opportunity of the
much desired progress to thgualitative” level of the consumer society. The tEzasd
Central European countries abandoning the shortegmomy and head towards
capitalism do not aspire to post-material and postiern values, and the signs of crisis
of the paradigm are not sensed by them.

It also follows from the lack of realisation ofetlpositive, or negative role attributed
to NATO in modernisation that the alternative moeets have failed to become active
opponents of NATO membership. Only two of the cieiganisations rejecting NATO
membership (the Bokor basic community and the Klbg have realised the relationship
between modernisation and NATO membership and oné of them — Bb — rejects
modernisation itself. The alternative movementsobez alternative exactly because they
have alternative teleological ideas. The absencéhiefindicates the basic difference
between the Western alternative movements and #steih“alternative” movements
supporting modernisation and at the same time,uéstions the genuine alternative
nature of the Hungarian groups.

NOTES

1 The list of the civic organisations which are oggd to membership of NATO is: Alba Kor
(Alba Circle) — Anti-violence Peace Movement AK;|&8dali Alternativa Egyesulés (Left Wing
Alternative Association) -BAL; Budapesti Autonomr¥alas (Budapest Autonomous Federation)
BAT; Bokor Oko Csoport Alapitvany (Bokor Ecologic@roup Foundation) BOCS; Bokor
baziskdzosség (Bokor basic community) Bb; Egyetetr@dszés Természetvédelmi Egyesilet
Klubja (Club of the Universal Existence Nature Rotibn Association), ETK /this is the legal
successor of the Nature Protection Club of the &odtiordnd Science University/; Fiksz
Egyesillet (Fix Association) FE; Létminimum AlattoklTarsasaga (Society of those Living
under Subsistence Level) LAET; Majus Elseje Targdb#ay, the first Society) MET, /this is the
successor of the Munnich Ferenc Society/; Semlelgag/arorszagert Alapitvany (Foundation of
a Neutral Hungary), SMA.

Another 2 satellite organisations are opposedAdMImembership: the youth organisation of
the Workers’ Party, the Marxist Youth Federationl$d) and the Humanist Movement (HM)
which is close to the Humanist Party.

2 Apart from its own satellite organisation (MISZ3, civic organisations took part in the

signature collecting campaign launched by the Wstkearty (LAET, MET, SMA), while BAL
was not involved as an organisation but some ahémbers did.
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3 It is necessary to mention LaszIl6 Vit public erias well, who, however dos not belong to any
organization, struggles against the NATO memberakipn individual fighter.

4 The Army and Society Friendship Circle, the Madfiworner Foundation, the new Atlantic
Initiative and the Hungarian Atlantic Council.

5 Péter Markus: Theories of modernisation in theekiic (Hungarian) social science in the
1980s.Eszmélet, No. 9-1(@p. 5-11.

Translated byera SARKANY

Tarsadalmi Szemle (Social Review), 1997/11.
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THE ALTERNATIVE ORGANISATIONS
AND THE INTELLIGENTSIA

“A disquietlingly large number of the thinkers (thellectuals) have become advisers of chiefs-of-
staffs. They are making efforts to make appeareasible what is deadly senseless. The intellectual
specialists of the nuclear- and ideological war r@eeiving their money for misleading the otherd an
that people would go to the slaughter house lileph (Gybrgy Konrad)

No social movement opposing membership of NATOd®a&loped in Hungary, or in the
other Central and East European countries. Theegi®against NATO membership can
hardly articulate themselves and for this reasbe,dporadic protests cannot reach the
stage of intensification. The protest actions ar&ble to broaden or become institutional
and the signs of &ransitional team”-type anti-NATO-membership coalderge are not
there either. The possibility of NATO membershiis Im@t been a social challenge so far
and it has not had a mobilising force concerning é¢Risting movements. A new type
movement cannot emerge and the peace and eco-typemants cannot strengthen
along this line either. (Neither a new movementr aonew quality in the existing
movements has developed). NATO-membership whictbearegarded as a new wave of
modernisation has failed to inspire a new cyclemo¥ements — at least so far.

Maybe the social conditions or structure has tange before an anti-NATO-
membership network or &ingle issue” movement can develop which — indepetiyg
from political goals — would set the preventionnadmbership of NATO as its sole aim.
During the start of the accession talks, or whendbnditions become known, or at the
time of setting the date of the referendum of NAT®mbership, the general conditions
will certainly change. Probably, it will be decidéten whether the anti-NATO-member-
ship protests can institutionalise or not, andhéyt do, then what will its political
framework be; it is yet to be seen whether thecawpganisations will work together or
each on its own, whether they will remain withie givilian sphere or will be attached to
political parties, whether they will have a unity action, or form a specific civic
movement. It is a question whether the interesegafrding organisations, the
integrating and professional organisations willdree active? Similarly, it is not known
what role the non-Parliamentary parties which gsposed to NATO membership can
play. And that the left wing which is outside Pamlient is ready to join forces with others
and if any of the green parties will strongly idBnitself with the opposition to NATO?

ALTERNATIVES WITHOUT INTELLECTUALS

What is happening, or more exactly what is not leap in connection with Hungary’s
integration into NATO and the European Union carinberpreted as a sign of crisis of
the intellectuals.

The critical type intellectuals are fewer and fewethis region. The intelligentsia are
waging its life and death, and political struggidile being exposed to lobby interests in
the hope of obtaining money and existence. The pathvestern scholarships and
invitations to attend conferences does not leadutin the neglecting of modernisation
or integration. On the contrary, making a livingdasurvival are made possible by the
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elaboration of Hungarian and foreign modernisatioriegration or Euro-Atlantic
integration strategies and placing it on a scierfaundation.

However, without intellectuals no alternative maowmt, or alternative ideology can
be born. In Hungarian, there is no post-materiaiigtlligentsia and there is hardly any
intellectual-public grouping which would represéme post-materialist and anti-militarist
values. Issues of peacthave got detached” from the demands of the cights
movements and the programmes of the East Eurogesallopposition which would
perhaps be the best entitled to assume that role.

The same thing has happened to the Czech ChditetHe Polish Solidarity or the
Hungarian democratic opposition: they have disirgtyl in power and revised their
earlier views. After they got into power, all altative ideas and indeed anti-militarism
too, were swept out from the programmes of the éwrmpposition. To have the
freedom rights and civic right accepted consumddtiedir energies. The ideas to
eliminate the bi-polar world have been realiseagesithe world has becorfiene-polar”.
Global issues, solidarity, equal rights of the gesgtc. could not be dealt with on the
level of everyday and pragmatic politics (sinceyttliel not concern us directly any more)
and anti-militarism aimed at conscientious objectixhich was ultimately resolved by the
introduction of civilian military service.

Since the anti-militarism and freedom of violegeghe system of values of the left
wing are not duly represented politically, anti#tadism has suffereda historical
defeat”. The anti-militarist elite of the changesyttem are united today in their support
of membership of NATO together with the former Commists who got into Parliament
who had early been dogmatically against NATO. Peak@olitical lives and changes
symbolise this situation very well. One of the fdars of Dialogue, the first independent
Hungarian peace group after 1945 had been a tdp stgpporter of Euro-Atlantic
integration for three years, and today he is thelNman in the Foreign Affairs
Committee of Parliament effectively lobbying for N@ membership. One of the
prominent personalities of the East-West Dialoge#wdrk Circle, an independent peace
group fighting for disarmament both in the East ®vebt, established before the change
of system, is a leading foreign affairs politic@none of the governing parties committed
to membership of NATO. A well defined group of tBast-West Network who were
close to the British European Nuclear DisarmamgMNLy) today belong to the core of
the Young Democrats-Civic Party and the AllianceFofde Democrats. One of them is
the chairman of the pro-NATO European Integratieam@ittee of Parliament, the other
one is the vice president of the pseudo-civic osgdion, Hungarian Atlantic Council
working for Euro-Atlantic integration. Members difet one time democratic opposition,
the one time editors of samizdat publications aderst believers of NATO-membership
today as politicians inside power, or outside qf als writers, scientists, public
personalities or columnists. One of the former espntatives of the official peace
movement of the one-party state, the Peace Cowmidh proclaimed radically anti-
NATO views that resounded the will of the statensv one of the highest ranking
Hungarian NATO diplomats, while the successor @f tiiganisation — in line with the
desire of the present holders of power — is pro-8AA top staff member in charge of
“foreign propaganda” of the Central Committee’s Atyitn and Propaganda department
was first the head of the Defence Ministry’s NAT@pdrtment, and as such the main
guardian of civilian control, then he became tipgopaganda minister” in charge of
NATO membership, while at present he is the segretha pseudo NGO, comprising of
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politicians lobbying NATO who speaks out in the maeas ariindependent” expert. It is

also public knowledge that the present MinisteDefence whd‘demands” membership

of NATO wrote a chapter of a textbook in 1988 agaMATO as an organisation which
obstructs world peace and even at the end of 1892penly criticised those supporting
NATO membership.

But “it is doubtful how real is the nation or the mifjaalliance. As long as the
interest of the state is bigger that the life of thdividual, world peace is in danger.
Intellectual rule over force is needed, otherwise will be killed. Everybody has a
liberation case study as his lot. We provide thenem to the most important questions
with our biography.” (Gyorgy Konrad)

Translated byera SARKANY

Published under the title of Defeat of anti-miigan
in Magyar Narancs, on 31, July 1997
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OPPONENTS OF NATO MEMBERSHIP

On the basis of the results of public opinion sysvconcerning NATO membership,
one can say that the people of Hungary — justtlieecitizens of the Czech Republic —
are rather divided. However, the party affiliationmembership in NGOs of either those
who support or reject membership of NATO is notwnoHaving said that, it is clear
that members of the Workers’ Party, the Hungarisstide and Truth Party (MIEP), the
Humanist Party and the Hungarian Well-being Fedmraand of the organisations
attached to the Humanist Party belong to the opusr& NATO. A common feature of
all these parties is that they are outside Parli@rmed only the Workers’ Party and MIEP
received more than one per cent of the vote atl@% elections. Until now, these two
parties — being on the two ends of the politicadcspum — have had no common
standpoint in any issues. They were not always @eramon wavelength concerning
NATO either, as until the end of 1996 MIEP’s attiéutowards NATO was rather
controversial. But the Workers’ Party which is teetleft from the Hungarian Socialist
Party and the extreme right wing MIEP led by Ist@surka have failed to come close,
let alone engaged in common action this time tdwe Workers’ Party mainly opened
towards the left wing outside Parliament, the Comsts, Marxists and the former
reform-Communists and its election alliance withstl& Kapolyi's Hungarian Social
Democratic Party (MSZDP) is based — to no smakmxt on their common opposition
to NATO. But the aim of the Workers’ Party and MSZ[o create a left wing anti-
NATO group out of the left wing civic organisatioaad mini-parties, the trade unions
and interest safeguarding organisation has faildus is so, even if this group is in
existence under the name of Left Wing Co-opera@omuncil and that members of the
above organisations are represented at actionssaddihTO organised by the Workers’
Party. Co-operation with those organisations haslema possible that an adequate
number of signatures was collected by the Workeesty at the end of 1995 to hold a
referendum.

There are other fundamental differences betweenVibrkers’ Party's and MIEP’s
opposition to NATO membership. The Workers’ Parfgisas are rooted in the Marxist
left wing values and the political and economicfg@mences of the past, while MIEP’s
anti-NATO attitude is mixed with racist, anti-Seen&nd nationalist ideology. Because of
the diametrically opposed ideologies, the two partopposition to NATO cannot be
brought to a common platform. And this is the cagen if they both quote pacifism, a
desire of peace and absence of violence but thegans can be evaluated in their case
as part of their rhetoric only.

In addition to political parties, some civilianganisations are also opposed to NATO
membership. The still weak civilian sphere has h8-MATO organisations. Among
them, there are satellite organisations (the osgéions of the Workers’ Party and the
Humanist Party) and there are anarchist groups gpest Autonomous Association
/BAT/), a feminist organisation (Green Women), @ifiet organisation (the Alba Kar),
an interest safeguarding organisation (Societyhosé Living Under Subsistence Level
/LAETY/), a religious group /Bokor Roman Catholicslmacommunity/) and there are left
wing organisations (Left Wing Alternative Assoamtj Fix Association, May, the 1st
Society) and green organisations (the Bokor Ecodddgbroup Foundation, the club of
the Universal Existence Nature Protection Assamm|tiln the grey zone between the
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parties and the civic organisations are the Foumwldor a Neutral Hungary (SMA)
organisation of former ambassador, Re&anyasz and the Social Coalition for a
Human-centred Politics (TK) headed by Adam Eliamirister of the Reformed Church
who is an entrepreneur at present. The left wingAS&/close to the Workers’ Party,
while TK is a group which is equally open to thei-®ATO parties and party members.
Both of these groups which have entrepreneurs artf@igmembers, were formed with
the aim of creating a movement and both are sisglee organisations. It also means
that if their goal is achieved, then these orgaioisa cease to exist. A difference between
the two is that SMA has been against NATO for twd a half years, while TK began its
activities only last summer. Furthermore, SMA hailedl to become an initial movement,
whereas TK — despite the fact that it started skvlate” — is very active and can be
regarded as being in the early stage of a moveriénte SMA is built mostly on the
column-writing activities of one person arguingstiiof all for neutrality, the methods of
protest of TK are manifold and this organisatioas h relatively broad social following.
Evidently, this is partly the result of the facathTK has opened its doors wide and
accepts everybody from the extreme left, extregietrreligious or non-religious sphere,
let them be pacifist or militant, who are oppose@c¢cession to NATO.

Apart from these two organisations, there is thei& Interest Co-ordination Council
(TET) which sometime voices anti-NATO statementshas not done more than that so
far and there is METESZ, an agricultural interesbt@cting organisations. (Rézs
Banyasz is the vice president of the first of theee, and Gyula Kdsa is chairman of the
second. Gyula Kosa’s anti-NATO membership statesniast August seem to be nothing
more than his individual, personal utterances).

If one takes into account the members and follswef the above mentioned
organisations, then it is a very significant numizer LAET’s membership alone is about
1.2 million. However, the full picture is much momeodest because only the Workers’
Party, MIEP, the Alba Kor, the Left Wing AlternagivAssociation and the Social
Coalition have well articulated anti-NATO membepshieas. All the other organisations,
including Albert Szabd’s openly militant, racistdaanti-Semite Hungarian Well-being
Federation are inactive in the issue of NATO. lédwoks at the level of organisation and
the ability to mobilise, then the strongest orgatiisis are the Workers’ Party, MIEP, the
Humanist Party (Humanist Movement) and the Soc@dli@on, but from the point of
view of appearance in the media, the Workers’ Pait{eP and the Alba Kor are the
strongest.

An interesting feature of the anti-NATO protesssthat although they take very
different forms, (ranging from demonstration anditfm to press protests and civilian
disobedience), there has been a spontaneous diwokiie protest market recently. The
Workers’ Party has been concentrating on streetodstrations where environmental
issues are also raised (Taszar, the environmeollatipn caused by American soldiers),
MIEP focuses on signature collection (to achievkeaisive referendum) and other large
scale events (political rally), the Humanist Moveinés aiding the actions of other
organisations (Workers’ Party and TK) and the Ailia is giving priority to the media
and a war of statements (the Complaint Committethe@National Radio and Television
Board).

It is yet to be seen what the months leading uphe® referendum on NATO
membership will bring. It is not clear at this staghat the people’s reaction will be to
the Foreign and Defence Ministries’ pro-NATO progada and to the tug-of-war
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concerning the referendum, what influence they aultrt on the hesitating people and
whether they will mobilise the parties and civicganisations opposing NATO
membership. In my opinion, there is no chance for @ew anti-NATO organisation to
emerge and the unity of the existing organisatmms their effective action is not likely
either. Since both the legislative and executivergroand the powerful media are pro-
NATO, those opposing membership of NATO will notvédollowers. Something similar
will happen as the demo organised by the Alba Mdar years ago where the participants
protested against a Central European arms showdajist.

For all these reasons, the social presence aadsreéry important for the anti-NATO
organisations — disregarding the extremist org#aiss.—, but they are far from being
able to counter the influence of the other sidentthe point of view of the referendum,
their role has been upgraded because the issue ABD Nmembership has been
chaotically mixed with the question of land owngusihis mixture of the two issues has
become a terrain of political clashes between theeqing and opposition parties. All in
all, if the referendum were to be unsuccessfuNATO membership would be rejected,
then the Parliamentary parties and not the oppsnent NATO would bear the
responsibility for it.

