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FINLAND

Social Democratic Party Seen in Midst of Power
Struggle

Election Losses Behind Feuds
36500167 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in
Swedish 6 Jul 88 p 2

[Editorial by Bjorn Mansson: “Social Democratic Power
Struggle?”]

[Text] Ilkka Suominen’s predictions on Friday about a
nonsocialist administration and the press debate in
which they resulted, came to overshadow another inter-
esting event on the same day: the Social Democratic
mouthpiece SOSIALIDEMOKRATII’s frank report of
an ongoing power struggle within the party.

The report was another example of the new journalism of
this previously faithfully loyal party organ.

The two most well-known examples before this one was
a news item about FFC [Central Federation of Labor
Unions] boss Viinanen’s imminent resignation, and the
“hot line” which the newspaper opened for its readers
and which turned into a channel for broad dissatisfac-
tion with the party.

Now, Demari took direct aim at his own party leader-
ship. “Behind the Scenes at the SDP [Social Democratic
Party] a Sudden-Death Play is in Progress: Already Open
Fighting About Paasio’s Chair” read the eye-catching
headline. Inside the newspaper the headline was
“Struggle for Power Shakes the SDP,” with the addi-
tional quote from an anonymously interviewed *“Social
Democrat from the inner circle:” “A hellish competition
is underway behind the scenes.”

The weakness of the report is that it is founded entirely on
anonymous sources—but that was apparently the only
possibility of getting these sources to reveal anything,

It is therefore difficult to check the content of truth in the
straightforward analysis of the situation, but it is reason-
able to assume that the same principle could be applied
as in the Viinanen case: no smoke without fire.

No matter how much SUOMEN SOSIALIDEMOKRA-
TII stresses its independence from the SDP, it is difficult
to believe that a party’s principal mouthpiece would go
so far as to maliciously fabricate such a report.

If the information is correct, one could speak of glasnost
raised to the nth degree.

For the revelations are not limited to the power struggle A

about the chairmanship, but go all the way back to the time
the government was formed in the spring of last year.

The loss of the famous 100,000 votes in the parliamen-
tary election led to panic in the SDP camp, and many

POLITICAL 1

were prepared to let the party go into opposition, it is
confirmed. That in itself is no news.

It is also no news in fact, since the reporter reminds us of
the motive the SDP had to join the administration, after
all: “The presidential election was imminent, and one
had to get rid of Paavo Vayrynen; Vayrynen’s rampaging
had to be stopped and the reelection of Koivisto be
assured.”

What is new is that this motive is admitted this openly in
the SDP press.

It is pointed out ironically that “objective preconditions
were found” in favor of a red-blue government in “the
Coalition Party’s transformation into a center-oriented
wage earner party.”

The SDP camp only reluctantly accepted the new gov-
ernment consensus, the writer points out, but he wonders
if in fact it did.

Further, it is revealed that Kalevi Sorsa wanted to
“modernize” the SDP, by, among other things, pushing
for Paavo Lipponen as his successor, in order just a week
later, before the party convention, to make a turnabout
to Minister of Internal Affairs Jarmo Rantanen, who
declined, however.

The rumors about Rantanen’s name have been persis-
tent, but had not previously been confirmed.

Demari quotes “Social Democrats” who maintain that
Sorsa in any event wanted to avoid the selection of Pertii
Paasio.

Regarding the debate about Paasio’s presence in the
administration, the question is posed as to whether
Paasio even wanted to join the present government at all.
It is hinted that, on the contrary, he wanted to stay
outside a government coalition which he does not like.

The tug-of-war within the SDP would thus apply to the
government basis as well: Sorsa and Erkki Liikanen have
committed themselves to red-blue, while Paasio and
Ulpu Tivari are said to prefer a leftist or a popular front.
These assumptions agree with observations many
thought they had made from the very beginning.

And with that the report enters the power struggle
around the chairmanship, which is said to be founded on
the fact that “many” are of the opinion that Paasio was
a “temporary solution,”

Favoring that theory is, moreover, that the age difference
between Sorsa, 57, and Paasio, 49, is not great.

Liiponen, 47, is not that much younger (except perhaps
from the aspect of “image”), and his name is mentioned
only in passing in the report. However, a source is
quoted which firmly maintains that Matti Ahde, 42, and
Erkki Liikanen, 37, “have not given up.”
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The writer reminds us that Paasio indicated Liikanen as
the scapegoat when the poll people started to confirm
SDP’s downhill curve. On the other hand, there are those
who believe that it is more likely Paasio’s fumbling
which is the reason.

It is hinted about Ahde that he is not satisfied with a
passive role as speaker and future Veikkaus chief, but
that he “tried to raise his profile,” and, among other
things, “constantly picks on Liikanen.”

On one point Demari’s analysis is surprising: Ulf
Sundqvist, 43, is not mentioned in the speculations
about Paasio’s potential challengers.

If the information regarding a power struggle are cor-
rect—rumors have been heard from other directions as
well, and dissatisfaction with Paasio was also clearly
heard on Demari’s “hot line”—that may also explain a
recent phenomenon or two.

Perhaps Paasio posed such great demands on the minis-
terial post he could take over because he hesitated to go
along, and tie his political fate to the government’s?
Would he rather see Liikanen stand and fall with the
red-blue?

Perhaps Sorsa proposed Paasio for a ministerial appoint-
ment because he wanted to allow a party leader he
dislikes to be exposed and worn down?

Perhaps Paasio suggested that the DFFF [Finnish Peo-
ple’s Democratic League] should be included in an
administration on a red-blue basis, because in fact he
wanted to hint at something entirely different?

That proposal was supported by Sorsa, to be sure, who in
addition dreamed of a united workers’ party. But was it
only to try to balance the government coalition with the
right?

And did Lipponen demand that Sorsa make room for
Paasio in the administration, in order himself to appear
as the symbol for those who challenge the old party
establishment?

It is only natural that a certain friction exists between
SDP’s new leadership duo of Paasio & Ulpu livari on the
one hand, and the former duo of Sorsa & Liikanen on the
other. The shadow of the latter duo is long.

It is only too close at hand to compare this with the
relations between Harri Holkeri and Ilkka Suominen in
the other leading government party. Suominen is a
minister, to be sure, but he does not seem to be very
happy where he is.

Center mouthpiece SUOMENMAA'’s comparison with
“Gentlefolk and Servants” is apt: The power is concen-
trated to “bank directors” Holkeri and Sorsa, but the
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political responsibility toward the voters lies with party
leaders Suominen and Paasio, whose power is limited.

Or as ABO UNDERRATTELSER wrote yesterday:
Holkeri is Suominen’s overcoat, and Sorsa Paasio’s.

Judging from the polls, the members and voters of the
Coalition Party seem to be satisfied with this state of the
matter. The power of governing is fascinating after 21
years in opposition, and Suominen may continue undis-
turbed as party leader, since has announced that he is
stepping down in 1991.

The SDP appears to be somewhat worse off, in particular
since Paasio’s party leadership seems to be controversial.
How will the party manage its internal rehabilitation and
simultaneously try to balance between government coop-
eration with the right and the need to have a profile of its
own?

It is surely not much consolation for the SDP that,
according to a fresh opinion poll, Sorsa would now beat
Vayrynen in a direct popular election for president. That
was shown by another poll just a short time ago, as was
the fact that he would beat even Holkeri in a second
election round.