Translated byera SARKANY
Népszabadsag, October 20., 1997.
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ARGUMENTS OF SOME CIVIC ORGANISATIONS
AGAINST NATO MEMBERSHIP

In Hungary exactly one dozen civic organisations @pposed to the country’s Euro-
Atlantic integration. The overwhelming majority (10f the organisations opposing
NATO membership are genuinely civilian organisasidiut there are also (2) satellite
organisations close to political parties.

Only four of the civic and satellite organisatiagposed to NATO membership (AK,
BAL, HM, SMA) have written and elaborated systemagjuments against membership.
(The arguments of MISZ are equivalent with thosehef Worker’s Party, which means
that MISZ does not have arguments of its own baitviews are well known). Their
documents can be identified organisationally anely tban be differentiated from one
another. Only one document has become availablehwhas signed by more than one
organisation — in fact, it was signed by six grotiphis however, does not mean that the
reasons of the opposition to NATO membership ofatlganisations which do not have a
system of arguments would be unknown. Their argtsnean be figured out from their
writings and conversations with their represenéstivso, this way, the network of ideas
of those opposing NATO membership can be drawn up.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST JOINING NATO

| have grouped the most frequent arguments of ithe and satellite organisations (see:
civic organisations) against NATO membership (tlagiswers to the question 8iVhy

do they oppose NATO membership?”) in 21 groupsti@nbasis of frequency, these are
the following: 1. pacifism, anti-militarism; 2-3cenomic burden, loss of suvereignity; 4-
6. ethnic-minority problems; the emergence of nenflcts and a new enemy image;
geopolitical consequences; 7. increasing arms &dd;. ecological concerns, reference
of the Warsaw Treaty (parallel with the WT); soaahsiderations; lack of legitimacy;
12-16. the problems of the Third World; being detdess; defence of big capital; the
danger of deploying nuclear weapons; the issueqoéléy and lack of equality; 17-19.
deteriorating sense of security; it is the intereSthe West; it is the interest of the
Hungarian power elite; 20. division in Europe artl ®ther argumentsThe most
frequently occurring (11 occurrence) argumentsrigekm the group of ideas of pacifism
and anti-militarism (the loss of an army-free Huiygand world through belonging to a
militarised economy and integration via militaryusttures). This is followed by the
economic argument (8 occurrences) (NATO costs ailwblves an increase in taxes,
NATO membership means an economic disadvantag®utd be harmful to the country,
guestioning the promised economic advantages).

When rejecting NATO membership, the organisatiivequently mention the loss of
sovereignty (in general: 5 occurrences; the losmitifary sovereignty: 2 occurrences;
loss of the political independence: 1 occurrence, other words, altogether 8
occurrences). Next on the list — with the same remdf points — is the argument
concerning ethnic minorities (the problem of ethHiangarians who live beyond the
borders, the strengthening of ethnic-based haesjiit the arguments of news conflicts
and the emergence of a new enemy image and thelg@ap arguments (we will be a
buffer zone and a military springboard, we shalt ¢@ the periphery). All these

38



arguments occurred 7 times each. The next arguagaimst NATO is the rejection of an
arms build-up (NATO membership involves an armsldeup, our weapons will be
modernised, accession will set off an arms racesha be a market of the Western
military industry — 6 occurrences). The argumentshe following categories were
mentioned five times. These include the ecologwy{eand green philosophy) and the
parallel line with the WT (after the WT comes NAT{dpm one military bloc we go to
the other), social arguments (the money to be spemMiATO ought to be spent on the
health care, the social safety net, education aitdre) and the arguments concerning
legitimacy. According to this last argument, thenoaitment to NATO represented by the
political elite is anti-democratic and anti-Congibnal and the elite has not authorisation
to do that. The problem of the Third World is men&d four times (contrasts between
the rich and poor countries, the issue of centeppery, the North-South problem), the
arguments which can be described as the feelirdgf@incelessness (satellite role, being
subservient, one-side Hungarian sacrifice) andatiggment that NATO is enlarged for
the defence ofcapital” and“big capital’. Equally frequently occurred the argnnof a
danger of the deployment of nuclear weapons andetigoning that NATO enlargement
and our NATO membership is not compatible with ithea of equality of countries and
equal rights of peoples. A relatively rarely menad argument is that Hungary’s military
security is threatened by no-one, so, there iseasan for the country to join a military
integration organisation (3 occurrences).

The idea that NATO enlargement serves the intereSIATO itself and the West and
that membership of NATO is in the interest of th@wnHungarian power elite was
mentioned the same number of occasions, while tivmie organisations mention that
NATO enlargement would involve a division in Euro@her arguments include that the
civilian relationships should be given preferenzariilitary relations (1 occurrence), and
there was one reference to the Bible.

WHAT DO CIVIC ORGANISATIONS OPPOSE?

They oppose the existence of NATO (with the exceptdf LAET and MISZ, 10
organisations agree with this), the deploymentuwiear weapons (4), the stationing of
foreign troops in Hungary (4), sending Hungariaklisos abroad (2), the role Hungarian
soldiers have played in Bosnia (2), the transitfaséign troops in Hungary (1), the
presence of the Americans (Taszér etc.) (1), aaduse of Hungarian shooting grounds
by NATO-IFOR (1). Interestingly enough, the modsation is opposed by only one
organisation (Bb) and it is supported by just omgaaisation (AK). Half of the
organisations definitely support Hungary's neutyaliFour organisations concretely
mention of the fact that they agree with the plahnmeferendum on Hungary's
membership of NATO. The country’'s membership of Eig¢ is explicitly supported by
two organisations (AK,SMA) and they stress that meimbership should not be linked
with NATO membership. One organisation (Bb) unded that Hungary is at cross-
roads and claims that we have already missed ttle pdoile another group (SMA)
denies even the fact of the need to choose. Thensagions come up with the demand
of a new type of peace system and the creationEafrape without military blocs, and
the need for &truly collective security” (mentioned 6 times).

It is not uninteresting to see what historicaledatand exemplary countries the
organisations quote when they reject NATO memberdfiost frequently, they refer to
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the 1956 revolution. (There are three referencethéodemand of the revolution of
neutrality). Apart from this, there is reference ttee 1848-49 revolution and war of
independencée“foreign troops should be taken away from the cotintthe world wars
(reference to the idea that we have always loghefside of the allies), April 3. 1941
when Pal Teleki committed suicidegference to March 17. 1969, the date of issuieg th
Budapest Appeal and August 1. 1975, the date afirgigthe Helsinki Closing
Document, and there is also mention of the earlier promisthe elite involved in the
change of system to introduce neutrality. From agnibe foreign countries, Russia and
Ukraine are mentioned most frequently (the basishefreference is that we are not
threatened by any danger, we would lose our frigpdand as a result of our NATO
membership, the economic contacts would weakengsdltountries are followed by
reference to Portugal and Turkey (the basis ofeefee is that their examples show that
NATO membership does not result in economic groveiil that there is a conflict
between Turkey and Greece, see Notes 2.). Only $f&s to Austria, Switzerland,
Finland and Sweden as neutral countries, while Athé only organisations which refers
to Slovakia, Serbia and Romania. (The basis ofeatee of this latter one is that no
military attack by these countries can be expect&d3tria is mentioned separately (see
Notes 2.) as a neighbouring and neutral country.

CONCLUSIONS

AK, BAL, HM and MISZ (Workers’ Party) have the mosbmprehensive systems of
arguments and reference background, while SMA feguen the explanation of
neutrality. The arguments cover a broad spectrwmgyia priority to freedom of
violence and anti-militarism. The leading positiohthe arguments related to pacifism
and anti-militarism surprising which lends itseifdrawing several conclusions.

At first sight, this might mean that a general aakic value of the alternative
movements appears here, as being free from violsnaebasic category of alternative
theories and alternative movements. This is theladgcal “glue” linking the alternative
movements to each other. However, freedom fronere is only loosely related to the
broad interpretation of the idea as applied byalernative movements. They consider
this value to be valid to man’s all relations ahéyt do not accept the exploitation of
nature just like any form of violence between manging from revolution to wars
defending the country (these are pacifists, peameements, peace churches, anarchists,
greens etc.). Only 5 organisations (AK, BAT, Bb, ® and perhaps ETK) identify
themselves with this interpretation of the freedoom violence, the others do not.

This limiting attitude is even more striking if @ e@xamines it from the point of view of
the country's possible future defence. Because, aamedraw the conclusion from the
available information that the other organisatiadeal would be a neutral Hungary with
a strong army of regulars or conscripts (like Alastbwitzerland and Sweden), for which
it would be worth spending money. In other wordgpasition to NATO membership
only partially and certainly not primarily comesiin the idea of refusal of violence which
is typical of the alternative movements.

The argument of anti-violence — anti-militarisntealy means something else in this
case. These organisations approach the maintedupmEace in a way that they see in
the enlargement of NATO the changing of the orgdims in the negative direction.
They do not seem to sense military threat but theyfeel the controversy that may
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develop following Hungary's NATO membership. In ethwords, according to these
organisations, instead of security, NATO bringeasity, it fails to bring military threat
to an end but generates such threats.

The issue of how credible the organisations (BAJ., MET, MISZ, HM) are which
refer to anti-violence and anti-militarism cannet teglected, although it is not tackled
here. An important question is whether anti-viokenand anti-militarism follow
organically from their charters, ideology and masportantly, from their social and
political activities that are not related to the TAissue. It is difficult to consider an
organisation credible which is not reserved froneedt beatings (BAT), which does not
dissociate itself from its legal predecessor the@atened with violence (MET), which is
a satellite organisation of another organisatioat fhursues a political practice which
interprets violence in a different manner (MISZ) which does not reject a world
revolution even with violence (HM).

The economic arguments take a leading placetinflihe anti-NATO arguments. The
fact that many people question the idea that NATénbership would involve economic
advantages certainly plays a role in that. Howethey,argumentation does not include
calculations as to how much neutrality or the naiahce of the present status (being
outside of blocs) would cost. For the groups opgdseNATO, membership does not
means the resolution of the ethnic minority isdué, on the contrary, it would generate
new conflicts and they forecast the emergence wfememies and an arms race. Those
who share this view, do not believe in the posibif accession as a partner of equal
rights and due to the country’s history and geatstic position, they are afraid of the
preservation of a subordinate role of the courthe loss of some form of sovereignty
and the idea of eco-philosophy appear strongly gnmbe arguments; drawing a parallel
with the Warsaw Treaty can also be sensed, justtlie fear from stationing foreign
troops in Hungary and the role Hungarian soldieay pilay in Bosnia.

The“weight” of these last two statements can be conaparth the result of a public
opinion survey carried out by the Hungarian Galingtitute® According to the data of
the Gallup survey, 40 per cent of the Hungarianpf@eoeject the stationing of NATO
troops in Hungary and 11 per cent cannot takeradsta the matter. 30 per cent of the
people oppose the involvement of a Hungarian teehnontingents in the NATO peace-
making in Bosnia and another 15 per cent are msitameans, that the stationing of
NATO troops in Hungary and sending Hungarian soddigbroad are very unpopular
among the people.

Another interesting issue is that the organisatiare also opposed to the country’s
present commitment to NATO. While relatively fewopée support concretely in favour
of a referendum on NATO membership, the organieaticegard the present level of
commitment to NATO, the full and complete Euro-Atia commitment as illegitimate.

It is worth mentioning that the organisations gatward proposals for global
solution, even if not always in concrete forms,apart from their opposition, they also
offer solutions. (Of course, the reality and remlispolitical possibility of implementing
them is another issue). These other argumentsatedithat they are thinking in a
different (broader?) globally than those who suppNATO membership. This is
apparent in a different thinking concerning geogyapnd geopolitics, that they do not
concentrate on the North Atlantic region and itsigteery, but other — perhaps more
disadvantageous — regions of the world are equmliprtant for them. At the same time,
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they take into account the wider connections ammblpms of the world and their
relationship to NATO membership and NATO as suahitkin this context.

HOW DO THEY SEE NATO?

Only AK and BAL define“what NATO is” for them. The notion of NATO of BABDb,
HM and SMA can be determined on the basis of tladadole documents, but the idea of
NATO in the perception of BOCS, LAET and MET cantet seen. According to a 24
point statement of the pacifist Alba KBNATO is a military structure which — through
its mere existence — maintains militarised econogn@vth” and“with huge costs, it
operates a world-wide military structure”. NAT® a generator of global tensions” and
contributes to a state of affairs in which the wreproduced by the states and mankind is
wasted on military purposes, afitl protects the welfare and consuming Euro-Atlantic
region from poverty and immigrants, people of ottedigions and culture”. In the eyes
of the Left Wing Alternative Association NATOIs the military interest-safeguarding
organisation of the highly advanced We§tvhose goal is to preserve the historical
advantages accumulated by these countries anddifeince militarily”. NATO is“kept

in motion by the position struggle of the elitdsit endeavours to expand and the logic
of force and not by the desire of peace”. NATO he tnstitution of maintaining
international relations of subordination and sug@y. Among other things, this is why
BAL says that NATO is unsuitable for solving thewwaty problems of the region. The
statement issued by the six organisations joirays Idown that‘NATO is a military
organisation generating new conflicts in this regihich is contrary to the image of a
peaceful Europe based on collective security anclieyg that violates the equality of the
peoples”. For this reason, they consider NATO ayanisation which is unsuitable for
the creation of a new type of a system of peace.artarchist BAT is of the opinion that
NATO is an army brought about on the basis of éermational agreement whicts the
means of the advanced Western countries’ policy-amanialism”. It is a form of
appearance of the capitalist system, economic digper and power, and suppression.

The Roman Catholic Bokor (Bush) community thinkett NATO is a military
organisation and as such, it ensures privilegesherWestern world through military
violence. It makes lavish consumerism possiblequatantees an efficient representation
of white man and the priority of historical Chrastity. For the Humanist Movement,
NATO is a military organisation which is kept in tiem by its economic and political
interests backed by capitalist banking groups. Amally, the Foundation for a Neutral
Hungary speaks about &outdated military political machinery left by theld war”
which poses as the ruler of the world and whichresgnts only 20 per cent of the
world’s population. In their eyes, NATO obstructget“truly historical” “neutral
Hungarian road”, the implementation of neutralityielh would guarantee the security of
the Hungarian people, free, democratic and indegr@ndevelopment.

The image of NATO in the eyes of these organisatis rather homogeneous, while
the arguments they quote against NATO is very dari®r them, NATO is clearly a
military integration organisation which defendshwitrms partial interests (Euro-Atlantic
interests, the interests of the West, the white imstead of representing global interests
outside Central and Eastern Europe and generalideuEurope), and group interests
(interests of the political elites, the capitaliatsl the Christians).
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NATO is the symbol of division, exploitation andck of equality, it is a military
integration which represents those who get ricthatexpense of exploiting other, those
who live well but are in a minority. This rather chanic interpretation certainly stems
from the past: here one finds official, anti-NAT@yaments that were spread widely
during the existence of the WT. (These judgementthémselves do not classify their
contents of truth). A reason behind the permanattre of the NATO image is that
NATO’S definition of its own self is confused andat the definition of its goals and
tasks after the elimination of the bi-polar woddot without problems either.

FAULT LINES

The official approach supporting NATO membershipenfinterprets membership as a
means of modernisation and as a modernisationeggratdirection and model of
modernisation. But the alternative movements invtkst deny the model of the modern
industrial society and are seeking a way out ofctis of the traditional modernisation.
It would be logical if in Hungary the rejection ofodernisation were to have an
outstanding place among the arguments against NWE@bership. But in contrast to
this, only the Bokor basic community rejects thedemisation represented by NATO
membership. It is equally interesting that the A& which has all the criteria of an
alternative movement, is a supporter of modermsatiThe alternative movements
operating in two different types of society appioamodernisation differently exactly
because their societies’ position concerning masation is different. While the
alternative movements in the west are thinkingeims of an alternative modernisation,
the easterfifalternative movements” support the traditional, teestype modernisation.
On the whole, the differences between the eastelnweestern alternative movements
can be seen well and it is clear that only a migyari the opponents of NATO members-
hip belong to the category of the alternative moaets, or the new social movements.

In other words, the fault line between the supgartand opponents of NATO
membership if not between modernisation and tiegradtive ideology. The genuine fault
line is between the assessment of NATO as an aaf@mn, a political-military structure
and the ideas attached to NATO membership. Thidieistatements are based on value
priorities and an approach which focuses on effye Since NATO itself has problems
concerning its own self-definition, and the accasswvill be made into an organisation
which is not fully known yet, and the real consames will be known only after joining
the organisation, or refusal to join in, emphasisftiiciency includes emotional, specula-
tive elements. The charges brought up against ppereents of NATO membership that
they “want to hold back development”, thégre against the democratic, law-guided
state”, that they‘are opposed to development” ahidtegration” are not true. The
collective judgement that they would be committedRussia is certainly not true in the
case of at least eight organisations. It is probabt true of any of them that they would
be interested in the restoration of the pre-198@me and that they would urge to treat
NATO membership as an issue of legitimacy. Reseegshlts have failed to back the
idea that the differences of judgement would beréselt of the different position of the
political parties and civic organisations, or ttfair positions are different.

Translated byera SARKANY
Tarsadalmi Szemle (Social Review), 1997/3.
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THE TEN DEADLY SINS OF ARMS BUILD-UP

During yesterday’s demonstration against armsdiupl | met the deputy editor-in-
chief of the one of the most widely read dailies. isla well known journalist and a good
acquaintance of mine. Way back, in the uncertaimason of the early stage of the
change of system he ensured space in the papenefor about the conscientious
objectors. It caused then problems for him, as edes of the military court called him
to responsibility. So, now, | turned to him withnfidence but he almost immediately
interrupted me askingWhat's the problem with building up arms?”.

There are many problems with the arms build-ug filst problem is that it is taking
place after the bi-polar world, the cold war and tompulsory armament set for the
members of the Warsaw Pact have ceased to exidt.ifd/Russian arms import valued
1.2 billion USD, the purchase of fighter bombers aalue of 1 bilion USD and with the
plan of buying a locator and missile system foradm500 milion USD, Hungary is
putting an end to the halt in armament in Centraloge. Hungary is not content with
the present technical level of the army, and ounty does not want to make use of the
historic opportunity of ending the arms build-ups Burchasing weapons when there is
not official enemy, Hungary increases the dangernoc&rmed conflict, generates an arms
build-up in this region and lays the foundationgnfarms race in Central Europe.

The problem with armament is that it costs a otnoney. The costs are many times
more than those of building the National Theatne, financing of the National Scientific
Research Fund or the building of a new incineratoget rid of wastes; and it costs
about the same amount as would be required forimackregions, like the area beyond
the Tisza river to catch up, or as the maintenaridde social safety net. Decisions of
the Hungarian government and Parliament provedluatruth that a country cannot be
poor and indebted enough for being unable to sperarmaments in abundance.

It is also a problem related to arms build-up tihetre is never a public debate about
it. For many months, there was a sharp debate rimfant and society about the 2
billion Ft. related to high school tuition fees ai& compulsory salary increase of 20 to
35 per cent in various sectors. But there is ndigPa@ntary or social discussion about
the arms purchases valued at about 400 billiord&e. between 1990 and 2005. It is a
welcome development that there is debate aboutyesemt provided for the civilian
sphere but it is an open question why are theihdliof dollars to be spent on the military
taken as unquestionable, foregone truth.

It is a great problem that Parliament adoptedd#ience program budget last July
which contains the financing of military target grammes apart from the annual budget
for the Defence Ministry. By doing so, a dual budfjas been created, one is the
“civilian” and the other one is a military budgetle allocated under different entitle-
ments (border guards, civilian guards, militaryeagsh, the army, military programmes
and military target programmes).

Another problem involved in the arms build-uphattit is not one case, but a process.
It is impossible to say that with the announcedsapurchases, we will have been over
the technical modernisation of the army by 200% frodernisation of air defence is just
the tip of the iceberg, as 40 to 60 per cent oftdobnology of the army is impossible to
operate, 60 per cent of the means of military tetdgy is outdated, 40 per cent of the
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vehicles cannot be used and the Defence Ministmptsvéo change about half of the
whole technology. The programme of replacing tketflof armoured vehicles is ready
and the reconstruction programme concerning arrmycles and the chemical defence
gear is being prepared. But it cannot be said tieamatter what the costs are, the
facilities purchased during the Warsaw Pact araggtm be changed and then, for 20 or
30 years, they will not cause any problems. Thiosthe case because 8 to 12 years
after integrating the new arms into the systemethall be need to modernise them as
they will be in use in peace-time, and the develapnof military technology — and the
modernisation of the neighbours’ military technglogakes replacemeriihecessary”.

In other words, the arms build-up is a continustade which is said to be temporary,
it is a constant circle which cannot be stoppetiwithe armament paradigm.

It is also a problem that once again Hungary bellthe arms market for a military
bloc, a major power and the Western multinatioram§ producing) companies. In
addition to the compulsion of repaying the coustfgreign debts, Hungary seems to be
ready to meet its arms purchase obligation as wdlingary is pleased to buy
supermodern arms that had originally been devel@pelddeployed against us but which
have beeri‘freed” from COCOM. And Hungary will integrate theseapons into its
military technology in order to turn our formeriedl into a Western weapons market.

The next problem with the arms build-up is that aasesult of the proclaimed
armament programme, the Hungarian military indakkobby will strengthen. This lobby
is dreaming about military industrial orders, statdsidies and development, a separate
bank, that is about the return of the past.

The way the large and small Hungarian churchesdlbéahe arms build-up is a major
problem. The throne and the altar, the church efgscand the state power are thinking
about the army, national defence and armamentsdahesame way. The voice of the
churches of peace does not reach the politiciarsle vihe historical churches are
involved in discussions with representatives of poanly to get back their nationalised
assets and to establish the church service inrthe lsarracks. The Christian Democratic
People’s Party which is selected a@&spokesman” and said to be Christian is the greatest
supporter of the arms build-up.

A grave problem of the arms build-up is that ithe hotbed of corruption. The case
of the secretary general of NATO indicates thagjdaarms orders may go together with
enormous cases of corruption. During one or ano#mers purchase politicians and
parties may receive as much bribe money that weady life for the rest of their lives, or
that could decide the outcome of Parliamentarytieles. In this regard, the incumbent
government concluding the arms deal is at an adgentit is exposed to attempts of
corruption which at the same time, it a strongaation to keep power. In this context,
the arms build-up may become decisively importartiungary, as the country may lose
billons of dollars as well as losing the posdiibf altering the political parties on the
top of power.

It is no small problem either that the arms buitlappears in arorwellian outlook”.
On the surface, there is the reduction of persorihel elimination of the morning
exercises of Gls and the possibility of wearindliaiv clothes and the poverty of officers,
similarly to other Hungarian employees — all beegagposed in the media. But the other
faces of the reform of the armed forces — the teehmnodernisation, the armament
programme and its costs — remain hidden to thergkpablic. Since the elimination of
fighter planes — such as the MIG-21 type aircrals -aothing else than @oteworthy
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manoeuvre” because what is being eliminated as @fartontracts concerning the
decrease of arms, it amounts to giving up outdegeldnology, that is a necessary phase
prior to the purchase of new arms. In other woadegcessary element in the exchange
of weapons.

The biggest problem of the arms build-up legalibgdaw is to be found in the way
how this is viewed. In this respect, Hungary ispaning for changing one military bloc
to another but not for a change of views, wheréascdonversion of souls would be
necessary. A significant part of the politiciangcdion-makers, churches and the
intellectuals, that is those who shape the opimibthe general public believe that the
survival of the nation and the security of the oegdepend on the strength of the
weapons. They depend on the operability of the lduag army and not the birth rate,
the health care, the quality of life, the averafgedxpectancy or the level of education.
So, dear deputy editor-in-chief, the problem wiik arms build-up is only the fact that
while the civic society is thinking abotifinding out” what Hungary ought to be like, the
politicians and people of the military have disa@eethe arms building Hungary. And
this has never involved anything good.

Translated byera SARKANY

Magyar Hirlap, November 15. 1995
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INFORMATION OR PROPAGANDA?

THE COMMUNICATIONS STRATEGY OF HUNGARY’S NATO MEMBRSHIP

The presentation of NATO, the publication of infation about NATO enlargement and
Hungary’'s NATO membership (NATO communications) fimanced from funds coming
from different sources via different channels agalised in different forms. The funds for
NATO communications may come from the state (a regpaheading in the budget,
government support, ministry funds, party fundsgdetary support ensured for civic
organisations), or they may come from Hungarian @orvéign (West European and
American) sponsors and foundations, or directlynfnmember countries of NATO and
from companies directly involved in arms tenderd &om membership fees of
organisations.

MONEY FROM THE STATE BUDGET

The organisation which provides information on EAttantic integration for Members
of Parliament, the Parliamentary standing comnsiteeembers of the Parliamentary
party groups and their experts is the North At@ntformation Centre (NAIC)
operating in the Office Building of MPs. The go&INAIC that can also be read on the
Internet is“to contribute to the domestic acceptance of oureawolurs concerning
Euro-Atlantic integration, the exact information thie general public” antdit wants to
participate in the preparation of those shapindipapinion, the media specialists and
journalists, it wants to participate in seminargrkshops, debates and TV programmes
organised jointly with NGOs and the invitation afrfous guests ad experts”. To meet
these duties, the NAIC receives six million Fts lmfdgetary support this year, as
opposed to the five million last year.

In January, 1997 the Foreign Ministry's NATO-WEWpdrtment compiled a
document calledCommunications Strategy Preparing Accession toNbeh Atlantic
Treaty Organisation”"The government’s communications strategy shouldinaaced
basically from budgetary sources. In addition, NAT@nancial support will also be
necessary” — writes the document on the sourcésawicing.“The implementation of all
those laid down in the communications strategy iregua total amount of about 450 to
500 million Fts”, and out of that totall20 million Fts are available from the budget of
the Foreign Ministry to meet the 1997 duties”. Bynahe Foreign Ministry had to be
content with ensuring 112 million for that purpdbes year which however, is not laid
down in the relevant, ministerial chapter of théiciafl Gazette, but it is evidently a fund
which had been approved Parliament. (I do not ktiefinancial support of NATO that
can be used for this purpose).

But the Foreign Ministry also has thigovernment's Communications Strategy
preparing Hungary's accession to the European Umwanich is supported by the
government with a total of 210 million Fts. Thenped and electronic media often carry
information about the relations between the EUMAGO, or explicitly about NATO, or
Hungary’s NATO membership which is financed frons tBU strategy. In the interest of
the implementation of this strategy, in October9@ %he Foreign Ministry concluded a
framework agreement of the same contents — whedlisd co-operation agreement —
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with Hungarian Television and Hungarian Radio. lmngarian Television this money is
used for making EU programmes (an EU bloc withenFarmers'TV programme, Youth
programme of information about the EU, programmdisgeminating knowledge on the
EU among old age pensioners and those who are rate fturing the day, an EU
competition of the Agrarian University, EU magazik#J newsreel, Political culture in
the EU) for which 60 per cent of the whole suppsrpaid by the Foreign Ministry in
one lump via the Euroinfo Service. Broadcasts eRadio are prepared on the basis of
a contract of similar contents but already priortihe conclusion of the contract, the
Foreign Ministry had supported the EU programmethefRadio (e.g. 1.5 million Fts of
the total costs of about 2.1 million Fts of an Eldylin Békéscsaba in October, 1996
were covered by the Foreign Ministry). The six &sig national circulation dailies were
given a total of 4.5 milion Fts distributed evemdy their EU supplements. (This year,
the daily papers probably received more than tiis)s Since the news carried by the
printed and electronic media supported from theeigor Ministry’'s EU communications
strategy fund included ample news on NATO, or the integrations were consciously
handled together and because the Foreign Minis¥$O communications strategy
evidently relies on the EU coverage, a signifigardportion (maybe as much as 30 per
cent) of the money allocated for EU communicatiocas be“settled” as NATO commu-
nications. (I do not think the same would be trioe ¢ther way round, in other words,
the costs of EU communications do not constitupara of NATO communications).

The Defence Ministry of the Hungarian Republiodigis a communications strategy
inside and outside the army for the promotion @& jbining of NATO. In 1997, 35
million forints are available for this purpose. Acding to certain opinions, this money
can exclusively be spent on the national defengedisof the government strategy
helping accession to NATO, while other opinionsdhahis fund can be used to improve
the media imagine of the Ministry of Defence anel éinmy as a whole. This latter option
is more likely in my opinion because the two haeerbinseparable for several years:
news about the reform and modernisation of the drfoeces, arms purchases and the
endeavours of the army etc. have always appeardthwhe context of the desire of
becoming a member of NATO. Using a part of thisdfuor communications, the
Ministry of Defence had a press competition emtitf®ational defence and NATO”
where a total of 540 thousand Fts were distribudt. the same fund was used for
covering the costs of 2 million 400 thousand Fte.@bmpetition oriThe new, uniform
image of the Hungarian Army” following the coungyhvitation to join in Madrid. (The
open competition announced together with the SRragency also includes a new
system of symbols and slogan which is compatibté WIATO and applicants may enter
the competition on the basis of a memorandum oath®/ which contains the image of
the Hungarian armed forces for the future and timarsunications philosophy). As part
of the communications strategy, the Defence Mmisias been making the Hungarian
Gallup Institute carry out opinion surveys evenhest month since 1994 and less
frequently, similar surveys have been done by then8a Ipsos public opinion research
company. Millions of forints are spent on this gvgear.

Apart from all this, there is a government funduoknown size from which tens of
millions of forints are spent on concrete eventgylarising the enlargement of NATO as
well as courses and training programmes are heldNATO in the focus.
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THE MONEY OF THE ARM PRODUCERS

Ever since the Hungarian government decided toabayt 30 fighter planes for about a
total of 220 billion Fts, four fighter bomber prashrs- weapons exporters have been
competing for the Hungarian market. The arms preduimterested in the 30 billion Ft.
defence missile tender that has already been assed® 20 bilion Ft radio location
tender and the planned tender of a communicatigsiers valued at about 40 billion Fts
are advertising themselves and their weapons sgstamstandard ones in the world’s
strongest defence alliance” and as such througlthwNATO membership can be
achieved. Part of the competition is their finahirigolvement in the NATO supplement
or special edition of one or another daily or wgeldwspaper, and they provide primary
or secondary help for events which popularise NAfn€mnbership (e.g. IFABO, the C +
D weapons exhibition, the international aviatioy da Kecskemét), and in the interest of
the establishment of co-operation, seminars andecemces are organised on defence
planning and the costs of travels by represenmtwélungarian industry and journalists
to the given weapons producer are covered, ThexBnditures of the arms producers
belong to the top military secrets. It says litite at the same time a lot about this issue
that the PR companies working in the three countneited to join NATO that are
involved in the selling of fighter bombers counttwb to 20 thousand USD (about 1 to
19 million Fts) unspent sums every month.

SLICES OF THE COMMUNICATIONS STRATEGY

The funds of the communications strategy are @fstll channelled to the media and in
the second and third place to various organisatioosk and periodical publishers and
the organisers of different events. The biggasters” are the electronic media. The
series of programmes called Atlantic Express predury the foreign policy department
of Hungarian Television has received 9 million AP TV got 3.5 million Fts to
organise a NATO competition, while Hungarian Radioeived 2.5 milion Fts from the
Foreign Ministry to produce NATO programmes. Withims last item, the soap opera
Szab6 Family received 400 thousand Fts between Apd July, while the editorial
board producing foreign political programmes gotO 3ousand Fts. The Defence
Ministry has contributed to the 13 episodes on NATi@he Family Ltd. with 8 million
Fts, and to the monthly military political magazicalled Manoeuvre which regularly
discusses NATO themes with 12 million Fts. (Th& lrogramme received 1 milion Fts
about 80 per cent of one slot in each broadcastugir the Horizont Military Film
Studio).

The programmes of Szerencsekerék (Lottery Whddungarian Television and the
commercial radio stations Juventus and Danubiusdsdalt with the subject of NATO by
using money from the Foreign Ministry. It is alsaokvn that Duna TV is given money to
prepare a six part series on NATO, and increasetidas ensured by the Foreign
Ministry for all those in the electronic media wphoepare any programme on NATO
(about joining, membership etc.) and Hungarianvigiten’s soap operdaSzomszédok” —
Neighbours undertook to popularise NATO voluntamithout sponsor money.

The written press also has a significant slicehef money of the communications
strategy. Népszabadsag, Magyar Nemzet, Népszavd/idgdazdasag are tied to the
Foreign Ministry with a contract valid for a whojear. The monthly, or three-weekly
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NATO supplements of 2 to 4 pages, or separate NR&Qes cost about six million
forints a year per paper. Magyar Hirlap carriedfiitd NATO supplement only in mid-
July but it will be followed by monthly supplemerfts which a total support of about
three million Forints is given. Vilaggazdasag (Woconomy) carries analysis and news
about the subject and not supplements. Local, cpsite newspapers are not left out
from the support either; they are fed with materiah NATO via MTI Press which
receives 10 to 20 million forints from the Foreiiyfinistry and other press agencies
providing articles for the county and regional gteglet és Tudomany (Life and
Science), the weekly of the Society for the Dissatmon of Knowledge and the Official
Gazette Publishing company decided to carry a fart series on NATO — on three
pages each — starting in May 1997 using the almostmillion Forint support received
from the Foreign Ministry’s communications stratéggd. (As from the middle of 1997,
some large American dailies carry HungaridhATO supplements” with support from
the Foreign Ministry).