If he actually gets that far. According to the latter poll,
the contest is between Holkeri and Vayrynen.

Impact of Suominen’s Comments
36500167 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in
Swedish 7 Jul 88 p 2

[Editorial by Bjorn Mansson: “Bad Omen for the Gov-
ernment”]

[Text] Coalition Party leader Ilkka Suominen’s predic-
tion in UUSI SUOMI last Friday that Finland will get a
nonsocialist government, was commented on the follow-
ing day on this page. The debate which was caused by the
move warrants some marginal notes and additional
comments.

First, it might be useful to repeat what Suominen said.
He thought it was not only possible, but even likely, that
a nonsocialist government will be formed “within the
near future.”

Most immediately he referred to this being the case after
the next parliamentary election, but he did not exclude
the possibility that it could even take place earlier if the
Holkeri administration falls, in that case most likely
because the SDP wants to go into opposition.

But it could also occur “if the nonsocialists decide on it.”
In the same breath Suominen confirmed his party’s

loyalty to the present government, which in his judgment
will stay for the remainder of the election period. And he
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added, interestingly enough, that he “could very well
imagine that a government of this type will continue
after the election as well.”

Thus, he did what could be described as cover himself in
all eventualities.

In press comments the move has generally been inter-
preted as a signal to those in the party ranks who are
sceptical to a government coalition with the Social
Democrats, and as a warning signal to the SDP before
tax reform and budget haggling. But also as a cautious
feeler in the direction of the Center opposition.

These tactical purposes are obvious, but even so one
does not need to doubt Suominen’s honesty in speaking
for a nonsocialist government alternative. After all, he
was of that opinion even after the election in the spring
of last year, before he was overrun by the Koivisto-Sorsa-
Holkeri trio.

Surely, the occasionally occurring sympathies for coop-
eration with the left within the Center Party and the SDP
have also worried the Coalition Party leader, and caused
him to bring up that there are several alternatives, if the
red-blue coalition should founder.

Suominen’s bent for nonsocialist cooperation has also
been interpreted as a bad omen for Holkeri’s adminis-
tration.

Conspicuously few politicians have commented on Suo-
minen’s statement. No comments have been heard from
the prime minister or the Social Democratic leadership,
for example, and also not from the Center leadership.

Social Democrat Paavo Lipponen is right in his obser-
vation that no other obstacles have existed to a nonso-
cialist government than the nonsocialists themselves.
Previously, the Center Party and now most recently the
Coalition Party, one might add.

Lipponen also scores a bull’s eye when he, addressing
both Suominen and the Social Democrats who “yearn
toward the left, toward the communists,” is puzzled that
the leader of the principal government parties “apolo-
gizes for being alive”—meaning his coexistence in the
government.

Party secretary Aarno Kaila (Coalition) for his part has
dismissed his party leader’s ruminations with “it is good
for leading politicians to discuss the future in this
manner,” but he was even more anxious than Suominen
to emphasize their loyalty with the red-blue coalition.

By thinking that the Social Democrats “can scarcely be
offended” by Suominen’s talk about a nonsocialist gov-
ernment, he gave the impression that he wanted to
smooth over and almost apologize for his party leader’s
outspokenness.

POLITICAL

The same impression was given by UUSI SUOMI, close
to the Coalition Party, which appeared to want to play
down the entire play.

One of the party’s own newspapers even corrected Suo-
minen, to be sure without mentioning any names. But
the address was clear, since the party organ considered
speculations regarding for example a nonsocialist gov-
ernment to be a “very fruitless political discussion.”

Other Coalition Party newspapers have chosen to
remain totally silent. Is the silence perhaps to be inter-
preted in such a way that they did not approve of
Suominen’s way of thinking, but did not want to criticize
the party leader in public?

It was interesting that perhaps the foremost backer of the
red-blue foundation among independent newspapers,
TURUN SANOMAT, was among those who kept silent
about Suominen’s play.

The relative silence in the SDP press as well might
perhaps be interpreted as some form of leniency toward
a fellow government member. A regional newspaper
stated, however, that if Suominen does not believe in
continued red-blue cooperation, it isn’t worth it for
others to do so either.

Isn’t it a bad omen for the present government coalition
that none of the principal government parties’ press
organs came forward to defend the coalition when Suo-
minen indirectly questioned it?

Or did they simply not take Suominen seriously?

As expected, the comments of the Center press were all
the more lively. Here, Suominen’s statement, as well as
the SDP leaders’ proposals toward the left, was inter-
preted optimistically as a sign that the Holkeri adminis-
tration is in a state of dissolution. Further, Suominen’s
invitation to a nonsocialist government was welcomed in
principle.

On the other hand, the Center press did not throw its
arms around Suominen’s neck with any *‘yes, thank
you,” but stayed skeptical and cautious. That reflects, of
course, that the Center Party, as well, wants to keep the
doors open in various directions.

The general impression of the debate will be that ulti-
mately there were few who took Suominen’s move really
seriously.

But those who did, among them many independent
newspapers, interpreted the statement as a sign of disso-
lutionist tendencies in the government ranks, in partic-
ular since corresponding trends can also be recorded in
the direction of the SDP.
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It is clear that Suominen’s nonsocialist summer dreams,
like the SDP leaders’ proposals to the far left, were not
exactly designed to strengthen the credibility of the
red-blue Holkeri administration.

The differences between Prime Minister Holkeri’s and
party leader Suominen’s preferences were laid bare once
again, in the same manner as the friction between the
SDP’s group of ministers and party leadership has
appeared so clearly.

It might be brought up in this context that this opinion
has been pushed hard on the part of the SDP, that the
beginning of the end for the leftist cooperation was
marked by the proposal by the Center leader, then
Foreign Minister Paavo Vayrynen, a year or so before
the parliamentary election, to broaden the cooperation
to include the Coalition Party. That was interpreted by
Sorsa, among others, as a vote of no confidence in the
government basis.

And yet Vayrynen did not propose that the SDP should
be excluded.

The SDP leadership has obviously not taken Ilkka Suo-
minen’s side glances toward the possibility of a nonso-
cialist government equally seriously at this time. Even
though such a government would not include the SDP.

Poll Confirms Socialists’ Dissatisfaction
36500167 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in
Swedish 13 Jul 88 p 2

[Editorial by Bjorn Mansson: “Dissatisfied Master, Sat-
isfied Farm Hand”]

[Text] Our colleague UUSI SUOMI has commissioned a
two-part opinion poll, which at least apparently gives
contradictory results.

On the one hand people—even the Social Democrats
themselves—think the SDP has the upper hand over the
Coalition Party in the government.

On the other, SDP people are dissatisfied with their own
party.

Thus, there appears to be a paradox involved, that the
Social Democrats are dissatisfied with having influence!
A dissatisfied master—whose farm hands are all the
more satisfied? That invites closer scrutiny of the figures
in Taloustutkimus’ poll.

The question of which principal government party domi-
nates in the government is only a measurement of the
subjective image the citizens have. In politics, however,
such subjective opinions are far from meaningless. Deci-
sions to vote are often made on the basis of such concep-
tions, rather than on the basis of factual information.

POLITICAL

The citizens’ experiences also have special relevance in a
situation where government construction is built on a
sensitive balance: On the one hand the Coalition Party is
supported by a slim nonsocialist majority and also
occupies the prime minister post, on the other hand the
SDP is the largest and has more so-called heavy minis-
terial posts.