The arms producers do not spare money either teirotine market for their products
necessary for NATO compatibility. In a NATO suppéam in mid-July, the Budapest
Business Journal published in Budapest every wdegrtised fighter aircraft and carried
other related ads (by British Aerospace, Aero Vdaaky, Lockheed Martin) at a total
value of 1.8 milion Forints which were based onngary's would be membership in
NATO. (This NATO supplement was carried simultargplby the Business Journal
published in Prague and Warsaw).

NGOs WORKING FOR ACCESSION TO NATO

In the communications strategy of the Foreign Migjsa separate target group are the
non-governmental organisations. Under the headiritaddresses of non-governmental
organisations working for the Hungarian accessmNATO” on the Foreign Ministry’s
Internet home page, one can read the names of tB®sNsupported from the
communications strategy, with the Hungarian Atlai@ouncil (HAC) being on the first
place. Set up by the former foreign minister in2,9%%e HAC has several opposition and
government MPs as vice presidents and its membeltgde well known representatives
of the political, scientific and economic life aod the armed and police forces. HAC
receives money from the central budget (commuminatstrategy and other state money,
and from funds that are distributed among socighnisations), from abroad (NATO
embassies, project money from abroad), from th&ibgrsphere, from the support of
entrepreneurs and membership fees. From the Fondigistry’'s communications
strategy, HAC obtained four million Forints for t&éng NATO information in schools
(teaching aids and other school instruments asqgfaah educational package) and two
million Forints to set up a network of clubs priilyain the country-side to popularise
the Euro-Atlantic idea.

Scientific publications related to the Euro-Atianthought (5 or 6 issues annually)
and shorter background analysis (about 25 issyesg are published with the support
of the Hungarian Development Bank and the AmeriExpress Hungary Ltd. HAC
received 100 thousand Forints of budgetary supipon the fund distributed annually
by Parliament. It also has a rather significant amaf money from the membership fees
and its work is also promoted by entrepreneursuiiiindheir contacts which either bring
money, or result in saving money. HAC gives reaagtiand dinners completed with pro-
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NATO lectures for about 70 people for its memberd avited politicians, journalists

and representatives of business life in the elegaaind Hotel Ramada on Margaret
Island. (The monthly parties cost about 300 to 8&usand Forints each). Apart from
the professional help, the NATO countries provigefar HAC in the range of about 10
thousand USD (1.8 million Fts) per project whicim ¢ given to countries involved in
the Partnership for Peace programme.

The next NGO on the Foreign Ministry's home paging the organisations
“working for joining Nato” is the Manfred Worner Fadation (MWF) established at the
end of 1995. Set up by the ministers of Foreigmifdf Defence and Trade and Industry
and several members of Parliament’s Defence Coemnitnd many MPs and top
politicians of one of the government parties anapposition party, the MWF has on its
board the chairman of the Hungarian Credit Banle ohthe deputy state secretaries of
the Defence Ministry and the commander-in-chiefhaf Hungarian Army is also among
the members. The Foundation is well positionednfirly (it is a recipient of money
from the communications strategy, state money fthen Defence Ministry and other
state support, financial help from state compamigss exporters and NATO funds).

The MWF has been holding free defence policy eowansd seminars on NATO for
teachers of history, other teachers, journalisid swmidiers for which it receives one
million Forints of government support.

MWF were the organisers of what is called NATO+exss last year and this year. The
three day international aviation show in KecskeméMay, 1997 was an outstanding
event of popularising NATO not only for Hungary laltthe countries that want to join
the Alliance and according to the assessment ob#fence Ministry, it contributed to a
significant increase in the sympathy of NATO inyJdlhe total costs of the event are not
known, as the organisers regard it as a militacyetde What is known however, is the
fact that the MWF received 9 million Fts of statgpgort to organise it and that the arms
producing companies paid 15 thousand USD eachn(i@lian Fts) to be present; that
one of the producers of fighter bombers presenpe@rspent 200 thousand USD (about
36 million Fts) on posters and advertisements. Sofibhis money was used by Gripen
to treat an about 500 strong group of the invitessgs with food and drink and
presenting all of them with a toy — maquette ohmaratft.

Népszabadsag published a 30 page colour NATO enepit for the air show in 270
thousand copies which was sponsored by the Manf&aner Foundation. The
publication of the supplement was made possibléhbyfinancial help or advertisement
of the arms producing companies (McDonell Dougl&sipen, Dassault Aviation,
Lockheed Martin, Pratt (Whitney) and various otbempanies (Mazda, MOL, Pannon
GSM, the Europa-GAN Insurance company).

This event was advertised by the MWF in advanceeweral occasions in all the local
papers from the fund of the Defence Ministry's caiminations strategy. The Hungarian
Army also identified itself with that event becausaccording to the official evaluation —
prior to Madrid, it was to demonstrata front of the Hungarian society and the word
that the Hungarian Armed Forces are ready andideifar joining NATO”. Without
calculating the costs of investments built for tdoeasion and to be used in the long term
(for example a new huge airshed cost 5 million,Rt® armed forces spent in the range
of about 10 million Fts on the event. Taking evieing into account, this pro-Atlantic
event cost about 100 million Fts, about 60 per ofrthat amount was covered by the
weapons producers and 40 per cent — coming frolwugasources — by the Hungarian state.
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The Foreign Ministry’s list of supported organisas also includes the European
House Association and the Military and Securityid®doAssociation of the Federation for
the Dissemination of Scientific Knowledge. The Fugan House Association which is in
symbiosis with the Hungarian Peace Associatiorbleas organising social forums where
security policy experts committed to NATO take pdtte European House Association
together with the Engineers for Peace Foundatiahthe Military and Security Policy
Association of the Federation for the Disseminatbiscientific Knowledge won 1 to 2
million Fts of support from the Foreign Ministrysommunications strategy fund to
organise jointly social forums. (In 1997, the Ewap House Association and the
Hungarian Peace Association received 350 thousasdofbudgetary support each,
while the Jaszi Oszkar Foreign Political Society 060 thousand Fts. from the same
source).

The Foreign Ministry’s list does not contain thexd and Society Friendship Circle
which was established in 1994 at the initiativeJosef von Ferenczy involving artists,
intellectuals, church personalities, journalistd aoldiers and politicians. The Circle has
been actively involved in the popularisation ofnjog NATO. The Friendship Circle
operates under the presidency of the chairman diPent’s Defence Committee and
has its headquarters in the Defence Ministry, grattafrom the financial support of its
initiator, it also enjoys the professional, moratidinancial support of the Defence and
Foreign Ministries. The Circle which makes use ddteof voluntary work, is supported
from the communications strategy when it organslesut 50 debate forums. At the
forums called“Our country’s security and European security” vkelbwn pro-NATO
politicians and specialists deliver lectures fdizens and soldiers and schools in the
countryside. (With oné‘go”, debate forums are held for all those thredemint
audiences). The local press has been mobilisethéoabout dozen such forums held so
far.

OTHER FINANCIAL SOURCES

The Foreign Ministry also finances the publicatioh scientific works. The book
“Neutrality, illusions and the reality’” published IGentre for Security and Defence
Studies Foundation in 1997 has been fully finare@d the publications explicitly says so
— from the government’'s communications strategy @mount devoted to this purpose
is in the range of about 500 thousand Fts. The sammece made it possible to publish
the No.1 issue of the Hungarian Foreign Politicatitute in 1997 for which about 400
thousand Fts. were ensuredThe organisation of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organisation”, a study of about 400 pages publishddly this year by the Strategic and
Defence Research Institute which operates undeatipices of the Defence Ministry
was sponsored from a separate budgetary allocatithre Ministry.

The fans of computer games have been able to @@2-BOM called NATO-POLY
(“Shape a picture of NATO") since early July whichmarily shows NATO and the
advantages of Hungary’s membership of NATO. Thaltobsts of the game issued by
the European Studio Communications company (wlictiifferent from the European
House Association) were covered by the United Statel the main telecommunications
supplier of the NATO forces, Lucent Technologies iolvh also supplied the
communications network of the Taszar and Kaposwsisbof IFOR-SFOR and by
McDonnell Douglas, one of the fighter aircraft puesdrs that is interested in the
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Hungarian fighter bomber tender. This game is gledifor secondary schools, higher
education institutions and military institutionsedr of charge. (The estimated costs of
building the communications systems in the threg NATO member states is 2 billion
USD — about 400 bilion Fts — in a period of 10 rgeadAt least, six multinational
companies are competing for the orders). As idicated on the CD-ROM, professional
help was provided by the Foreign Ministry, the MadfWérner Foundation and its No.1
man and the Euro INFO Service company.

Allin all, in 1997 the Ministries of Foreign Affs and Defence can spend 147 million
Fts for NATO communications to which about 30 pentcof the Foreign Ministry’'s EU
communications strategy (about 63 milion Fts) banadded and about 40 per cent of
the Defence Ministry’s support (for the Kecskemdtietinational air show). The six
million Ft. budget of the North Atlantic InformatioCentre and the tens of millions of
forints of government expenditure burden the cébdget, just like the approximately
50 per cent of the about 1 million Fts. given to ®K; as social organisations for NATO
communications. (It totals 280 million Fts). Theogucers interested in the weapons
tenders spend more than 100 million Fts for dieext indirect NATO communications as
part of their PR and marketing activities and theds coming from banks and as the
organisations’ membership fees can be in the ranhd® million Fts. All this means that
in 1997 Hungary spends at least 500 million FtN&MO communications and this sum
does not include the money to be spent on a cammagNATO membership to be
launched in the autumn.

FURTHER CRITERIA

The sums of money spent promoting NATO communicatio themselves do not say a
lot. These can only be assessed together with tilier acriteria: the principles and
practice of the distribution of money and the dyadind objectivity of thé‘products”
produced from that money.

THE COMMUNICATIONS STRATEGY AND THE LAW

The distribution of the NATO communications monefytbe Foreign and Defence
Ministries lacked openness: the contents and abdigslid not become publicly known
and the system of competition was not worked out.

This is especially apparent in the case of thetmlaic media. As it reached the
Complaint Committee of the National Radio and Tislem Board which then stated in
the case of the Atlantic Express, Manoeuvre andStteoé Family, these programmes
were selected and supported concretely. Undeatheh public acquisition, any service
or commission valued at six milion Fts or more bu¢o be announced in an open
tender. In these cases (Atlantic Express, Manoetamilia Ltd)., the regulations of the
public acquisition law were not applied, as theraswio procedure of open tender,
invitation or negotiation. The Foreign and DefeMiaistries decided to support TV and
Radio programmes that seemed to be the most suitablthe basis of viewing and
avallability to target audiences. They simply coted the editors of the given
programmes. The editors of the chosen programmesaped their own programme
plans for which the given ministry provided the regfrom the offered fund.
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There is however, another problem with the mingtesupport of the electronic
media. The law of the electronic media does notnathe support of either EU or NATO
programmes. This has already been the ruling ofNagonal Radio and Television
Board in connection with some broadcasts. The CaintpCommittee stated twice and
the Board stated once in connection with the AidaBixpress that‘'since Hungarian
Television accepted financial support for makingragramme from a state organisation,
it has grossly violated both the spirit and word the media law”, and that
“independence and freedom from the state and goeaitnisi a requirement of public
service broadcasting, the spirit of the law wadated by the fact that the series of
programmes in question (Atlantic Express) was pcedufrom state, that is budgetary
money”. A statement by the Complaint Committeehaf National Radio and Television
Board concerning Szabd Family produced with ForéWjnistry help was of similar
contents. None of the programmes which made useéhef money from NATO
communications published the sponsor’s name wisickthically incorrect towards the
sponsor but first of all towards the viewers delgers.

However, irrespective of the gross and continwaaktion of the media law by the
Foreign and Defence Ministries, the actual prograswoould have come up to the
requirement of being balanced. In other wordshese programmes ensure space to the
opinions that are different from the official stadht, if they reflect the existing different
opinions, then the principle of objective infornaattiis not violated. But the Complaint
Committee of the National Radio and Television Boananimously stated that the
Atlantic Express, The Szab6 Family and anotherorgaiogramme called Interurban
“failed to meet the requirement of the objectivdamzed and manysided information but
instead, served the popularisation of the offistahdpoint of the Foreign Ministry”, and
strengthened the accession to NATOhe programme providers violated the law by
exclusively presenting such points of view in thentioned programme (Atlantic
Express) which reflects the position of the powlde en the issue of joining NATO,
including its positive and unconditional necessit{f’his naturally does not mean that all
“Nato-programmes” on TV and Radio violated the nexrunent of balanced information).

FURTHER RECIPIENTS OF FUNDS FROM THE COMMUNICATIONS
STRATEGY

No comprehensive study or legal condemnation efphinted press has taken place
so far. The NATO supplements and pages, analysismaws of the national circulation
dailies published from communications funds andNfid Press materials carried by the
local press have been definitely and clearly proF@An their contents, size ad approach.
In these supplements, Népszabadsag gives space smallest extent to views different
from the official standpoint (O per cent) and Magigemzet is the most ready to do so
(10 per cent).

The authors of books and periodicals issued ais giahe NATO communications
(altogether 32 authors) have not included one esiagthor who would not have shared
the official standpoint concerning NATO membership.

The North Atlantic Information Centre attachedRarliament carries only the news
which is positive from the point of view of NATO largement and from abroad and
home it does not carry any material which diffexanf the official opinion and would
guestion NATO membership. Events organised or pdnbhy the European House
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Foundation (Hungarian Peace Association) and timeyAand Society Friendship Circle
are attended by pro-NATO participants only, whitee@r another non-NATO believers
have been invited to events organised by the MdnW&rner Foundation and the
Hungarian Atlantic Council.

The Hungarian Atlantic Council, the Manfred Work&undation and the Army and
Society Friendship Circle are not civic organisasi@r NGOs. These are pseudo-NGOs
which formally meet the legal requirements of tb@ governmental organisations, but in
essence these are pseudo-civic organisations @avernment, the political parties and
ministries. To a large extent, their founders, é&#gadand members are Members of
Parliament, Parliamentary party leaders, represeesaof Parliament’s foreign affairs,
defence and integration committees, leading ol§ciaf the Foreign and Defence
Ministries, diplomats and leaders or officers ad thungarian Armed Forces. In issues of
NATO communications they do not only want to repréopinions that are contrary to
the views concerning NATO in their own governmeudrty or ministry, but they have
been set up to communicate pro-NATO ideas. Thek tsto try to represent the issue
of joining NATO especially in the countryside amdthe eyes of local people in a more
credible manner than their own political partiegc8use of the personal relationships
and due to having informal access to the NATO-comaations funds, either via formal
tender or without it these organisations distribtite communications money for and
among themselves. They appear both in Hungary &nolad as independent civilian
organisations and as such they can access foundhtok and enterprise funding more
easily at home (money given from foundation is agidle from tax), furthermore they
also receive money from the (not too big) fundsritisted by Parliament among social
organisations every year. On the basis of recomatardby their own members who are
in high positions, they can obtain NATO, governmantl NGO funds abroad. The costs
of the foreign representation of the pseudo-NGQktare expenses of travel abroad to
obtain money are often covered by the represertatown political party. The arms
producing companies are also less prone to attbeken paper — they ensure funding
for independent foundations and associations. BeglEuropean House Association and
the Military and Security Policy Association of tRederation for the Dissemination of
Scientific Knowledge are suitable to act as umareltganisations bringing together
security policy experts who are partially or fulbommitted to NATO as well as
representatives of the intelligentsia, the econaanigd political life and the media. (Two
examples: Gabor I1zbéki, the editor of the Atlaltipress condemned more than once by
the National Radio and Television Board is a menaf¢he Hungarian Atlantic Council
/at the time of making that programme, he was tadtof the foreign political editorial
department/, and Zoltan Antaldczi, the vice pradidd the Army and Society Friendship
Circle is a member of the editorial board of theslahg Life and Science).

SUMMARY

On the basis of all this, one has to say that Heei8500 million forints spent on NATO
communications in Hungary in 1997 is not a venniitgant sum of money. It is not
significant, as four times higher sum will be spentthe Hungarian SFOR contingent in
Bosnia, or the costs of the referendum on Hunga®$O membership will be four
times higher, or the Agricultural Ministry aloneespls that much on the preparation of
Euro-Atlantic integration. The costs of NATO comnmations is a fraction of one or
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another recent, or planned Hungarian arms purath@sk or it can hardly be compared
to the money the companies interested in the aemtet spend on advertisement. In
other words, the absolute sum and proportion of theney spent on NATO

communications is insignificant. But the problemmag the sum of money but the way it
is distributed, the accessibility and the naturg&psbduct”. The funds are distributed in a
way which is uncontrollable by the general pubdio, the basis of commission or formal
competition and frequently by violating the law puaoblic acquisition. Supporters of
NATO disregard the most basic rules of compatyodind distribute the money amongst
themselves and pseudo-NGOs set up to promote e aaf joining NATO, and by

corrupting the media which always lack sufficieahding, programmes to their own
liking are prepared. Each and every programme pmediuvith the support of the

Foreign and Defence Ministries violates the provisof the media law concerning
balanced information. Some of the programmes whadeived extra sponsor money
present the aim of the sponsor on a low level amdesother programmes carry the
information on NATO in an environment which is notsuitable for conveying objective

information, plus it is done without announcing §m®nsor’s name.