Of all those asked, 36 percent believe the SDP has the
upper hand, while 22 percent are of the opinion that the
Coalition Party does. What is interesting, however, is the
trend: Since October last year the share of those of
believe the SDP is dominant has increased from 27 to 36
percent, and those who are betting on the Coalition Party
only from 20 to 22 percent.

The result is a little embarrassing for the administra-
tion’s nonsocialist majority—and nonsocialist prime
minister. It shows that many citizens are of the opinion
that the government is dominated by its own minority.

The image is surely connected with the SDP’s long
experience in government, while the Coalition Party is a
novice. That explains, among other things, why the SDP
dominates the public better than the Coalition Party.

But the experience could also have a real background,
primarily because the so-called renewal in working life
has generally been interpreted as a victory for the SDP
and a defeat for the nonsocialists. On the issue of tax
reform, which was to be the nonsocialists’ “revenge,” the
SDP has managed to keep the Coalition Party in check,
or even on tenterhooks.

However, the most interesting part is how different the
supporters of various parties perceive the dominance
within the administration.

Those SDP members, who believe their own party is the
dominant, have increased from 22 to 33 percent since
October. On the other hand, one out of five SDP
supporters thinks the Coalition Party dominates.

This is the opinion of (only!) one out of five Coalition
Party members, which indicates that the party’s support-
ers do not trust their own party’s strength and influence.
The share of Coalition Party members who believe the
SDP is the dominant party has increased from 34
percent to 47, however.

The fact that half of the Coalition Party’s voters thus
believe that the Social Democratic government minority
has the upper hand, is a difficult result for the prime
minister’s party, to say the least.

Moreover, one of the party’s newspapers, POHJALAI-
NEN, is totally silent about that figure, as it tries to
downgrade and explain away the entire result of the poll
in its commentary!
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It is scarcely surprising that Center Party supporters find
the SDP dominant and the People’s Democrats find the
Coalition Party so. After all, it is in the interest of the
respective opposition party to believe precisely that.

It could easily be concluded from people’s opinions of
who is the dominant in the government that Coalition
Party members are the most dissatisfied, and the Social
Democrats relatively content. But the second part of
UUSI SUOMT’s poll speaks another language.

In this part those interviewed were asked to grade both
their own and other parties. It is only natural for them to
give their own party a higher grade than others.

What is interesting, however, is that the difference
between the supporters and everyone else’s evaluation is
clearly the smallest for the Social Democrats, followed
by the Coalition Party and the People’s Democrats. SDP
people are expressly more dissatisfied with their party
than others with theirs.

So it is a matter of a new piece of evidence added to the
others, of a growing dissatisfaction in Social Democratic
ranks. Several polls have indicated that the SDP is losing
yet another 100,000 voters, beyond the 100,000 who fled
the party in the parliamentary election. Further, the
dissatisfaction has found a clear expression in SUOMEN
SOSIALIDEMOKRATII’s columns.

Why then this contradiction? It seems illogical for the
Social Democrats simultaneously to believe they domi-
nate the government and to be dissatisfied.

A simple explanation could be that the answers to the
question of who is the greater power in the administra-
tion reflect only a “neutral” statement of fact, but that
the Social Democrats nevertheless are discontented with
the policies of this administration. Thus, it would
involve frustrated hopes.

Perhaps the “big SDP success” in reforming working life
simply does not interest the voters, and in any event the
joy is overshadowed by fear of the tax reform.

The matter does not improve by the fact that SDP’s
change of party leadership can be considered to have
failed; partly, it stopped halfway because the old leader-
ship duo dominates the group of ministers, and, partly,
there is smouldering dissatisfaction with the new party
leader.

In an interview for UUSI SUOMI, Social Democratic
dissident (speaker of the truth?) Erkki Tuomioja brings
up two explanations for the declining voter support of
and growing dissatisfaction with the party.

He believes that the SDP has “lost” its ideology, and
only “reacts to the issues brought up by the governing.”
“We have no program of our own, no view of our own of
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how society should change,” he says and goes so far as to
say: “If a person says he is a Social Democrat, it says
nothing about his view of the world.”

Tough words, which are not softened when Tuomioja
states that the SDP “can only lose” from the government
coalition with the right. He predicts that the government
will not stay in power for the entire mandate period, and
he thinks that a period in opposition—although it risks
being a long one—would be “favorable” for the party.

On its editorial page UUSI SUOMI itself comes to the
conclusion from the contradictory poll, that “both prin-
cipal government parties should now polish up their own
image for the voters, without striving for artificial agree-
ment, not to mention similarity.”

The conclusion is logical. The question is only what the
result will be if both SDP and the Coalition Party raise
their profiles before this fall’s already extremely difficult
budget negotiations, which include an agreement on tax
reform.

Perhaps Tuomioja may have his wishes granted, for a
useful opposition period for his party.

Socialists Cool Toward Sorsa
36500167 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in
Swedish 17 Jul 88 p 2

[Editorial by Bjorn Mansson: “Nonsocialist Duel Also
Bisects”]

[Text] At this rate, there is time for many presidential
election polls until January 1994.

The polls that have been taken have originated from two
assumptions, which are not necessarily correct.

One is that President Koivisto is no longer a candidate.
After the vague messages given throughout this year’s
election campaign, that is a reasonable assumption. But
both foreign and domestic policy factors could change
that situation.

The second deals with who the candidates are. No
nominations will be in the picture for several years yet,
but polisters assume that the principal candidates are
Harri Holkeri, Kalevi Kivisto, Kalevi Sorsa and Paavo
Vayrynen. That assumption is also correct, but the
question marks are several.

For Holkeri and Kivisto it would be their third candi-
dacy. It is therefore possible that Kivisto, in particular,
may hesitate to “sacrifice himself,” particularly since of
the four mentioned in all likelihood he has the smallest
chance of winning.
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As for Holkeri, other factors could surface. How credible
would his candidacy be, for example, if the red-blue
government coalition, with which he has identified so
much, comes to an ignoble end?

Already voices have been raised within the Coalition
Party for an effort on behalf of Ilkka Suominen instead.
Holkeri’s ranking so far has only developed in a negative
direction: number two in 1982, but only third in 1988.

As for Sorsa, the same question can be asked as for
Holkeri: What happens if the government coalition, of
which Sorsa was the prime author, founders?

Moreover, Sorsa is the only one of the four who has
already been “nominated,” so to speak, by the fact that
SDP boss Paasio publicly mentioned his name.

It has recently been assumed that Vayrynen, since com-
ing in number two in this year’s election, before Holkeri,
who had been predicted by the polls, will be a candidate
for the second time. But for him as well, a few question
marks must be noted in the margin: What happens if the
Center Party headed by Vayrynen is still in opposition
after the 1991 parliamentary election?

Further, parties other than the four largest ones can also
nominate candidates. In a direct popular election, can-
didates of small parties are given little chance. But that
depends on the person, of course.

And in any event, a Green, a Swede or a Rural Party
candidate, for instance, could shuffle the cards for the
“big” candidates, particularly as regards those who make
it to a potential second election round.

But for lack of more real starting points the pollsters are
relegated to the names of Holkeri, Kivisto, Sorsa and
Vayrynen.

These were also the names on which the most recent poll
was based, which was taken in May with almost 1,000
Finns and which has now been published in SUOMEN
KUVALEHTL

For the first time the poll included non-voting-age
groups, which will be of voting age in 1994. Even 15- to
17-year-olds were thus asked. One could have gone down
even to 13-year-olds, but that would hardly have been
very meaningful.

The poll gave a clear-cut result: If the election had been
held now, our next president would have been called
Harri Holkeri—regardless of the election system used.
The poll also measured opinions regarding so-called
acceptance elections and what is called the ranking
system. There may be reason to return to this further on.

In the first round of a direct popular election, Holkeri would
be number one with 27 percent of the votes (31.5 if only
those are included who have made up their mind), Vayrynen
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number two with 21 (25.3), Kivisto number three with 18
(21.7) and Sorsa last, also with 18 percent (21.5).

This means that the two nonsocialist candidates Holkeri
and Vayrynen would oppose one another in a decisive
runoff election! And then Holkeri would win with 49
percent against 36 (15 had no opinion).

Holkeri would also defeat Sorsa, if those two were to
oppose one another, by the percentages 44 to 39 (17
“blank” votes).

Sorsa, in turn, would beat Vayrynen by the percentages
48 to 39 in the (according to the poll therefore unlikely)
situation that these two would be opponents.

But according to the poll, Sorsa would not reach the
second round, but, on the contrary, place last of all in the
first round!

The poll assumes that the presidential election is a direct
popular election in two rounds. If the reform planned by
the government is not completed in time, however, the
voters would decide the Holkeri-Vayrynen duel.

If the present government base continues until 1994,
perhaps the Social Democratic voters prefer Holkeri. But
what happens if we have a leftist government or a
nonsocialist government?

The opinion poll offers several interesting partial results.

The most notable one is the differences between various
age groups. In the youngest category (15-24), nonsocial-
ists Hokeri and Vayrynen are supreme favorites with a
total of 58 percent of the votes—against only 28 for the
candidates of the left. Once again this confirms how
nonsocialist today’s youth is—and therefore the direc-
tion in which the opinion climate is developing. The
question is only if young people vote.

In the 50-69 age group, on the other hand, all four
candidates get about 20 percent support.

The only age category in which Vayrynen would beat any
one opponent in a second round is the youngest one,
where Sorsa would find himself defeated by 51 percent
against 38 percent.

The only category where Sorsa would beat Holkeri is the
oldest, in which he wins with 45-37.

Various party members’ votes in a first election round
follow the expected pattern, except on one dramatic
point: While Kivisto has 81 percent of the DFFF [Peo-
ple’s Democratic League] supporters’ (and the DA peo-
ple’s [not further identified]) votes, Vayrynen has 79
percent of the Center Party supporters and Holkeri 75
percent of the Coalition Party members, while Sorsa has
to be satisfied with only a scant majority (56 percent) of
the Social Democrats’ votes. That is a poor starting point
for any presidental candidate.
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Sorsa’s dilemma stands out especially clearly since it
turns out that only 72 percent of his own party’s voters
would prefer him over conservative Holkeri, if the
decisive round were played between these two. One out
of four SDP people would vote for Holkeri!

The voters of the other parties are considerably more
faithful to their own candidates. Against Sorsa Holkeri gets
89 percent and against Vayrynen 88 percent of the Coali-
tion Party votes, while against Sorsa Vayrynen gets 89
percent and against Holkeri 83 percent of the Center votes.

It is interesting how the voters of the three major parties
would vote when their own candidate is beaten: Two out
of three SDP people prefer Holkeri to Vayrynen, slightly
more Coalition Party supporters support Sorsa than
Vayrynen and clearly more Center people prefer Holkeri
than Sorsa. Vayrynen has a majority of the DFFF voters
against Holkeri.

Among the curiosities is that the supporters of the Rural
Party to begin with split their votes evenly between Kivisto,
Sorsa and Vayrynen, while the leftist candidates are favor-
ites of the Greens. This confirms the Rural Party’s ambiv-
alent position in the political field, and the leftist sympa-
thies of the Greens. On the other hand, the Greens prefer
conservative Holkeri to the Center Party’s Vayrynen....

Finally, the Kuvalehti poll confirms the major regional
differences in the candidates’ popularity figures: Holkeri
and Sorsa are most popular in the south, while Vayrynen
is the easy favorite in central and northern Finland.

In the south, the votes are distributed between Holkeri,
Sorsa and Vayrynen in the ratios 32-22-13, in central
Finland 22-10-34, and in the north 15-16-31. Vayrynen
is thus just as popular in central and northern Finland as
Holkeri and Sorsa combined!

That is a confirmation of the “new bisection” of the
nation, to which above all the red-blue government
coalition has contributed.

From a geographic aspect, in this year’s presidential
election Mauno Koivisto received the most votes in
two-thirds of Finland. The way Harri Holkeri’s potential
voter support now seems to distribute itself, he is num-
ber one only in one-third of Finland. That would be a
troublesome starting point for a president.
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Paper Views Latest Challenge to Vennamo in
Rural Party

36500162 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in
Swedish 3 Aug 88 p 2

[Editorial: “Pragmatism or Protest”; first paragraph is
HUFVUDSTADSBLADET introduction]

[Text] Within the Finnish Rural Party [FLP] there is a split
between the pragmatic line of Pekka Vennamo and a line

POLITICAL

of protest and discontent led by Urpo Leppanen, Bjorn -

Mansson writes just before the FLP party congress.

The party congresses are not over for the summer. This
weekend the Finnish Rural Party will gather in Lahti for
its 30th party congress.

By the way, with 30 years behind it, the FLP belongs to
the older half of our now 14 (!) registered parties. Thus,
the FLP can no longer present itself as an alternative to
the “older parties.”

The FLP congress is meeting in a time of conflict for the
party:

In his capacity of party leader and only cabinet minister,
Pekka Vennamo has his party in a firm grip. He will
remain as long as he himself sees fit and it would be
extremely surprising if the party were to go against his
policy on any important issue.

At the same time, a growing discontent with the party’s
participation in the government is making itself known.
At the center of this discontent is former party secretary
and cabinet minister, the present parliamentary group
leader, Urpo Leppanen.

To be sure, there is reason for dissatisfaction.

It occurs on the background of a disastrous loss in the
parliamentary elections, in which the FLP lost more than
one-third of its voters and its seats in parliament were
reduced from 17 to 9. :

The election defeat was followed by the humiliation the
party suffered when the Holkeri government was
formed. For the sake of a delicate balance the SDP
[Social Democratic Party], in particular, needed the
participation of the FLP, but the latter had to be satisfied
with just one cabinet post—even though it received a
greater number of votes than the SFP [Swedish People’s
Party], which received two cabinet positions.

In addition, the post of Transportation Minister has
proved to be quite difficult because of the reorganization
that has been carried out within the national railway
system and the postal and telecommunications services.
These measures were not exactly popular among the
rural population where the party has its traditional
supporters.

The next humiliation was the decision that the FLP’s
greatest accomplishment of the previous government, the
new employment law, would be implemented in stages.

The election of electors last winter proved to be another
defeat for the party, even though it was trying to reelect
the incumbent president.
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This year the polls have been even more unfriendly than
usual to the FLP. Voter support for the party seems to
have dropped by almost half since the parliamentary
elections. According to one opinion poll, no less than
one-third of the FLP voters now prefer the Center Party.