The ethics of press is violated by supportingwhi&en press and handling the subject
mostly in a one-sided way, but true, that withdwe eéxception of Vilaggazdaséag, Elet és
Tudomany and MTI Press Agency, all the papers phiatname of the sponsor. Without
exception, the scientific writing and publicatioase by NATO-believer authors. The
funds of NATO communications — irrespective of wehéiney come from — are used for
clear and unequivocal supporters of the cause dfONAvho are guided by the same
principles and expectations of supporting and pemmihg that issue.

By using a part of their PR and marketing monelumgary and by mobilising other
resources, the companies interested in selling &ens, significantly contribute to the
popularisation of Hungary’s membership of NATO.

All in all, the problem is not so much in the swh money devoted to NATO
communications and the sources of that money lierahe fact that 99 per cent of
those funds is used for goals supporting NATO mesfiye. In other words, NATO
communications in Hungary is nothing else than sided communications for NATO,
joining NATO and Hungary's NATO membership and @& of informing the people, it
tries to convince the population. In fact, NATO cauonications is equivalent with
NATO propaganda.

Translated byera SARKANY

Eszmélet (Conscience) No.35, 1997.
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HUNGARY AND THE NATO ENLARGEMENT

. SUMMARY IN GENERAL

1. This was the second time in NATO history tha tssue of the membership of a
country had been decided by referendum. We betieakit is essential and desirable to
ask the opinion of the public in such an importgunestion, through the institution of the
referendum. That is why we regard it as importantrespect of the democratic
development of Hungary that — contrary to Poland &ime Czech Republic — a
referendum was held on our country joining NATOrtlermore — contrary to the
Slovakian Republic — the referendum itself was hattiin the constitutional framework.
In spite of all our criticisms, if we compare tlgguation to those in societies which
consistently reject the idea of a referendum, amwiling to accept the risk of a
referendum, or are unable to succeed in holdingsoieeessfully, then the process was
one that points to the future.

2. The Hungarian referendum was carried throughctordance with constitutional
processes. We consider it an event governed byGawsequently, we accept the result
and respect it.

3. On the other hand, we condemn the manner iohathie referendum was preceded
by innumerable violations of law; the riding roughed over written and unwritten law,
especially in the non-disclosure of freely exprdssginions; the buying of the media; the
exploitation of a network of personal contacts; liniaging back of the methods of the
one-party regime; the complete lack of the role opposition in Parliament; the
distributing mechanism based on servile clientelations; the anti-democratic way of
thinking which is a characteristic of both formesfarm-communists and former
democratic opposition, both the conservatives dmad liberals, both government and
opposition parties, both the populists and the nish& We regard all this as a sorrowful
return of the past, one that will continue for agdime.

4. It was regrettable to witness how state antlgeaders who grew up in the one-
party system, reached their positions with the ghaof the regime, and alternate as
representatives of government and opposition, weable to subordinate the issue of
NATO membership to that of the law. It was alsooarys sight to see how former
Warsaw Pact propagandists, no doubt with thoughta secure livelihood in mind,
converted themselves into advocates of NATO, “tiiageNATO-ambassadors”, NATO-
lobbyists of quasi-NGOs without any change of meansiethods.

5. In Hungary there was no genuine discussion AFMI membership. It could not
take place because neither the parties nor thandsss and intellectuals had a worked
out case to present on the NATO issue. The pdjitsanomical and media elite were
definitely for NATO. But the most serious problemrasithat — with few exceptions — the
elite behaved in an intolerant, anti-democratiogragsive and discriminative manner
towards those thinking differently. The elite inédca social atmosphere in which those
who dared to speak against NATO were labelled &emsts, members of marginal
groups, anti-democratic minded or despised adhedrihe former regime.
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6. The events preceding the NATO referendum sl ungary proceeds along the
path of constitutional democracy only formally, anddome instances not even that far. It
is also obvious that the various groups of the elie unfamiliar with the concept of respect
for the rules of democracy, and are unable to ddbeyp the law must take precedence.

7. The laws that would be essential to a congiiat state do not exist, are not
applied or are inapplicable. There is no systensafctions, and observance of law
depends on current political considerations. WitHeuropean standard laws on conflict-
of-interest, advertising and the media; without ejpendent intellectuals, research
institutions and media, it is impossible to joinr&pe and the family of constitutional
democracies, even if the country is a member of AT

8. The Hungarian people was misled by the goventehéNATO propaganda and
voted on joining NATO lacking essential informatiand knowledge of alternatives.

9. The voting citizens were not aware of what oesjbilities Hungary has to accept
as a NATO member. The public voted “Yes” to membigrswithout criteria and
conditions. In this manner the Hungarian governmamtl Parliament acquired an
unconditional mandate, sealed and “legitimised”abyeferendum, and it will lead the
country into NATO under any conditions NATO dictatend the political elite wants.

10. The NATO referendum also proved that civiliscis even weaker in Hungary
than had been supposed. There are no alternativermamts, not even the seeds. The
NATO question was insufficient to generate a NO ®AmMovement, to call for social
solidarity. Those opposing NATO were not able ttaklish a common stand. Just like
before the change of the regime, things are stdr-@oliticised, and the NATO question
was governed by political interests and party joslit

11. Free world, constitutional democracies are 8Ahembers as well. So these
countries, their media, and their parties wereimetrested in disclosing the violations of
law occurring in Hungary. Parties opposing NATCaegément (I have in mind primarily
the Greens) and the media, forgot us or concenti@tethe ratification process in their
own countries: a somewhat limited approach.

12. The one-dimensional information given to théblig meant that people were
unable to consider in an informed manner, not dmyissues concerning NATO but also
those linked with entering the European Union, #@ind could easily have serious
consequences in the future. All that happened ingdty in order to access to NATO
might divert the country from democratic developménhas certainly slowed it down.

Il. ALBA KOR Standpoints

1. The Alba Kor — knowing the public conditionsdattie activities of the pro-NATO
camp — understands the result of the referendurn,disappointedly accepts it. We
respect the rules of constitutional democracy, askl for the same respect from the
those in power. Therefore we respect the will ef¥bters, as declared in the referendum
and accept the decision of the majority.

2. This does not mean that our NATO oppositiomdpaint has changed. The
referendum clearly showed that at least 600. Oienos are against NATO enlargement
— from these there must have been a number ofs/tttat opposed joining NATO based
on the same or similar reasons as Alba Kor. Thereatlum results confirmed us in our
view that our opinion on NATO membership, eventiisi a minority opinion, has a
justified place in our country.
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3. Furthermore, none of our arguments against NAES refuted, and the will of the
majority is not the same as deciding which partg ttebate has truth on its side.

4. Naturally we do not say that we agree witiNd” voting citizens. We declare the
opposite: we do not identify the Alba Kor with amiythose “no” voters that had extreme
left- or right wing reasons for opposing NATO egkment.

5. We do not think — even in the light of the tesdithe referendum — that we should
have co-operated in the interest of possible sscagth any parties, organisations that
have extremist members, or organisations that pposed to NATO enlargement on
militaristic grounds. We think now, as we declairethe very first NO NATO documents
of the Alba Kor (May 1995), that it was a good pgldecision to declare Alba Kor’s
individual approach to the NATO issue. The unambiguand definite separation from
the groups that, in the interest of possible sgceesre ready to integrate even with extreme
elements was the appropriate step, and helpedthean cause of the NATO opposition.

6. The Alba Kor fulfilled all the demands set I tNATO issue — except one. The
Alba Kor, far beyond it’'s very limited structurah@ financial resources was present,
representing the NATO opposition, continuously awithout dissonant voices. As an
authentic, trustworthy, non-violent peace group, sMeceeded in establishing a public
presence, elaborated and presented alternatives, @ with real and rational opposing
arguments. We could give an example of respongiblesidered, non-extreme and civil
politics; the spreading of real civic courage. Bgisting on observance of law and
regulations we could add to the development of titmti®nal democracy. We never had
illusions about the final result of this David a@aliath encounter, but still, in several
cases, we made the power withdraw or backdown.

7. On the other hand, we never managed to bedthaé would germinate within
civil society a movement capable of involving otlearil organisations. The efforts to
unite groups in a single-issue, civil, alternatN®-NATO movement failed. From the
point of view of Hungarian social development —itbeghe result of the referendum —
we failed to take advantage of this major oppotjuni

8. This failure has several social reasons, buals@ have a role in this, therefore we
have to be self-critical of our own work and effort

9. Whatever success we had in presenting an opdoes not lead us to forget that
the political and media elite considered the NATpasition to be a conflict between the
parliamentary and non-parliamentary parties, whiel not true at all. On the other hand
there was never any parliamentary opposition onNA&O question, and our small
peace group, with very limited resources, was geitible to compete with nor to
represent a real danger to the power. Alba Korctbaltreated as an acceptable, correct,
but small and weak, marginal group. In some cadles Kor was preferred from all the
NATO opposition groups. Unpleasant though it wopidve to be, we had to utilise the
fact that in seeking to demonstrate that democexasts, the power selected us as a
minority group which had a right to be present,.

10. Alba Kor — due to the unfortunately quite ugeeloped social structures, the
(untrue) definition of the NATO problem, and thespmbilities offered by the governing
elite — used all the available opportunities, aathetimes even “misused” the “guest-
role”. We were accorded “loyal opposition” stat@smd used our space with careful
consideration, but we were very critical and uncmmpsing in our attitude to the
power. Therefore, in some cases we were more igffetitan other NATO opposing
groups, or evoked much more heated and emotioactioas from the power.
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11. We repeatedly stated our opinion that consigets size and capacity, the Alba
Kor was considerably over represented in the Huagaand international press and
media. (We gave more than a hundred interviewsAla Kor’s name was present a few
hundred times in the media). This does not meangeker, that the views of Alba Kor or
of the opposition to NATO membership in generalsvever-represented. Quite the
reverse: proportionally the opposition was alwayssgly under-represented. Those who
opposed NATO membership (24-35 %) and those whaésetvations (12-26 %) never
received media space and coverage commensuraténetimumbers.

12. The Alba Kor — the results notwithstanding # mot change it's civil status; the
capital amassed in knowledge, experience, and cintaill be used only within civil
society, with the very same ideas and for the gaungoses.

13. Our critical analysis is not confined to thstakteful and law breaking behaviour
of the governing power; unfortunately we have caitiremarks to address to western
civil organisations, foundations and alternativeugs. We believe that following the
Madrid invitation, and in the kind of situation tharose in Hungary, the western
organisations should have helped the oppositioallithree ‘invited’ countries — even
without being asked to do so. We regularly askedrforal, media and financial support
but — with the exception of a few organisationghe tesponse was minimal. We had a
feeling that most western and American groups ogghds NATO simply abandoned us
and the Central and East European alternatives.for these reasons that we feel they
also bear some of the responsibility for the succéshe NATO-friendly power, and the
results it achieved in an undemocratic, unlawfuy.wa

14. The Alba Kor received support from the orgatms of the American Quakers,
the American Friends Service Committee. The firarstipport of the AFSC enabled us
to convene an international NO NATO conference ud&pest, at the end of October
(12,000 USD), and the publication of a book: Rugmmok into NATO, by Tamas
Csapody and Laszlo Vit (2,800 USD). In addition030SD from the Quakers plus
1,000 USD from a Hungarian entrepreneur livingha tJS was spent on printing and
distributing 100, 000 leaflets. Beside these, tHigaAKOr activities opposing NATO
enlargement (telephone, fax, copying, post, tramesuses between 1995 May — 1997
Nov) cost about 300.000 HUF, coming from the othasic resources of Alba Kor
(grants, incomes) .This does not take into accthewwoluntary, unpaid work invested in
the NO NATO activities.

15. After the referendum many tasks await the Alba The majority are not NATO-
related (e.g. providing information to those onilieim service and conscientious
objectors, spreading the idea of non-violent sohgiand thinking, etc). However, a
number do concern NATO- related cases begun irp¢hied preceding the referendum
(National Radio and Television Board cases, thelsought against Minister of Foreign
Affairs Laszlo Kovacs, and petitions before the €duational Court). It is very
important to document the events of the past motilesDefence and Foreign Ministry
calls for competitive tenders for “studies” of thecent past, show that the power has
already laid the foundation of untrue history-wgti Several challenges are set by the
practical process of NATO enlargement, before dtet & actually happens: radar-base
construction in nature conservation areas; the &mpveapon-change of the armed
forces; the secret increase of military expenditimeNATO compatibility, which has
already started, and the continuous misleadindn@fpiublic. 1t can be anticipated, from
the privatisation scandals now reverbating throughtbe Central European region, that

60



within a few years the issues of military spendamgl associated corruption will be high
on the agenda. (The Alba Koér does not have an apiibout European Union
integration, and we are not planning any actiothis field).

Il . DETAILED SUMMARY

In Hungary there was a referendum on the countmng NATO on 16th of November
1997. It might be useful to set out the road tordferendum in separate periods:

The first period started with the parliamentargcébn in 1994 and lasted till
December 1995 when a proposal for a referendum igeldmby the Munkaspart
(Workers Party) was rejected. The second periodestavith the previously mentioned
rejection and lasted till the beginning of the caigp before the referendum. The third
period covers the ten days of the official NATOerehdum campaign. The fourth period
is the two days of campaign silence and the reenenitself. The fifth period started
when the referendum was over and continues.

In the following we sum up the general experierargs those of Alba Kor referring to
Hungary and NATO enlargement.

1. THE FIRST PERIOD
(Spring 1994 — 22. December 1995.)

1. At the time of the parliamentary election in949 the Hungarian Socialist Party
(MSZP) declared in its program that it intendedhtdd a referendum on joining NATO.
The HSP won the election and formed a coalitionhwiree Democrats Alliance
(SZDSz). Their government program also indicate@ thtention of holding a
referendum, although the SZDSZ had made serioost&ffo persuade the MSZP that
this should not be included in the program.

2. In the autumn of 1995, the Workers Party, whiad been unable to win parliamen-
tary representation, began collecting signaturea petition for the NATO referendum.
The Workers Party was able to obtain the numbesigrfatures prescribed by the law
but, in clear violation of the Referendum Law, Ranent did not hold the referendum.
Its decision was based on its own political inteseand the fact that at the time there
was insufficient support for NATO membership (paladipinion polls in December 1995
showed only 46% of the Hungarian population reamysdy ‘Yes’ to joining NATO).
Parliament then decided that it would hold a refduen “as soon as the conditions of
access were known™. At the same time, howevepraceeded to exert ever effort in
favour of eventual accession to NATO (political id@mns, contracts, legal harmoni-
sation, accepting standards etc).

3. The Workers Party turned to the Constitutidbalrt (CC) seeking legal remedy
following Parliament’s unlawful decision, but afteonsidering the issue for two months
the Court professed a “lack of competence”. By emgl the Court practically, if not
formally, gave what amounted to an endorsementhef unlawful decision of the
Parliament.

4. According to the intention of the politicalteli the media presented the decision of
the Parliament as lawful and progressive. The “remmmetence” ruling of the
Constitutional Court was presented as positive adrof the parliamentary decision.
The intellectuals tolerated this in complete sienc
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5. The parliamentary parties were unanimous irpsttpof joining NATO. (In the
course of the first free election in 1990 all pestset the aim of a free, independent
Hungary). Despite heated parliamentary debate my aeform and the participation of
Hungary in IFOR, none of the doubts on these isstmdd lead to any questioning of
the value of North Atlantic integration.

6. In May 1995, Hungary hosted — the first in Calrdnd Eastern Europe — the North
Atlantic General Assembly. On this occasion Alba kaok its first action against NATO:
a 24 point declaration against NATO and NATO erdangnt. It was largely ignored by
the media; published only by one interest grouparig, Erted vagyok (I Am For You).

7. At the end of 1995 ministers, members of pawdiat, state officials, military
leaders, members of the governmental and oppospamies, formed the Manfred
Worner Foundation (MWA) dedicated to support fanijgg NATO. This was the third
quasi-NGO (the other two were the Army and Sociatignds Circle /1994/, Magyar
Atlantic Council /1992/). Although these are recisgd legally as independent NGOs,
their membership, leaderships, and financing shbat they are not genuinely non-
governmental or independent. These quasi-NGOs aoged NATO using public fund
to an extent that was never disclosed.