Leppanen has admitted that the FLP and the Center are
like communicating vessels in this respect.

Otherwise, it seems that FLP members do not know how
to deal with the figures in the polls. The party newspaper,
SUOMEN UUTISET, explained in its most recent issue
that the polls are a fraud.

In the same paper, Pekka Vennamo called the opinion
polls a propaganda tool and accused the pollsters of
working on behalf of certain parties.

“Regardless of whether the polls are right or wrong, there
is no reason to believe them,” according to the minister’s
logic.

In this regard, Vennamo supports those (including Prime
Minister Holkeri and Justice Minister Louekoski) who
would ban polls before elections. Vennamo, himself,
believes the ban should stretch “at least several months™
before an election!

In a recent newspaper interview Party Secretary Aaro
Niiranen stated that, for his part, he was not surprised by
his party’s lack of success in the polls. He explained it by
the fact that the party does not run candidates in all
municipalities during local elections—as if people gave a
thought to that when they stated their party preference in
the polls.

Whatever the case, Urpo Leppanen now sees his chance
in the difficult situation in which the FLP finds itself.

As early as the fall of last year, when implementation of
the law on employment was postponed, Leppanen
demanded that the FLP leave the government.

In an interview with UUSI SUOM]I, just in time for the
party congress, he has now repeated this opinion.

It is now longer necessary to be in the government,
according to Leppanen. If participation in the govern-
ment does not yield results, then it is not worth the effort
to “suffer endlessly.” After the local elections, the party
must reexamine the situation.

He added that a reassessment could come before that, in
connection with the budget negotiations: “if we get noth-
ing of what we want, we should leave the government.”

Leppanen believes that Pekka Vennamo made a mistake
when he broke with his father Veikko and says “straight
out” that the FLP should remain a protest movement.

The way in which Leppanen uses the words *“protest
movement” as something exclusively positive, almost as
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a badge of honor, is reminiscent of a recent dissertation
written by a young FLP member.

It openly refers to the FLP as a populist party and
compares it to the classical so-called Poujadism of
France and to the Progressive Parties of Denmark and
Norway. The historical development of the FLP is
divided into the following periods: “strict populism,”
the “intermediate period of populism” (from 1979 to
1986), and “adapted populism” (from 1986 on).

At least this is an honest description by a party member.

Urpo Leppanen is not alone in his discontent. In the
parliamentary group he has the support of Marita Jurva, at
least, who issued a private press release this week in which
she asked what positive results had come from participa-
tion in the government. “If we do not achieve such results
in the near future, my patience will run out and I will
demand that the FLP leave the government,” she wrote.

In stark contrast to the smoldering discontent out in the
party, the party leadership seems extremely satisfied
with the party’s role and its influence in the government.

Last spring Pekka Vennamo stated in an interview with
HUFVUDSTADSBLADET that the FLP has “more
say-so” in the present government than in the previous
one and in NYKYPAIVA, the party paper of the Coali-
tion Party, Party Secretary Niiranen stated that “the
position of the smaller parties in the present government
is better than in the previous government.” He praises
the Coalition Party, in particular, for letting the FLP
(and the SFP) “breathe freer.”

The opposite is heard from the SFP.

The party’s loyalty to the government becomes down-
right tragicomic when SUOMEN UUTISET dismisses
the “so-called opinion polls with which some have
attempted to claim that the majority of the nation
opposes” tax reform. Not even other government party
papers have been so cocksure of themselves.

Consequently, it is clear that there are two opposing lines
within the Rural Party, now as before: Pekka Vennamo’s
pragmatic policy of results, centered around participation
in the government at almost any cost, and the wing under
the leadership of Urpo Leppanen that wants to raise high
Veikko Vennamo’s banner of protest and discontent.

Since no one can seriously challenge, let alone threaten,
Pekka Vennamo's leadership of the party, the two sides
will test their strength at the Lahti congress in the
election of a deputy chairman. Party veteran Kalle
Palosaari is stepping down and one of the aspirants to his
position is Urpo Leppanen, who failed in his attempt last
fall to regain Niiranen’s position as party secretary.
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Pekka Vennamo has let it be known that he would not be
pleased if Leppanen were to win. It remains to be seen if,
on this point as well, the foot soldiers will do their
leader’s bidding.

After the party congress, the FLP will face two new
challenges: the budget negotiations in which the party, as
usual, has made many demands and the local elections in
October, which may be even more difficult than usual for
this party, which has always done worse in local than in
parliamentary elections.

The left-right coalition government may need the Rural
Party to maintain the legitimacy of itself and of its
policies vis-a-vis the rural population, underdeveloped
regions, and those classes of people who have the least.

The question, however, is whether or not the Rural Party
needs the government—or, on the contrary, if it must
leave the government in order to survive.
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Communist Party Concerned About Hungarian
Minority in Romania

36500166 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in
Swedish 19 Aug 88 p 10

[Article by Bjarne Nitovuori]

[Text] Finland’s Communist Party is concerned over the
situation of the Hungarian minority in the Transylvania
area of Romania. The Party’s Politburo, yesterday, sent
a letter to the Romanian Communist Party, expressing
its worry over the situation in Transylvania and the fact
that relations between two socialist countries—Romania
and Hungary—and two brother communist parties had
consequently worsened.

This issue has been a difficult one for the Finnish
Communist Party (SKP). The SKP has traditionally had
good relations with the Romanian party. In discussions
within the Finnish party over the past few weeks, one of
the assertions has been that the Romanian party was the
only one in the socialist countries which has wholeheart-
edly supported the majority wing during the bitter inter-
nal strife within the SKP. The others, with the Soviet
Communist Party in the lead, sympathized more or less
openly with the minority [hard-line] wing.

Now, however, the party is taking a cautious but clear
position toward Romania. The Romanian leaders so far
have rejected all protest, asserting that the Hungarians
have an equal standing in Romania, and that such
protests constitute an interference in the country’s inter-
nal affairs.
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The SKP, though, considers this to be no longer just an
internal matter. The issue is affecting the other commu-
nist parties with regard to the success. The isssue also
affects the credibility of all those who are struggling for
democracy, says the Finnish communist Party.

However, the SKP expresses its solidarity with the
Romanian party in its struggle to overcome the country’s
difficulties, and hopes that relations between the two
parties will continue developing in the future.

A Common Nordic Stand?

The [Finnish] Communist Party is the first party in the
country to officially as a group take a position on the
situation in Transylvania. The European conservative
and Christian Democratic parties in their joint organi-
zation, the EDU [European Democratic Union] con-
demned treatment of the Hungarian minority by Roma-
nian authorities at a meeting in Helsinki at the end of
June and beginning of July. The meeting was presided
over by the leader of the [Finnish] Conservative Party,
Ilkka Suominen, who is the organization’s deputy chair-
man.

The Swedish People’s Party [of Finland] is attempting to
get the Liberal International to take a stand on this issue
at a meeting to be held in Pisa in the middie of Septem-
ber. The matter is being prepared under the leadership of
Swedish People’s Party General Secretary Peter Sten-
lund.

Stenlund also thinks that the matter could be considered
on the Nordic level, for example at the next meeting of
the Nordic foreign ministers. For this to happen, the
matter must first be discussed by the individual govern-
ments.

Of the other Finnish political parties, only the Social
Democrats have relations with the Romanian Commu-
nist Party.

The Hungarian minority in Romania is officially esti-
mated at a little over 1.7 million in 10-year-old figures,
but according to Hungarian estimates, it is closer to 2.5
million. Treatment of the minority, which is the largest
in Europe, has long given cause for revolts.

The situation has become more acute over the past few
months, when it was learned the [Romanian] authorities
are planning a sweeping program to eliminate 7,000
villages and replace them with “agrar-industrial” com-
plexes. A large portion of the Hungarian minority resides
in the villages which are to be affected.
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GREECE

Poll Reveals Personalities’ Attraction Preferences
35210133a Athens ENA in Greek 14 Jul 88 pp 12-14

[Text] Seriously, which are the special features a politi-
cian must have to attract the interest of Greek voters?
What does a citizen mean when he states he is “capti-
vated” by some cabinet minister, deputy, or party offi-
cial? Who today are the “stars” on the political stage,
public personalities—men and women who are consid-
ered by the public as having the greatest charm? Answers
to these questions are given by a special public opinion
poll conducted on behalf of ENA by the Media Plan, the
Center of Communication Studies. The poll used a
sample of 649 persons in the Attiki Basin region and
used the “random” method. It centered on three themes:
When do we regard a person to be charming? Who is the
male politician, in or out of parliament [Vouli] regarded
as the most charming? Who among Greek women poli-
ticians is the most charming?

It is worth noting that all three questions were “open,”
without, that is, showing those polled a list of names to
select from among specific persons. In this way the
responses were not only sincere but also spontaneous—
and therefore very indicative.

According to the responses, 50.8 percent of the public
regards dynamism and decisiveness as sources of a
politicians’s attractiveness; 36.8 percent regard the way a
person speaks; and 12.4 percent a person’s good looks.

Dynamic personalities are enchanting. Starting with
male politicians, the most attractive are A. Papandreou
with a 20.4 percent and K. Karamanlis with 13.1 per-
cent. Mitsotakis is the next with 6.4 percent.

Two PASOK personalities are at the same attractiveness
level: G. Gennimatas and A.Tritsis with 4.9 percent
each. Next is L. Kyrkos with 4.4 percent; A. Tsokhatzo-
poulos, who is often called handsome in the non-political
columns, received only 3.3 percent. Next is K. Stefano-
poulos with 3.1 percent; G. Kharalambopoulos with 2.0;
and finally, M. Evert who, although he is considered a
dynamic politician, is limited to only 2.2 percent.

The results of the poll are particularly interesting when it
comes to the charm politicians exert on men and women
voters. The premier is more attractive to men voters
(15.2 percent) than to women (1.31). By contrast K.
Karamanlis’ charm appears to have gone up among
women. The poll shows 9.5 percent among women while
the corresponding percentage among men is 8.6. The
leader of the opposition (Mitsotakis), although publicly
shows an image of the ideal husband in every appearance
with his wife Marika, does not seem to do very well with
women. While 7.0 percent of men find him attractive,
only 2.1 percent of women do so. On the other side, A.
Tritsis is more attractive to women (3.9 percent) than to
men (2.9).
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Gennimatas and Tsokhatzopoulos are liked equally by
men and women since their percentages seem to be the
same with both sexes. Stefanopoulos is preferred more
by men and Kharalambopoulos by women. It appears
that the mayor of Athens (Evert) has the same problem
as Mitsotakis. His percentage among men is 2.9 percent,
while among women it is 0.3.

Let us now see the degree of attractiveness of our male
politicians in terms of the respondent’s age.

A. Papandreou is preferred by men and women 30-44
years old and by those who are over 60, by 14 and 16.7
percent, respectively. Karamanlis is attractive to those
over 45 and Mitsotakis to the “dynamic” ages between
30 and 44.

Tritsis is attractive to the young people (18 to 29) who
give him 8.4 percent—the highest among this age
group—while those over 60 given him 0.6 percent, a
level he shares with Deputy Premier Giannis Kharalam-
bopoulos.

The percentages for Evert show an interesting spread.
The 18 to 29 age group gives him 3.6 percent, while in
other age groups his percentages are lower. The educa-
tional level of the respondents seems to affect responses.

A. Papandreou is more attractive to people with primary
school education (15.3 percent), while Karamanlis is
more attractive to those with higher and university
education (11.4 percent) and less to a high school (8.5)
and primary school graduates (8.2). Mitsotakis’ case is
similar to that of the premier—5.3 percent among pri-
mary school and 4.6 among high school graduates.
Gennimatas is more attractive to university graduates.
The same applies to Tritsis and L. Kyrkos [of the Greek
Left]. Tsokhatzopoulos is more attractive to those of
primary school education while Evert is more attractive
to high school graduates.

Melina, Maria, and Anna—what about the women?
Naturally, Melina Mercouri has transferred her movie
star glamour to the political stage. She is first with 35
percent! Second in line is Maria Damanaki with 15.7
percent. Third, another former actress, Anna Synodinou
with 6.6 percent. Fourth, S. Akrita with 5.3. Then Vaso
Papandreou [no relation to the premier] with 4.7 per-
cent, Aimilia Ypsilanti with 3.6, and Margaret Papandr-
eou with 3 percent. Three entirely different ladies are
next: R. Kaklamanaki with 2.8; L. Katseli with 2.7; and
finally, Fani Petralia.

Who is the most charming female politician depending
on the sex of the respondent? M. Mercouri is equally
attractive to men and women. By contrast, M. Dama-
naki, Deputy Speaker of Vouli is more attractive to men
who give her 14 percent while the corresponding percent-
age among women is 8.9 percent. The same applies to
Vaso Papandreou with 4.4 among men and 2.4 among
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women. By contrast, Aim. Ypsilanti and Margaret
Papandreou are more attractive among women with 3.6
and 2.4 percent, respectively.

Melina Mercouri crosses age groups! The young between
18 and 29 years old find her most attractive, giving her
31.9 percent. But her percentages are high in all age
groups. M. Damanaki is attractive to all ages and her
percentages do not change much from one age group to
the other. A. Synodinou is more attractive to people
between 45 and 59, while S. Akrita to those over 60. A
special case is that of Vaso Papandreou who appears to
attract the young (18 to 29) and the old (over 60).
Kaklamanaki and Petralia are attractive to those
between 45 and 59 while their percentages among the
young do not go over 1 percent. Petralia is more attrac-
tive to those over 60 than the Deputy Minister of
Education Kaklamanaki.

Preferences change significantly depending on the edu-
cation level of those polled. Melina Mercouri again
comes first with 20 percent; Damanaki is preferred by
those of higher and university education; the same
applies to Synodinou. Surprisingly, V. Papandreou and
P. Kaklamanaki attract most of those with primary
school education.