2. SECOND PERIOD
(22nd of December 1995. — 5th of November 1997.)

2/a. EVENTS, ACTIONS

1. The governmental parties and the oppositionewagreed that the referendum
should not be held between December 1995 and Sud®8&. Because of the common
position, no communication strategy (P.R.) on th&T® question was prepared until
January 1996. Furthermore, parliament decided 12 milion HUF for the Foreign
Ministry, and 35 million for the Defence Ministryould be enough for communication
(information) purposes. (If the referendum date baén decided at that time, much
larger funding would have been provided for the ®AGampaign). Due to the relatively
small amount originally allocated in the budget,ewhn Spring 1997 the HSP finally
decided on the referendum, the many tens of nillispent on pro-NATO propaganda
had to come from the government reserves (for NAFO Express, support of quasi-
NGOs).

2. At the same time when the referendum was detlar June 1997, the government
proposed an amendment to constitutional law oneetums. The proposal, adopted by
Parliament, suggested a reduction of the validieshold of voter participation So
instead of 50 %, 25% participation would be suditito validate a referendum But the
approved text of the law did not express this wilbmbiguously, so it was possible to
interpret it in several ways. (That is why someug® could move to have the result of
the referendum annulled/, for details see V. 2rjidaent amended the law in order to
guarantee the validity of the NATO referendum ivatte. If the manner of doing so
was legitimate, it was also a procedure unusualoinstitutional democracies, and a
serious violation of the unwritten rules of demagra

3. Nevertheless, the governing coalition still didt dare to take the risk of a
“decision-making” referendum whose result would dfebinding consequence. So it
decided to hold an “opinion declaring” referendumstead. This kind of referendum is of
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little significance. The result does not have a aadory effect, and the Parliament can
make a decision without taking the result of th@irfi®n declaring” referendum into
consideration. The government had the “opinionatéw” form accepted by the Young
Democrats-Hungarian Civic Party (Fidesz-MPP), whidd previously opposed any
kind of referendum; The Independent SmallholderstyP&KGP); the Hungarian
Democratic Peoples Party (MDNP) and other oppositgarties which had not
supported the referendum idea. This proposal egpdesthe intention of the
parliamentary parties: to keep the promise on éferendum, but without any obligation
to attach importance to the result: they would olséhe democratic ‘rules of the game’
but leave themselves free to vote for an outcoraeghowed democracy to be illusory.

4. In August, the government changed its mind dadided to hold a “decision
making” referendum after a suggestion to this effees made by the Fidesz-MPP, which
served its own political interests and had in rectt year’s parliamentary elections. At
this time the NATO referendum was linked to thedimg of one on land ownership
rights. The reasons for this desire to link the tmere: 1.) The influence of the biased
NATO propaganda had begun to appear in the opmidia (by that time 61% favoured
NATO membership), so the risk attached to a datisiaking referendum was now at an
acceptable level. 2.) it was still doubtful whetleesufficient number of electors would
take part ( the NATO and land issues were connegtedrder to guarantee the
percentage of voter turnout necessary to validage result). 3.) They wanted to
undermine the opposition proposal for a referendumiand ownership. There was a
heated debate in Parliament on the land issuedné at all on the NATO question.

5. The land ownership issue created a situatiochMendangered the result of the
NATO referendum, and threatened a political andstitutional crisis. The situation was
resolved by the Constitutional Court (CC): it ruldat the proposed referendum on the
land issue was unconstitutional. On this occadio®,CC neither needed two months of
deliberation before reaching a decision nor a datén that it lacked competence, as
had been the case when it dealt with the Workersy Rmmplaint two years earlier.
These events showed that CC decisions are not slfseg from the influence of daily
political events or the interests of prominent facdi personalities.

6. NATO and the countries which were invited tm jNATO in Madrid exerted great
pressure on Hungary to hold the referendum by l1@ehhber, 1997 otherwise, it was
claimed, NATO accession by Hungary, Czech Repuid Poland might be delayed or
become impossible. So the date of the referendus med defined independently by
Hungary, and it can be stated that that this wasvantion.

7. Nothing but superficial press declarations andhmuniqués were published on
discussions going on between Hungary and NATO fi®eptember 1997. Alba Kor
addressed an Open Letter to State Secretary fegriion Affairs at the Foreign
Ministry (Ferenc Somogyi) pointing out that in timegotiations it was possible to
differentiate between joining the political or theitary wings of NATO. Alba Kér also
wrote to the Deputy State Secretary at the MinistfyDefence (Istvan Gyarmati),
suggesting that he should start out from the tealigure, 1.9 % of GDP, when
discussing Hungary's military expenditure. Alba Kdéid not receive answers to these
letters.

8. NATO and Hungary agreed that reports on theession discussions, and the
details of the agreements, would not be made puflicey still are unknown, and are
unlikely to be published).
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9. All of this meant that Parliament had gone backits decision of December
1995.The referendum was called without prior infation on the conditions of
accession to NATO, or at least without publishingr.

10. Parliament did not formulate the questiontfa referendum impartially but so as
to influence people to give the answer “Yes”. (uyagree that the Hungarian Republic
provides for the defence of the country by joinkW§TO?)

11. In August 1996, the encyclical letter of thenigarian Catholic Board of Bishops
“For a more true and brotherly world!” became wydkhown and discussed. In this
message, the Roman Catholic Church opted for theesséy of North Atlantic
Integration.

12. None of the historical Churches made offidetlarations for NATO, but all of
them supported it unambiguously. “Private pro-NADPinions” given in public in
November 1997 by some leaders of these historizakbes, were especially offensive.

13. Two members of the Board of Bishops of the ddwian Catholic Church
(MKPK) made propaganda for NATO. Bishop of Vac, drer Keszthelyi (Spring 1997),
and Bishop of Pecs, Mihaly Mayer (Autumn 1997) atgitl for NATO in public. Alba
Kor wrote an Open Letter to the MKPK related to sk@ement of Mihaly Mayer which
had been published in both the clerical and sequisss, asking it to draw a line between
its own opinion and that of the Bishop, and callingit to adopt an impartial position at
the time of a referendum. (MKPK did not fulfil tleesequests and did not even answer).

14. All the other churches and religions remaiséeht on the question of NATO
membership. The one exception was the Basic Conynleai by the Roman Catholic
priest Gyorgy Bulanyi. It categorically rejectedhjog NATO.

15. In Spring 1997, an integrative NGO, the So€Ciahlition appeared, opposing
NATO. This brought the number of active NGOs oppgINATO to three. (Alba Kor,
Social Coalition, Foundation for Neutral Hungary).

16. Alba Kor made an attempt to form a public nmgat against NATO on the
occasions of the demonstration against the armaafdidtingary (November 1995) and
commemorations of Hiroshima in 1995 and 1996 when-operated with 40-50 NGOs.
This effort did not lead to success.

17. It became obvious by Summer 1997 that neither parties against NATO
(Workers Party, Hungarian Truth and Life Party, ples Welfare Alliance, Green
Alternative), nor the NGOs were able to co-operwtd each other, and that it was not
possible to form a movement against NATO. Whileythencurred in the end result of
their arguments, their basic and ideological apghnea were often completely different.

18. In May 1996, Alba Kor carried out the first mtiarian civil disobedience (active
non-violent) action by chaining themselves to theéA\T® Express (media and
propaganda) Train so as to prevent its departure.

19. Alba Kor published the “Charter of Nationalf@®se” for the Madrid Summit
(July 7-8. 1997.). The Charter summed up the cistantes which threatened the
security of the country, and suggested an altemmati joining NATO. As in the case of
our 24 Points Declaration, no daily paper publistiedCharter, although we approached
each one personally. (Only the quarterly: ‘Ertedyak” published the whole text. The
Uj Magyarorszag opposition daily published extracts

20. Some arms factories which have interests im®lAnlargement and arms trade in
Central Europe were intensively present in HungéBripen, Boeing, McDonell
Douglas, Dassault Aviation, Lockheed Martin, Pt Whitney, Lucent Technologies
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etc.). They gave financial support to pro-NATO margs (e.g. NATO Express,
Hungarian Atlantic Committee conference series)déd adverts for NATO joining (e.g.
in the Budapest Business Journal, Magyar HonvédurgBrian Soldier, HVG-Weekly
Economy). Several hundred milion forints were g<pesdvocating Hungarian
membership of NATO by arms factories in 1997.

2/b. NATO COMMUNICATION STRATEGIES

1. In 1997 147.000.000 HUF was spent by the Ministf Foreign Affairs and
Ministry of Defence to have the idea of joining NA&Taccepted. The money was used by
the two ministries practically to buy the suppofttloe largest proportion of electronic
and written media. All the programs in the elecitanedia supported by them violated
the media law, since in Hungary it is forbiddendgwe financial support to political
programs. The law on media was violated in anotfay, too: the NATO programs were
not impartial, balanced and objective. That meala had been violated, was declared by
an independent official body, the National Radid dY Board (NRTB) several times,
based on complains lodged by Alba Kér and othelms& who gave illegal financial
support to the programs were never named, expeet on

2. In July 1997, the Ministry of Defence rejectedAlba Kor proposal on distribution
of money for the NATO communication between NGOshwiiews pro and contra
NATO. We based this proposal on the fact that iman8mavian countries, when the issue
of EU accession was on the agenda, the availabtisfwere equally distributed among
organisation supporting and opposing membershipather Alba Kor proposal, that
the amounts involved and the names of the progmiven support should be made
public, the Ministry of Defence, after two monthsnpering the question, decided
against the publication of any data or the namihgupported projects. Because of the
withholding of data of public interest, Alba Korrted to the Commissioner for Data
Defence. In a letter to the Ombudsman, the reptaten of the Ministry of Defence,
(Matyas Eorsi) denied any knowledge of the Alba iooposal, although it had been
presented officially during negotiations in the ggece of four persons, and reported by
The Hungarian News Agency (MTI) and the major datian daily Népszabadsag on the
very next day. Obviously, the Ministry of Defencaswplaying for time so that the data
would be published and condemned only after thereatium.

3. The Ministry of Defence and the Ministry of E@n Affairs distributed the NATO
communication moneys without calling for tendersilding on their relations and
omitting the public. The two ministries violatedetltaw on acquisition in those cases
where more than 6 milions were given. Only afterAdba Kor proposal, at the end of
September, when 80% of the money had been digdbutas the Ministry of Defence
inclined to publish the call for tenders in theiaidfl gazette of the Republic of Hungary,
in Magyar Kozlony.

4. E.g. 9 TV programs, 14 radio programs and edls) 2 video-films and video-film
programs, 13 events, 4 educational programs, Zarmgsegrograms, 3 conferences, 2
publications, 7 article-series, 5 daily papers wangported by the NATO communication
strategy of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, witii@.000.000 HUF (to date). All of these
were designed to emphasise unilaterally the adgastaf joining NATO.
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5. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs spent 8.000.060UF on lobbying in large
American and Western European papers for Hungewwistion to join NATO. Besides,
it assisted and used the lobbying activities of guran organisations in the U.S.

6. The pro-NATO programs on public television’s WII (12 parts of Atlantic
Express) and on radio (Szab6 Family) were jushffisbndemned by the NRTB, ruling
on a complaint submitted by Alba Koér. (The Natiofddio and Television Board
endorsed the findings of the NRTB Complains’ Corteeitin five cases) According to
the findings, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs hadpularised NATO by supporting the
NATO Express with 9.000.000 HUF and the Szabd Rawith 400.000 HUF. This is a
violation of the media law paragraphs on sponsprahd balanced information.

7. Even the popular children’s program on TV “Tdhkishes” (Harom kivansag) was
used as an instrument of NATO propaganda. The pmdormat is based on finding the
child with the most unusual requests and then opguthem. The Ministry of Foreign
Affairs gave 580.000 HUF to MTV for arranging tlaathild spontaneously wished: for
a trip to Brussels, a visit to the NATO centre, analeeting with Javier Solana. (The boy
who travelled to Brussels was a class-mate of dimeos Hungary’s NATO Ambassador
in Brussels, Andras Simonyi) The NATO column of thely Népszava carried an article
with a photo: Three Wishes With Javier Solana (lHakivansag Javirer Solanaval), and
the TV program itself gave a live broadcast on tigglia event.

8. The Europa Studio Communication Ltd. issuedAd® popularising NATOPOLY
CD ROM in 5,000 copies, supported professionallyMigistry of Foreign Affairs and
MWA, and financially by those U.S. arm factoriesiethhave interests in Hungary:
(Lucent Technologie, Mcdonell Douglas) (Europe Lisl,the same firm which got
4.800.000 HUF from the Ministry of Foreign Affaiier a film series popularising NATO.
For more details see V. 9.). The CD ROM prepare@ummer 1997 was distributed
free. The CD ROM mentions Alba Kor as the only oigation opposing NATO
although, when the film was made, we were not mixt that it would be pro- NATO
propaganda, that it was supported by arms manu&stuand would advertise weapons.

9. The Ministry of Culture and Education sent M&OPOLY CD ROM to 2,268
secondary schools, universities and education@utisns. We think that in doing so the
ministry 1.) assisted in spreading the cult ofesme, 2.) abused its authority over the
institutions 3.) popularised arms manufacturers \ah® interested in Hungarian arms
tenders (unilaterally) 4.) distributed productsagprivate company without recompense
5.) directly contributed to NATO propaganda.

10. In an Open Letter to the Ministry, Alba Kdked that the CD ROM should be
sent back to Europa Ltd., at the firm’'s expense WMinistry described this proposal as
an act of provocation and did not answer on itsitmeflba Kor then raised with the
Ombudsman, the Ministry’s secrecy concerning the b public funds; its concealment
of data which ought to be available to the pubfimally, it was revealed that the
Ministry spent 235,870 HUF solely on postage relagxpenses. (The Ministry did
accept responsibility and did not fulfil our reqt®s

11. The Ministry of Defence supported pro- NATGeets (BNV-Autumn Fair NATO
pavilion, C+D military engineering exhibition), @® publications (Social Review
periodical, NATO supplement in Free Land weekly ggq@nd programs by the NATO
communication strategy. NRTB accepted as justtfreal complaints lodged by Alba Kor
against Familia Ltd. TV program. Alba Kor complainghat the program had violated
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the media law by accepting financial support 0f00.000 HUF, and by giving biased
information on NATO.

12. NRTB decided that the Szabd Family and Farhiih programs were of an
entertainment character, and therefore unsuitaddckes for the provision of impartial
information on NATO. As the Ministry of Foreign Affs had given financial support to
other entertainment programs (Three Wishes) andviggd 500.000 HUF to a
Hungarian Radio show, Cabaret Theatre which wdsetcecorded in Brussels, we were
correct in claiming that the Ministry of Foreignféifs never had any intention of giving
correct, objective and impartial information on tbgue of joining NATO.

13. A quasi-NGO, the Army and the Society Cirddé-oends, led by the chairman the
Parliamentary Defence Committee (Imre Mécs) obthaid in kind and financial support
from the Ministry of Defence and 1.4000.000 HUFnfrthe Ministry of Foreign Affairs
for the purpose of utilising forums in the proviace order to convince the local
population that joining NATO would be advantagedas Hungary. (Opponents of
NATO were not invited to take part in any of theD1fublic discussions). The above
mentioned organisation, which was formed in 19%4permanently supported by the
press magnate Josef von Ferenczy.

14. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Mimgtof Defence did not alter their
unlawful attitude even when the violation of lawdhaeen declared by NRTB. The two
Ministries did not regard the decisions as ledhailhding ,and continued to give support
to pro- NATO programs in the electronic media.

15. The Hungarian Television Co. (MTV) obstructdet activity of the NRTB
Complaint's Committee; the Hungarian Radio (MR)isissl the Committee in enforcing
the media law. The unlawful behaviour of produckethe Familia Ltd. program (Gyorgy
Gat) merits mention. When the Complaint's Commitieelered the tapes to be
submitted in order to judge the verity of the coanpk, the producer refused to do so
for two months, and finally handed them over padiy on the eve of the referendum.
The Committee especially condemned MTYV for thisadéf

16. The Hungarian News Agency (MTI) and the natigamess published the decisions
of NRTB correctly and regularly. We cannot say $hene of MTV and MR as, they have
a tacit understanding not to interfere in eachrsthieternal affairs.

17. In spite of the fact that the decisions of BRAnd the media law were made
public all over the country, neither parliament@grties, governmental or opposition
MPs, nor parliamentary committees protested ageaasirrent violations of law.