Table 1. Who Is Considered Attractive

Percent Percent of
of Sample Respondents
Mainly when good looking 11.5 12.4
Mainly when dynamic and decisive 47.1 50.8
Mainly when he speaks beautifully 34.0 36.8
I don’t know/No answer 7.4 —
Total 100.0 100.0

Table I1. Who Is the Most Attractive Male Politician

Percent Percent
of Sample of Respondents

A. Papandreou 14.1 20.4
K. Karamanlis 9.0 13.1
K. Mitsotakis 44 6.4
A. Tritsis 3.4 4.9
G. Gennimatas 34 4.9
L. Kyrkos 3.1 4.4
A. Tsokhatzopoulos 2.3 33
K. Stefanopoulos 2.1 3.1
G. Kharalambopoulos 2.0 2.9
M. Evert 1.5 2.2
No one 12.6 18.1
Various others 11.4 16.3
1 don’t know/No answer 30.7 —
Total 100.0 100.0
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Table ITI. Who Is the Most Attractive Female Politician
Percent Percent

of Sample of Respondents
M. Mercouri 25.3 35.0
M. Damanaki 11.3 15.7
A. Synodinou 4.8 6.6
S. Akrita 3.8 53
Vas. Papandreou 34 4.7
Aim. Ypsilanti 2.6 3.6
Marg. Papandreou 2.1 3.0
R. Kaklamanaki 2.0 2.8
F. Petralia 1.8 2.5
L. Katseli 1.2 2.7
No one 10.9 15.0
Various others 3.2 4.1
I don’t know/No answer 27.6 —
Total 100.0 100.0

The public opinion poll has one more interesting result:
30 percent of those questioned refused to answer—11.4
percent of men and 3.2 percent of women named other
persons. And 11 percent replied that they do not like any
male or female politician in Greece.

7520/12232

ICELAND

Prime Minister Palsson on Women’s List, EC,
Security Policy

36500146 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET

in Swedish 16 Jul 88 p 2

[Interview by Hakan Hagwall: “Summer Conversation:
Prime Minister Thorsteinn Palsson: Iceland’s Duty To
Preserve the Nordic Heritage”]

[Excerpts] At the Leifur Eriksson terminal at Keflavik
Airport, I am talking with a lone gentleman who arrived
on the same plane as I did from Stockholm. When my
9-year-old daughter realizes that he is the prime minister
of Iceland, she asks:

“What have you vetoed?”

He answers that he is more in favor of allowing than
disallowing. During his term as prime minister, the
number of laws repealed is approximately twice the
number of laws enacted.

For 1 year, the Icelandic government has been led by a
Conservative, the chairman of the Independence Party,
Thorsteinn Palsson.

Several days after our encounter at the airport, the prime
minister goes with me on a trip. The trip begins outside
the Government House, where his office and the presi-
dent’s office are located, which, in view of its function, is
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a very modest villa at Laekjargata. The house was built
by the Danes in the 18th century; it has served as a
prison and later as the office of the Danish governor.

“People tend to refer to it as the slammer,” says the
prime minister.

We leave Reykjavik, first we drive to the north a stretch
and then inland.

Strain

Thorsteinn talks about a busy political spring. According
to Icelandic name custom, the prime minister is named
Thorsteinn; he is Palsson. The three-party coalition
government, which consists of his own party, the Inde-
pendence Party, the Social Democratic Party and the
Progressive Party which is a middle party in Iceland, has
been rocky. The economic strain has been harder than
usual, and it has been difficult to agree on the counter-
measures. However, with a provisional law, the govern-
ment agreed on the year’s second devaluation in May,
and immediately afterwards on a combined restraint and
booster package as the most startling feature. The law
expanded the agreement which has already been reached
in the spring to encompass the entire labor market;
thereby, strikes are prohibited for the year ahead.

It was the high wage earners who had not reached an
agreement. The objective of the law was to protect the
buying power of the people with the lowest income,* says
the prime minister.

Thorsteinn does not doubt that the problem is the
Icelandic economy:

“A society that bases such a large part of its economy on
only one industry will have problems. The dominating
part of our export is fish and fish products. The entire
country swings with fishing and fish prices. During the
last 3 years, we have had tremendous economic growth.
There was an increase in the catch and the price rose.
The buying power of Icelanders also went up—Ilast year,
it went up by 18 percent. But then the dollar falls; then
the prices fall and then the national income drops. It is
extremely difficult to withdraw public expenditure and
take away buying power. This comes in waves, it hap-
pens to us again and again.”

It is no coincidence that the continuously lighter Icelan-
dic krona has a fish engraved on it.

Balance

The three-party government’s ambitious program for a
comprehensive economic balance is a 3-year plan. A
balanced national budget was attained immediately, but
it is likely that the entire period is needed to reach a
balance in foreign trade.

POLITICAL

“But I am hopeful,” says Thorsteinn, who thinks that the
political situation will stabilize after the measures to
counter the economic crisis. The problem was only to
reach an agreement within the government.

However, the opposition in the Althing, the Icelandic
parliament, does not give rise to too much concern, at
least not at this time. It consists of three parties: the
People’s Alliance, the Glistrup-like Citizens’ Party which
is led by a separatist from the Independence Party, as
well as the Women’s List. The opposition parties do not
have much in common beyond their dissatisfaction with
the government. Collectively, they are weak in the
Althing and two of them have lost support, according to
the public opinion polls.

The Women’s List

But the third party continues to be a disturbing factor.
The Women’s List shows enormous increase in support
in the opinion polls. According to new surveys, it is now
ahead of the Independence Party and thereby the stron-
gest political party in Iceland.

“In all practicality, the Women’s List leads the opposi-
tion in the Althing. The party has received sympathetic
ears from most quarters, but it is, of course, a leftist party
which is against NATO and for larger public spending.
On the other hand, they never talk about higher tax-
ation,” says Thorsteinn.

“I believe that the boom the Women’s List is enjoying is
temporary. The leading opposition party gets a boost
when the buying power falls.”

Well, what can Iceland actually afford? In fact, the
country is a puzzle. How is it possible to have such
developed structure? They have almost everything a
nation needs except its own defense force. Schools,
university, health care, rich cultural life, mass media
offerings, etc., are available. All this with a population of
a quarter of a million.

Where Is the Limit?

[Question] Where do you put the limit of what you can
do?

[Answer] We do not discuss that. We want to continue to
expand the limit. It is clear that we must set priorities
each time. But we can always go further, strengthen and
broaden the production, improve the welfare system and
allow room for cultural life. There is no limit.

[Question] How is this possible?

[Answer] We work hard. What drives us is a strong sense
of independence. We must have our own and take care of
ourselves. A strong Icelandic cultural life is especially
important.
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But as you see, we cannot afford everything at once,
paved roads everywhere, for example.

The drive has been somewhat bumpy. Thorsteinn talks
about the priorities of communications in this extremely
sparsely populated country; a 12-year plan to lay a
permanent surface on the ring road around the country
and the other main roads, as well as a concentrated effort
to build airports around the country.

Europe

As the national conservative that he is, he is also a
European. But he does not expect Iceland to become a
member of the European Community [EC].

“We simply cannot share our fish with other nations,
which we would have to do because of the EC fishing
policy.

But it is necessary for us to move closer to the European
economy. Now, 50-60 percent of our export now goes to
the EC countries. We must keep up with the progress.

The prime minister expresses eagerness for establishing
foreign industry in Iceland. Among other things, Iceland
can offer a good and secure energy supply for an alumi-
num plant, for example.

Belong to the West

The ties to Europe, however, are primarily ideological,
underscores the prime minister.

“Our security policy solution is politically sound, but
above all, it is historically self-explanatory. We belong to
the West.

Neutrality would not help us. If there is a war, a
superpower will be in Iceland. That is what we found out
in 1940. Fortunately, the British arrived before the
Germans. There was a broad political group, in fact,
consisting of the three parties that now are in the
government, behind our entry into NATO in 1949 and
our defense agreement with the United States.

For the parties that are opposed to our membership in
NATO, the issue has now lost much of its appeal. It lacks
national appeal. The support for the NATO policy in the
Althing is dependable. Iceland has never been a footnote
country.

Thorsteinn calls attention to a sometimes overlooked
obvious fact:

“It is important for Finland and Sweden that Norway,
Denmark and Iceland are members of NATO. It creates
a balance and strengthens the position of Sweden and
Finland.

POLITICAL

Voter Contact

After several hours at Thingvellir, Thorsteinn Palsson
continues on to Selfoss in the southern part of the
country which is his own electoral district. He visits
there once a week to meet party members and voters.
Iceland has 63 members of parliament and around
170,000 voters. Each mandate requires 2,700 votes. It is
a fair demand that an Icelandic politician knows his
voters and allows them to get to know him.

“This, of course, does not change because one becomes
the prime minister,” says Thorsteinn when we depart.

The Inflation Curse

In Icelandic cartoons, inflation is portrayed as an all-
consuming dragon. The fight against inflation has been
the hardest burden, most often too great a burden, for
every prime minister.

A break in this trend occurred when a nonsocialist
majority government came to power in 1983. The infla-
tion was then up to 130 percent; the average inflation
rate in 1983 was 84 percent. For a long time, the routine
had been too high wage agreements which were followed
by the governments’ by devaluation, after which the
wages were adjusted upwards every quarter in accor-
dance with index clauses in the agreement, followed by
new devaluation and so on.

In 1983, the government succeeded in removing the
index clauses, and it was able to push the inflation down
to 29 percent in 1984. The average inflation rate has
since then been 32.5 percent in 1985, 21.5 percent in
1986 and 18 percent in 1987, Recent prediction for 1988
points to 28 percent.

The Icelandic krona has been devalued twice this year, 6
percent in March and 10 percent in May. In May, law
was passed for obligatory freeze on the wage agreement
for 1 year and a ban against index clauses on short loans,
among other things.

9583
NORWAY

Study Finds Great Degree of Stability Among
‘Red’ Voters

36390083 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in

Norwegian22 Jul 88 p 3

[Guest commentary by Tron Ogrim: “This Is the Way
Leftist Norway Votes™]

[Text] The Reds in Norway constitute a very stable and
isolated subculture within Norwegian society. This is the
conclusion drawn by Marxist-Leninist Tron Ogrim after
studying election statistics for the post-World War II
period. The Leftist vote, which he calls the Radical
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Number showed an amazing degree of stability from
1945 to last year’s municipal elections. We have chosen
to retain his language usage in this article.

Here is an unusual election statistic: Radical (or Red)
votes to the left of the Labor Party in all parliamentary
and municipal elections since World War IL It is the
entire electorate of the following parties: the Communist
Party, the Socialist-Left Party, the Radical Liberal Party,
the small Norwegian Social Democratic Party (1957-61),
and the Socialist People’s Party (1961-69). I refer to this
entire electorate as the Radical Number (R).

R [The Red vote] shows an amazing degree of stability. In
most municipal elections, the votes cast for the Commu-
nist Party in 1945-49 are clearly reflected in R of 1987.

The stability of R is particularly striking from 1975 to
1987. Take, for example, Oslo: R is at a certain level in
1975-79, takes a leap, and settles at a new, very stable
level in 1981-88. However, the Socialist-Left Party and
the Radical Liberal Party fluctuate greatly, and the
Communist Party is steadily losing ground. In Oslo, in
the eighties, the Radical Liberal Party has been fluctuat-
ing by nearly 3,000 votes, the Socialist-Left Party by
more than 2,500, and the Communist Party has been
nearly halved. R has fluctuated by less than 750 votes!
The three parties are fluctuating at the same pace, and
gains made by one (or two) parties are almost entirely
obviated by losses suffered by the other parties.

Most Stable

In the eighties, R is the most stable group in Norwegian
elections. More stable than the total electorate of the
country! Other electorate groups are not as stable—for
example, the nonsocialists as opposed to the socialists,
the middle parties, the Conservative Party and the
Progressive Party, the Liberal Party plus the Liberal
People’s Party, the Labor Party plus the Socialist-Left
Party. Nothing like this occurred prior to 1945.

Why? Here, we shall shift from facts to conjectures. I
make daring guesses. Election researchers may discard
them if they want to.

Two Causes

I believe in two causes. In the short run, a large nucleus
voted for the same three parties. Whereas the Red vote
in Finnmark fluctuated by 141 from 1983 to 1987, it is
my guess that overall R remained constant.

However, over the decades, something else must have
been at work. I believe that a Red electorate arose in
1945, attached to the Communist Party. It has kept
renewing itself, attracting new members where older
ones have died (or, for example, have shifted to the
Labor Party). Red voters joined new parties when the
Communist Party collapsed: first the Socialist People’s
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Party, and, as of 1973, the Socialist-Left Party, and the
Radical Liberal Party. “The specter of the Communist
Party from 1945” looms where the popular vote remains
at the same level in Oslo, Hedmark, and Finnmark for
decades. It is a question if there is any party loyalty.
However, the loyalty to the Red electorate is amazingly
strong. '

No Precipice

That puts the lid on the myth of “the precipice between
the parties of the Left.” The hostility between the party
heads is strong. The platform of the Workers’ Commu-
nist Party referred to the Communist Party as lackeys of
Russian imperalism. The Workers’ Communist Party is
a group of CIA agents, the Communist Party answered.
The Workers’ Communist Party finds that the Socialist-
Left Party is a social democratic party, while the Social-
ist-Left Party finds that the Workers’ Communist Party
is an extremist party.

The electorate does not take the same view. There is a
steady shift of voters from the Communist Party to the
Socialist-Left Party and the Radical Liberal Party. Red
voters in Oslo readily vote for Ornhoi in parliamentary
elections and for Folkvord for the municipal board. They
do not find that there is too much difference.

The fact that the figures do not show any tactical voting
for the Labor Party is more strange. Polls indicate that
many Red voters fluctuate between the Radical Liberal
Party, the Socialist-Left Party, and the Labor Party. It
therefore was my belief that where the Socialist-Left
Party does not have the possibility of obtaining any
parliamentary seats, Red voters will be losing ground in
parliamentary elections and making gains in municipal
elections.

Tactical

But that is not the case: R did not decline from 1983 to
1985 in, for example, Ostfold, Vestfold, Agder, North-
Trondelag. (The only obvious exceptions were Sogn and
Fjordane.) Either less people vote tactically for the Labor
Party than we had expected, or their votes are entirely
obviated by a contrary trend. On the other hand, the
Radical Liberal Party and the Communist Party
declined sharply in 1985 and made new gains in 1987! It
seems as if voters belonging to the Radical Liberal Party
and the Communist Party vote tactically for the Social-
ist-Left Party in parliamentary elections—which, actu-
ally, does not make sense in those municipalities!

The fact that R does not increase at all when the Labor
Party loses ground is an important point that I men-
tioned in the debate with Thorbjorn Jagland in the
spring. (1973 is the exception.) In the eighties, the Labor
Party and the Red electorate have been gaining and
losing ground at the same pace! From 1973 to 1981, th
Red electorate gained 30,000 votes, the Labor Party
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increased by 170,000 votes. From 1985 to 1987, the
Labor Party lost 300,000 votes, the support of the Red
electorate declined by about 6,000 votes.

Another myth is “the Red seventies