18. In July 1997, the Parliamentary Committee arfelign Affairs (COFA), based on a
unanimous decision wrote to NRTB calling on it ewerse the Complaints Committee’s
ruling condemning the pro-NATO programmes. The NR¥&s also told to interpret
media law in a “more flexible manner”. This waswmawful intervention in the work of
the NRTB. In Open Letters to both the Foreign andtuCal Affairs Committees, Alba
Kor asked them to review the situation that haseai and to declare whether there had
been any violation of the constitutional state. FHoeeign Affairs Committee replied that
because of its crowded agenda it could not beginotwsider the question before the
Spring of 1998; the other committee did not respiarahy way.

19. Instead of making the COFA letter public andt@sting against it, the NRTB set
aside the decisions of the Complaints Committeewtoch COFA objected, citing
doubtful and formal reasons. In dealing with Albarkcomplaints, NRTB consistently
violated the media law provision that complaintssimbe dealt with within 8 days of
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filing; in the case of Alba Kor complaints therererelelays of 90 to 150 days. It watered
down Complaints Committee findings that the progetiverer was in breach of law,
and never condemned the financial malpractice cifely, in its evaluation of decisions
and in its activities concerning media law, NRTHBIfifled the expectations of
COFA.

20. Not even the legally binding decisions of NRT&re carried out by the program
deliverer, not even the obligation to publicly actedge the ruling that they had been
in violation of the media law. They were able tosowith impunity because the rest of
the media were in solidarity, and remained silentasponse to the interests of their
influential sponsors.

21. No money from the NATO communication fund vgmgen to any organisation
opposing NATO membership. Aware of the illegal meamim which money was being
distributed, Alba Kor did not apply for funding. Aar as we know, the Social Coalition
(Tarsadalmi Koalicid), the Munkéaspart (Workers Pagnd the Green Alternative (Z6ld
Alternativa) did apply. The Green Alternative apgiion was rejected by the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs.

22. As we know from the press, the Workers Partytevto the Prime Minister asking
him to ensure that NATO communication moneys bé&ibiged between organisations
both opposing and supporting NATO membership. Ti@d®Minister did not deign to
reply. The Workers’ Party asked the Ministry of &gn Affairs for 2.000.000 HUF for
its weekly paper. And was allocated half a millidvevertheless, the Workers Party did
not take the money because, it was dependent omiatiy contract that it would be
used exclusively for pro-NATO purposes.

23. The NRTB also found violation of the media lawall those cases when a
deliverer did not decide the content of the supabgirogram by itself. The case of the
Workers Party demonstrated that the moneys allddaven the NATO communication
strategy were assigned to pro-NATO propaganda,thadthere was no truth in the
repeatedly made Ministry claim that “the supporfgdgrams were supposed to deal
with NATO, no matter what they said”.

24. Using money from the NATO Communication Stggtéunds, the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs bought NATO pages, NATO columnsaih national dailies and some
interest group magazines for 3-4.8 mililon HUF page. In order to provide NATO
material for the local papers, the Ministry s ass@)2.277.500 HUF to MTI-Press. The
principled, detailed case against joining NATO wever published, despite the many
requests made by Alba Kor. The supplements of bloweamentioned publications were
95% devoted to the pro-joining arguments.

25. Despite specific, repeated requests, the dailyspapers which produced NATO
supplements: Népszabadsag, Magyar Hirlap and Keftised to publish any opinion
that differed from the official NATO image. The NAT'supplement of Magyar Nemzet
was relatively tolerant: 10% of the space carripthions questioning the advantages of
joining NATO.

26. In different opinion columns of the daily angekly papers it was possible to
publish some writings which queried joining NATOhése were Népszabadsag, Magyar
Hirlap and HVG (Weekly economy). The weekly 168 Horefused to publish anything
about us or our opinions.

27. The papers generally regarded as part of lteenative press, also refused to
publish articles querying NATO membership, in mtiod same way as the regular media.
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Apart from its news columns, the weekly Magyar Masa(Hungarian Orange) carried
anti-NATO items only reluctantly. The periodical iflet” published not one article
qguerying the value of joining NATO.

28. NATO propaganda moneys from the Ministry ofrdign Affairs was paid to
periodicals. The Rubicon Historical Magazine (RobicTorténelmi Folyoirat) got
574.000 HUF, the Life and Science (Elet és Tudoin&®7.000 HUF, the Youth
Magazine (Ifjusdgi Magazin) 450.000 HUF and thei@dReview (Tarsadalmi Szemle)
2x300.000 HUF from the NATO propaganda moneys efNtnistry of Foreign Affairs.
The Universal Existence Nature Preservative Assooia (Egyetemes Létezés
Természetvédelmi Egyesilet (ETK)), represented Borgy Lajos, called upon the
nature and scientific (!) magazine Life and Scieb@ecounter-balance its pro NATO
series with some aspects of the case againstgoiiithout result.

29. In the sociologic periodicals (Mozgé Vildg -ehg World, Vilagossag — Light,
Valosag — Reality, Szazadvég — End of Century, gair&zemle — European Review,
Kulpolitika — Foreign Policy) it was impossible fublish any studies which differed
from the governmental image of NATO. During allipés listed in the introduction, the
Social Review, and Consciousness (Tarsadalmi Szésilez Eszmélet) proved to be the
most open-minded of Hungarian periodicals.

30. The only NATO programmes allowed in prime tibyethe electronic media were
those favouring membership. The executives of tbetrenic media prohibited discussion
shows on NATO. When a few programs of this kindeveansmitted, the managers took
good care to ensure that NATO opponent participaste outnumbered.

31. Because they were beneficiaries of positigeraination in the distribution of
frequencies, most of the regional-local radioswarger political obligation to one of the
governmental parties. Programs for NATO transmitbgdthese radios-studios were
supported with 778.000 HUF by the Ministry of FgreAffairs. Consequently, they did
not organise even discussions on the issue ohgINATO.

32. Political obligation also applies to the majororking in local television and
press. In complete disregard of the requirementamindependent media, with few
exceptions, they were ready to communicate soledy fomogeneous opinion of the
parliament parties.

33. Not only the public media, but the commergiadia adopted a uniformly
negative attitude towards NATO opponents. The Nmiof Foreign Affairs gave
9.453.000 HUF to the NAP TV Ltd. for several pragsa(NATO Block, “Seeking
Reporters” — NATO Related Questions, NATO Quiz)d &78.000 HUF to Danubius
Commercial Radio for popularising NATO in “NATO Tdjive”.

34. The information remained unilateral even aftexr appearance of the new TV
channels. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs assignede of the highest amounts
(4.000.000 HUF) to a new TV channel (TV-2).

35. News items on the opposition to NATO in thecalbnic media and the national
press did approximate to reasonable coverage. Klbds opposition was carried
continuously and regularly in the news casts andnaies. We regard information of this
type as very important and valuable, but the nemsdt never allowed for the full case
against joining NATO to be presented.

36. Népszava was the one national paper whichrnigd continuously on the
activities of NATO opponents, including Alba Kér.adyar Hirlap and Kurir, throughout
the months before the referendum did not carry eesvs items on those against NATO.
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We found that Népszabadsag was the only paper wjaich correct information on the
anti-NATO position of Alba Kor. We were especiadigtisfied with the professional and
impartial work of the Hungarian News Agency (MThroughout the period mentioned
in the introduction.

37. The weekly papers appearing in foreign langsagm Budapest (Budapest
Business Journal, Budapest Week, Der Neue Pestsd)LIpublished NATO news
different from the governmental version from JUBOT. Among the most important were
their reports on the violations of law committedtbg NATO Communication Strategy.

38. Before the Madrid decision and the referendtmwest European, the American,
and the Japanese press showed interest in Albadtimty opposing NATO. The press
in Central and Eastern Europe was much less iteztea few Czech, Slovakian press
organs and the Russian press showed average ini&sesonsider valuable our repeated
appearance in the Washington Post and FinanciatsTas well as in news issued by
Reuters. It is also important that our activity epped in Newsweek, Boston Globe,
L'Humanité and to a considerable extent in Finaisd Swedish media.

39. On the first weekend in November 1997, Alba Ktganised an international No
NATO Conference in Budapest, with the title “The NMlowithout NATO” supported
financially by the American Friends Service Come®tt(AFSC). The conference was
addressed by experts and representatives of sewerv@ments: Alistair Millar /BASIC-
USA/, Bridget Moix /FCLN-USA/, Michael Simmons /AESUSA/, Prof. Jiri Matousek
/Czech Republic/, Prof. Alexander Sergounin /Rus3{anthe Hall /IPPNW-Germany/,
Jorgen Johansen /WRI-Norway/, Csapody Tamas /Albd, Kit Laszlo /journalist-
Hungary/, Matthias Reichl /KKAE-Austria/, Prof. Timas Wallgren /Finland/, Tobias
Damjanov /INES-Germany/. The event could not fufil our expectations though the
press covered the event. (Népszabadsag gave theéhoosugh coverage).

40. Alba Kor appealed officially to the two larggsurnalist associations (MUOSZ,
MUK), and to the important and independent, medmitaring organisation, the Publicity
Club, requesting them to take measures againgirtiteeral NATO propaganda and to
ensure observance of freedom of press and opiAibthe necessary documents were
forwarded to these organisations. The two jourhaksociations refused to declare an
opinion. The Publicity Club agreed to monitor thedia, with the reservation that it
would not publish its expert opinion until afteretiheferendum. So the two journalist
associations declared their affiliation: they supgd the NATO propaganda of the
written media and deliberately refused to take amdtfor freedom of the press and
opinion. The Publicity Club is also responsible fis situation because it was ready to
report on possible violations of freedom of speewcly after the referendum.

41. The Hungarian Atlantic Council (Magyar Atlaffanacs — MAT) formed by key
representatives of politics, science, economy &edntedia to work for North-Atlantic
integration was given a large sums of money (attogre10. 557.000 HUF), by the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs; Hungarian organisat®m the US; arms firms interested in
the Hungarian market; the NATO centre in Brusselsd a number of foreign
foundations and Hungarian banks.

42. The quasi-NGO Hungarian Atlantic Council he®ag its members the heads of
the ministries which have disposal of the NATO Camivation Strategy moneys
(Laszl6 Kovacs, Gyorgy Keleti), the former polilicdate secretary of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs (Istvdn Szent-lvanyi) and presentiMatyas Eorsi), as well as the
political state secretary of the Ministry of Defen@istvan Fodor). Directors of some
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scientific workshops contributing to the NATO quest as “independent” research
institutes (Hungarian Foreign Institute, Centrat@pe Institute, Centre of Security and
Defence Research, Strategic and Defence Reseasttute) are also involved in the
guasi-NGO, MAT. These institutions received alttgetsome 10.000.000 HUF through
NATO Communication Strategy funding from the Minysbf Foreign Affairs.

43. The support given to the above mentionedtutgins was used for financing
research and publications. These were not availabléhose persons who did not
strengthen the governmental NATO image. The StatmeBary For Integration at the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs (Ferenc Somogyi) who aided on the support, and the
Deputy State Secretary at the Ministry of Defenkstvan Gyarmati) published their
views either as authors or respondents in sevaldicptions to which they had allocated
support.

44. Among the members of MAT are a number of espaho argued the case for
joining NATO, appearing in the media as “uncomnaittecientific experts. Journalists
who were condemned by NRTB, after the event, fokingaNATO propaganda films
(Mihaly Hardy, Gabor Izbéki, who had been the dmeof the Foreign Policy Studio of
MTV till Autumn 1997), are also members of MAT. $othe managing editor of three
periodicals (Gabor Papp).

45. A number of facts concerning the activitiesboth MWA and MAT are self-
evident: 1./ there is a serious incompatibility vibe¢n the position of those who
distributed the moneys and their membership andsavboard membership, 2./ the
chances of success for any proposal or applicaténe not equal (their own organisations
were preferred), 3./ NATO propaganda moneys wesgilolited through uncontrollable
and personal contacts, 4./ the opinions of memiiketise organisation appeared as their
own independent personal views, though this wash@tase.

3. THE CAMPAIGN
(1997. November 5 — 14.)

1. At the time of the campaign the Ministry of timerior (BM) invested 8.000.000
HUF in convincing the citizens about the necessitywoting, and voting “Yes”. The
National Elections Committee (OVB) used part o$ tlimount for official posters, public
service and commercial television advertisementh e slogan “Europe Is Watching
Us!”. By using this slogan the OVB, which is chadgeith responsibility for ensuring the
holding of influence-free and legal referenda, agated an official political message
which implied that to oppose NATO enlargement veabé against Europe and the West,
to wish to bring back the old system, or to benfie of Russia. The BM and the OVB
did not confine themselves to transmitting to titezen value-neutral information and
technical knowledge about the coming referendune fidie of OVB was particularly
grave; with this approach it lost its independezice neutrality.

2. The only political commercials carried by the thannels were those supporting
NATO enlargement. Some of these were commissioneth&® MFA, others by the
Manfred Worner Foundation (MWA).

3. The MWA placed large pro-NATO posters on bilbds in the capital and
throughout the country, and published half-pagesmnadller announcements in the dailies
in the two weeks prior to the referendum. The stoglthe announcements was “Decide
Our Fate On November 16th”. Neither the posterstherpress announcements gave
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any indication of the name of the organisation casioning them. (The television
commercials did include the name of MWA) The Albérkcalled a number of editorial
offices, but they refused to reveal who had comonesl the announcements. After the
intervention of Alba Kér, Magyar Hirlap indicatech @ header to the announcements,
that they were “political advertisements”, Népszidm and Uj Magyarorszag followed
this example, the others did not.

4. The “Decide Our Fate On November 16th” slog#we, advertisements and the
announcements, anonymous or otherwise, conveyed thain ideas: 1./ if the country
joined NATO conscription would come to an end 2thwATO membership Hungary
would be on the “winning”, the “good” side 3./ NAT®@ould bring lasting peace to
families and the country 4./ NATO would give greatecurity at less cost. These
messages clearly reflect: 1./ the low level appnotx the question 2./ the inferior
programming ability of the political elite 3./ theword by word repetition of the
“‘communication strategy” of the government, andni@misation with the official
propaganda of the parliamentary parties, 4./ amqtess claims all of which, in Alba
Kor’s opinion, are untrue.

5. The MWA, which is in fact the “civil initiative of the Foreign and Defence
Ministries, received funds from the ministries,nfrahe government’s reserve fund, and
also from unknown business sources (weapons indudbanks? enterprises?). About
50.000.000 HUF was spent on the pro-NATO campditpe. MWA seriously broke the
rules of advertising ethics with the anonymous ameements. What is more, with the
total exclusion of any public disclosure, the memsbef parliament and leading
politicians distributed the money among their owlI® friendly organisations.

6. In the week of the referendum the National Tieail Development Committee
(OMFB) took quarter- page announcements in alliedailTenders are invited for
participation in NATO’s Science for Peace Prograthmide publication date of this
“call for tenders” unambiguously demonstrated tffeial standpoint that the NATO is
not a military organisation, but an organisation“sé¢ience, peace, environment and
citizen security”. They also pushed the idea thAT@ enlargement would serve the
strengthening of the scientific infrastructure ¢ tpartner states. The OMFB — while it
did not infringe advertising ethics — did take part disseminating the misleading
government propaganda.

7. The daily newspapers published announcemeeighth of a page) — without the
name of the commissioning organisation — contajmmgrd for word, the text of the
political declaration of Parliament in favour ofnmg NATO.

8. From among the parliamentary parties, the HuagaSocialist Party, the Free
Democrats Party and the Hungarian Democratic Psoplarty campaigned. Their
posters, leaflets and political advertisements vaemrding to the rules of advertisement
ethics. There was only one anonymous pro-NATO hanhdath the slogan “Protected
Area”. Probably it was printed by a state orgamsadr one of the quasi-NGOs, but the
publisher definitely violated the rules of advangsethics.

9. In seeking a “Yes” vote from the citizens —dvefand during the campaign period
— the parliamentarian elite played the “nationatiatd”. This nationalism, stimulated
from the top down, dramatised the southern-Slav sitaiation, suggesting that a new
conflict could break out at any moment in the BatkaThe ‘ever-present Slav threat’
was employed as an ace ideological card. The gailiglite bears a heavy responsibility
for this, too, as they contributed to a reopenihgradually healing historical wounds.
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10. Three days before the referendum the reprserg of the four historical
churches visited the Prime Minister. The subjectlis€ussion was a new law about the
churches, but also they touched on the coming NA§i@endum. As the leaders of the
churches promised the prime minister, the priests@astors called on religious people
to participate in the referendum. They did not flla “Yes” vote, but the timing of the
meeting with the head of the government right befdre referendum, in itself had a
serious political message. Furthermore, the featt tie discussions on state financing of
churches were conducted at the same time as the sthe NATO referendum,
suggests a certain give and take on both sidesn@odssarily bribery, but definitely
influence). In any case, media articles on the imgeatere easy to misunderstand. They
gave the impression that the churches supporteddiernment point of view on the
referendum.

11. If not before, during the last week before teferendum several organisations
found it necessary to issue declarations on therntapce of a “Yes” vote. The National
Gypsy Minority Self-Government spent several miloon advertisements in daily news-
papers. There were several new pro NATO voicesalhdbzsef Memorial Committee,
Batthyanyi Foundation, Piarist Students Allianceyngarian Social Democrat Party,
National Alliance of Hungarian Trade Unions, NatbAlliance of Enterprises. There
were a few new opposing voices — Interest Defendilimnce of Agricultural Producers
and the Citizens Interest Alliance.

12. Three days before the referendum, on 13 Nogegrtilre Alba Kor filed suit at the
Pest District Central Court (PKKB) against the Mier of Foreign Affairs. The suit
claimed that in using moneys from the Communicati@trategy budget to sponsor
propaganda, the Minister, and his portfolio hadtiooiously violated media law. The
Alba Kor decided to take legal action because]lipublic forums the Foreign Ministry
always denied responsibility. Despite the negatigeisions of the National Radio and
Television Board which proved that violation of ldwd occurred, they had not been
followed by political and economical consequenédter the filing of suit, Minister of
Foreign Affairs Laszl6 Kovacs publicly describedbAlKor spokesman Tamas Csapody
as a “traitor to the country” (1997, Nov. 16, 2Q.4&ll of Duna Television). A similar
civil action will be filed in December against Mster of Defence Gyoérgy Keleti for
sponsoring (Familia Ltd.) and other programmes.

13. On the last working day before the referendbenMinistry of Defence and the
Armed Forces Trade Union agreed that in 1998 officalaries would reach 80 percent
of the amount specified for 1999, as laid dowrhm $ervice Law due to come into force
on January 1, 1999. The figure agreed for deputyens was 90 percent of the 1990
salary. In view of the close proximity of the NATi®ferendum the Ministry of Defence
1) accepted the Union’s demand 2) avoided a thmedtelemonstration by soldiers 3)
won votes in the armed forces. This affair showbdt t1) in the case of NATO
membership the military would be in a privilegedspion — as was the case with the
Warsaw Pact 2) the government was ready to makesamryfice in the interest of NATO
membership.

14. The week before the referendum daily newspapevided some space for the
arguments of the opposers, but limited in size, aeder enough to make good the
deliberate exclusion of the previous months. Népmsdsag's NATO supplements never
gave any space for opposition views.

73



15. In the last issue before the campaign siléonehe days before and the day of the
vote all campaigning is prohibited) almost all gaiewspapers unambiguously reiterated
the view that it was necessary to join NATO. Antedal in Népszabadsag and the entire
issue of Népszava were especially offensive.

16. Several media organs violated another asgecampaigning prohibitions in the
week before the referendum. The National Electiem@ittee officially declared that
the Magyar Hirlap, Népszabadsag and Uj Magyarorsei violated the campaign
silence by publishing public opinion poll results.

17. The National Election Committee — beyond erargiand declaring the violation
of campaign silence- was not able to proceed furthere is no legal framework within
which it could take action. As a result, the vimas of law we have described are not
followed by political, financial or personal conseqces. Alba Kor printed 100.000 NO
NATO leaflets entitled “If You Want Peace, Prep&@ Peace” The week before the
referendum, 64.000 were distributed in Székesfémémd Dunaujvaros, 5.000 in Pécs,
Miskolc, Labatlan, Tura, Gy, Komarom, Szeged, Dusnok, BanyajtiNcs, Zirc and
Solymar, and 16.000 in Budapest. (About 15 thousanthined undistributed because
of lack of time). In Sopron 25 thousand people vadie to see the same text in the form
of paid political advertising, published in a commow@ magazine.

18. As the unilateral and unlawful nature of th&TR campaign became known
internationally, partly as a result of Alba Kor iaties, Peter Eriksson, a Green Party
M.P. of the Swedish parliament visited Budapestde on the situation on the spot. At a
press conference on 13 November Peter ErikssoadstdafThe manner in which the
campaign concerning NATO has been conducted in Blyngould prove to be a serious
obstacle in the process of entering the EuropeaontInThe Swedish politician said he
would present a report about his experiences to Shedish and the European
Parliaments. In Hungary only Magyar Hirlap reported press conference, and on 17
November, the day after the referendum.

4. THE CAMPAIGN SILENCE AND THE REFERENDUM
(November 14. midnight — November 16. 19 o’clock)

1. The Alba Kér was not allowed to participatehe supervision of the referendum.
None of the parliamentary parties supported th@@sal that non-parliamentary parties
and civil organisations should be among the obssratthe polling stations. Only one
NATO opposing organisation was allowed to checkrdferendum, the Hungarian Truth
and Life Party (MIEP), a right-wing party with os@égle representative in Parliament.
They were present in about 50-60 percent of thingdtations.

2. A few days before the referendum, two of thdigTaentary opposition parties, The
Young Democrats-Civic Party (Fidesz-MPP) and thenddwian Democratic Forum
(MDF) expressed doubts about whether the governmeuld be trusted to organise
elections without cheating. While the two partiesl mext year’s parliamentary elections
in mind, as the doubts were raised by the parliéangnopposition, they cannot be
excluded in relation to the NATO question, althoutghas the full support of all parties.

3. The appalling case of the Observer from th&édBrHelsinki Human Rights Group,
Daniel McAdams was reported by the media. Althoagtofficially delegated supervisor
of the NATO referendum, he was excluded from sew€rthe nine polling stations
visited, and in the two stations he could enteis na@t allowed to check the numbers. He
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stated that the parliamentary parties did not bseright of supervision. There were no
independent supervisors only government delegabv@dmittee members in the polling

stations. It also became public that the Nationattion Committee prepared in advance
a list of those polling stations the observers vadicaved to visit.

4. The National Election Committee condemned tfeatinent accorded Daniel
McAdams. The board apologised, but it also declatst it had been a unique,
exceptional case, and there was no reason to ¢giseas to the transparency or legality
of the referendum.

5. The unilateral, law-violating NATO campaign wasndemned in statement by the
Oxford British Helsinki Human Rights Group. The AlK6r fully agrees with this
statement which was reported and published onlihbyopposition daily newspaper Uj
Magyarorszag.

6. We believe the case of Daniel McAdams to beeextly important. It shows 1) the
extent to which Hungarian officials are unable toept that they can also be supervised
2) the general hysteria generated in order to seitigr “Yes” votes at whatever cost, and
by any means, 3) the state of the Hungarian pressnedia.

7. It is important to stress again that the Swedigember of parliament and the
observer of the British Helsinki Human Rights Grobpd the same opinion and
experiences. They shared the opinion expresseleirBtitish group’s report that the
propaganda campaign generated a feeling as if Hyrgal returned to it's own past,
“when only one candidate could be elected”.

8. The opposition daily, Uj Magyarorszag reportied Daniel McAdams case on its
front page, as an attack on the government, whéerést of the daily newspapers did
not report the case at all. These reactions demaiastboth the violation of the
independence of media and the lack of ethical jaligm.

9. An Alba Kor group in the town of Sopron — fromegligence — violated the
campaign silence. The local group was requestetidylba Kor to put a political NO
NATO advertisement into a local commercial weelBoproni Hir Sztéar”. While it was
published on 14 November, the day before the cajnpsilence, some copies of the
magazine were delivered only the day after, onr8aty which was within the campaign
silence period. On 17 November the Alba Kor annedrttat the Sopron group violated
the law, and accepted full responsibility. The fakt of the press release was published
by the Hungarian News Agency, and carried on tbatfpage of the Sopron County
newspaper “Kisalféld”. The Alba Kor also sent tledease to the county notary.

10. The Hungarian Catholic Board of Bishop’s sefficial weekly magazine, Uj
Ember, which is available from Wednesday, but asvdated for the following Sunday,
also violated the campaign silence by carrying diclea on NATO. The article was
negative about joining, although the magazine hadys rejected any news or articles
guestioning the necessity of NATO enlargement.

11. In our opinion the Channel One of Hungarialevision (public service TV) also
violated the campaign silence with the 16 Noventivsegram “Referendum” (9.30-10,00
and 17.05-17.40. The tone of the program, the tedréexts and pictures broke the
campaign silence, because directly or indirectigyticalled for “Yes” votes. It was
especially displeasing to see families leaving ¢herch, the grandparents worrying for
the future of their grandchildren, the words of @thHeran pastor, the examples of the
Spanish referendum and the detailed story of tleverted” Javier Solana’s life. The
Alba Kor lodged a complaint with the National Radiad Television Board.
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12. From press reports we know that the WorkersyRad the Social Coalition also
lodged complaints with the National Election Comest because of the unilateral
campaign and violation of campaign silence.

13. The day after the referendum, opposition MenddeParliament Ibolya David
(Hungarian Democratic Forum), in a speech befoee dhy’'s agenda, upbraided the
government for unlawful sponsoring of propagandagpams in order to achieve NATO
membership. The Uj Magyarorszag daily newspaper falsnd it important to publish a
large, detailed article about the violations of lasihe week after the referendum. These
were valuable revelations of the true facts, bunhdbalter the situation that government
and opposition, share responsibility for the sieabout the scandalous actions before
and during the referendum.

5. WHAT HAPPENED SINCE ?
(1997. November 16 — December 8.)

1. The 8.059.039 citizens had the right to vote,dnly 3.968.668 persons (49,24%)
participated in the referendum. There were 3.9¥0.14lid votes, 3.444.131 “Yes”
(85%), and 574.983 “No” (15%) votes.

2. On 19 November, Alba Kor turned to the Natidalgiction Committee, asking it to
declare the referendum invalid. In our interpretatof the law the referendum was
invalid, because more than 50 % of the citizensndidvote (See point 11/2.) and the law
on referenda still defines more than 50 percenthasparticipation for a valid vote.
Independently from the Alba Kor. (The Hungariantfrand Life Party (MIEP) and the
Social Coalition came to the same conclusion).

3. The National Election Committee declared theremdum legal and valid. The
committee acted according to law, when it consdere Alba Kér complaint. At the
same time, in a real democracy it is inconceivétide a decision making body should be
the one that sits in judgement of complaints magenat it.

4. After the NEC rejection the Alba Kor turnedttee Constitutional Court in mid-
December asking the annulment of the result oNNAEO referendum. The MIEP had
gone to the CC on the same grounds earlier.

5. The President of the Republic of Hungary thdnketh the “Yes” and the “No”
voters for their participation.

6. The Prime Minister and the parliamentary partiere overjoyed at the result of
the referendum, and hailed it as a great victowddntly, this is quite an exaggeration,
as more than half of the citizens did not takettbable to express an opinion.

7. The Prime Minister, in his first post-referendgpeech, thanked the parliamentary
parties, civil organisations and churches for thecsss; the no votes he attributed to
extremist forces. We agree with his first point hode he praised were used or
contributed to all the means, legal or illegal, ethihelped bring about the “Yes”
result. His second point we most definitely reject.

8. At the first post-referendum session the padiatary group leaders were also
ecstatic at the result of the referendum. Only I\&wabo, leader of the opposition
Hungarian Democratic People’s Party treated theaters appropriately.

9. The Workers Party and Hungarian Truth and BEfarty (MSZMP and MIEP)
evaluated the 15 % “No” as their own successessd l@aims, which evaluate the
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results from a purely party-political standpointe as untrue and ridiculous as those
made in the speech by the Prime Minister.

10. The Alba Kor believes that all NATO opposingjanisations contributed to the
number of “No” votes. It is impossible and unneeegs$o question how many of the half
a million “No” votes were brought in by which opjtamn force.

11. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs provided 4.8000 HUF to the Europa Studio
Communication Ltd. for a six part “educational fisaries” on NATO, which was sent to
50 (!) cable television stations free of chargee Tomplaints Committee of the National
Radio and Television Board — after the submissicth@Alba K6r — condemned the firm
for unilateral, unbalanced propaganda. (The same that produced the NATOPOLY
CD ROM). The NRTB committee was especially critiohthe fact that the presenter of
the series (Miklos O. Molnar) was one of the firmgners, and that other television and
radio employees were also co-owners.

12. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs provided 2.3000 HUF for Duna Television
(satellite channel) in order to “satisfy the spec@mmunication needs of expatriate
Hungarians”. The final episode in Duna’s “NATO MasSascreened two weeks before
the referendum, featured Foreign Minister Laszlov&as, the main sponsor of the
program. NRTB's Complaints Committee condemned fhvegram for unlawful
sponsorship and violating the legal obligation tvide the balanced information
required by media law.

13. Duna TV had asked the Alba Kor to appear iIAT@ Mosaic”. By that time the
fact of unlawful sponsorship was already obvious] Alba Kér rejected the possibility
of an appearance. Program editor, Laszlé Cselkngiy that Alba Kér would complain
to the NRTB, and it was in the hope of avoidingegative decision that he sought to
persuade Alba Kor to participate. After we rejecéggbearance, he attempted blackmaill,
saying he would use previously filmed materialsshow Alba Koér in a negative light.
Alba Kor reiterated its rejection, and in a writtegsponse prohibited the use of any
previously fimed materials. Nevertheless, Dunawesion used the previously filmed
materials. They also broadcast an untrue statertt@ttAlba Kor had refused to appear
in the show for “tactical reasons”. With this th@gram violated the Law on publication
of visual and audio recordings (Civil Code).

14. At the beginning of the “NATO Mosaic” prograripreign Minister Laszlo
Kovacs stated that he did not regard the decisidrise National Radio and Television
Board as soundly based and justified. He also eldirthat the already condemned
“Atlantic Express” fulfilled the obligation to dieminate balanced information. This
means the Foreign Minister confessed in front & Hnoad public, that he, and his
ministry do not feel obliged to abide by the prams of media law. At the same time he
falsely stated that the Alba Kor had asked for Silom forints (about 40 percent of the
whole budget), the truth is that Alba Kor nevereaskor any support from the ministry.

15. Evidently, Duna Television seriously violat&ltba Kor’s right to respect for its
“‘good name and reputation”. This will be part oktlCivil Law case Alba Kor is
presenting to the Court, asking for a ruling thathie Foreign Minister declared untrue,
invented theories about the Alba Kor 2) the Duné&vigion unlawfully made use of
previously recorded film materials.

16. NATO Supplements still are being publishedttry daily newspapers; they were
contracted for the whole year. They are now exalisidevoted to articles in support of
NATO.
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17. Parliament on the last working day of the yeecussed reports on the
referendum from the Chair of the National Electi@mmmittee and Minister of Interior
Gabor Kuncze. By an overwhelming majority, Parliaimaccepted the reports, and the
two motions based on them, although the Constitati€ourt has still to rule on the
referendum.

Translated byCharles Taylor COUTTS

78



HUNGARY AND THE NATO ENLARGEMENT

CONTENTS

ARGUMENTS AGAINTS HUNGARIAN ACESSION TO NATO
BUYING TICKET FOR NOAH'S ARK

DOUBT OF AFEW

THE ALTERNATIVE ORGANISATIONS AND THE INTELLIGENTSA
OPPONENTS OF NATO MEMBERSHIP

ARGUMENTS OF SOME CIVIC ORGANISATIONS
AGAINST NATO MEMBERSHIP

THE TEN DEADLY SINS OF ARMS BUILD-UP
INFORMATION OR PROPAGANDA?

HUNGARY AND THE NATO ENLARGEMENT

79

21

24

32

35

38

44

a7

57



INTEGRATION STUDIES
WORKING PAPERS SERIES
IMTA PTI ETNOREGIONALIS KUTATOKOZPONT, BUDAPEST FOBM/
Sorozatszerkes#i: Lévai Imre és A.Gergely Andras

No. 1. Pichovszky Domonkos La France et 'OTAN 1949-1997Episodes d’'une relation orageuse/.
ISSN 1419-1466, ISBN 963 9098 76 &00,- Ft (80 oldal)

No. 2. Csapody Tamas Hungary and the NATO Enlargement: Magyarorszdj Olcsatlakozasa
korantsem Uj jelenség, ami az orszag torténetitelddettségét, politikai hovatartozasat illeti, rdmn-
denképpen kihivoan Uj jelenség. Az alternativ szastek és az értelmiség szereptudata, konfliktus-
véallalasa ugyanakkor megosztd hatést is jelent.eenzéki néépontok ismertetésével a széra
tajékoztatas, értesultség és propagandisztikusstlatégyuttesét vizsgélja, nem titkolva az indokolt
ellenérzések okait és modjait. ISSN 1419-1466, |SBR 9098 95 7. 800,- Ft (90 oldal)

80



