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. BETATE MONJFOLY OnN DWNERSHI P BROKEM BY (B LBl WHICH PLACES 9TATE,
COLLECTIVE AnD CITIZENS (IE PRIVATE) OWNEESHIR ON AM BRI FDOTING.

BUT ‘-'IE;i:'TEi:fEE_ EEF;!N_}TEEIM gF WHICH PROBERTY (OWN HOUSE, MEANS OF
ARODUCTION, BHARES i ENTERPRIEES! CAN BE HELED BY INDIMIDUALS.

COMPROMISE FORMULA AS FAR AS REPUBRLIC/ALL UNTON OENERSHIC OVER LAND
AND ITE RESOURCES IE CONCERMED. IMBACT OF AW KILL DEEEND OM
ATTITURE OF LOCAL AUTHDRI FIES.

DETAIL

= FOLLOWING A FIERCE DERBATE IN THE SUPREME SOVIET WHICH HAS LASTED
OM AND OFF SINCE AUTUMN LABT YEAR., THE LAW 'OM GOWNERSHIP FINALLY
ARSSED BY THE USSR SUPREME SOVIET WOE MUBLISHED IN THE CENTROL PRESS
oM 10 MARCH. THE Lald BREAKS U3 THE STATE S HOWNOSOLY OM CUNERSHIE AND
DEFINES IM BROAD TERMDS WHAT CAM OR CANNOT NOW BE OHMED BY
COLLECTINVES. INDIVIDUALS OR REPUBL ICES. WITHEN THE LIMITE OF WHDO Cai
JWN WHAT, THE LAW PLACEE MDD RESTRICTIONS OM BLYINMEG OR SELLING.
ASSUMIME IT SABSEE THROUEH THE CONGRESS OF PEOPLES BERUTIES IT WILL
COME IMTO EFFECT FROM 1 JULY, By WHICH TimeE o GOVERMMENT BODY SET UR

EPECTALL FOR THE PURSOSE WILL HAVE UNTANGLED THE VARIOUS PROBLEMS IN

THAM

RING STATE PROPERTY TO REPUBLICAN OR INDIVIDUAL OWNERSHIP.
2. IN DISCUSSION IN THE SUPREME SOVIET AND IN THE PRESS THE DRAET
LAW HAS BEEN ATTACKED FROM BOTH LEFT AND RIGHT. TRADITIONALISTS
CLAIMED IT WOULD SPELL THE END OF SOCIALIST PROPERTY AND WOULD LEAD
'l SOCIAL STRATIFICATION. RADICALS ARGUED THAT IT BID NOT GO NEARLY
FAR ENOUGH. AS IT STANDS, THE LAW PLACES STATE. COLLECTIVE., AND WHAT
IT CALLS CITIZENS® PROPERTY (IE PRIVATE PROPERTY) ON AN ERUAL BASIS.
CITIZENS FROPERTY IMCLUDES FPERSONAL POSSESSIONS. STOCKS aND BHRRES—
HOUSTIMNG (DACHAS anND GARDEN PLOTS) FOR OERSOMAL USE, ANMD WHATEVER
MERNS OF PRODUCTION CAN REAEONABLY BE REGARDED AS NECESSARY FOR THE
PURSLIT OF ITMNDIVIDUAL WORK. THIS WOULD PRESUMABLY INCLUDE A FAAMER
OWNING HIE TRACTOR OR A& COOPERATOR A LOARY TO TRANSHORT HIS G0ODS.
CITIZENS PROPEATY IS ALSO DEFINED AS INCLUDIMG ALL PRODUCTS OF THE
INDIVIDUAL'S LABOUR: NOR DOES IT RULE OUT SHARE DWNERSHID IN A
COspANY BY THOSE WHO DO NOT WORK THERE.

4. COLLECTIVE DWNERSHIF INCLUDES PROFERTY HELD BY COOCERATIVES,
ENTERPRISES AMND JOINT STOCK COMPRNTES AND OTHER SOCIAL OR AEGIONAL
ORGANISATIONS. IT COPENS UP THE AOSEIBILITY OF FOREISBN OWMERSHIP OF
ENTERPRISES, BOTH INDEPEMDENTLY OR WIA JOINT VENTURE PARTICIPATION,
SUBJECT TO FUTURE LEGISLATION. STATE OWNERSHIP IS FURTHER DIVIDED,
JITH CONTROL OVER SOME PROPERTY BEINE DELEGATED TO REPUB

AUTONOMOUS RESIONS. FOR EXOMPLE LAND AND ITE2 MINERAL RESOURCES ARE
THE CROPSATY OF THOSE WHO LIVE O THAT TERRITORY. BUT IT IS TO BE
' IN THE INTERESTS BOTH OF THE INHABITANTE AND OF THE WHOLE




SOUNTRY S — B COMPROMLIEE FORMULA UNLIKLEY THO PREVENT REPUBLICS
SEERING TO COMTROL £ DIBFOEARL OF AW MATERIALE Td THEIR ANMD NOT THE
LMIUNE - SEST ALVANTHEE. THE STATE MEANWHILE RETAIMS EXCLUSIVE CONTROL
ETRATET JROFERTY SUCH AS TRANSPORT, EMSRGY AND COMMUNICATIONS
{ W COMCLUDES WITH A SECTION DESIGNED TO PROVIDE
OWNERSHIPA AND ALLAY FEAR THAT PHOPERTYHIL MOT BE LIABLE
THE STATE SHOULD IT CHANGE ITS MIMD IN THE FUTURE.

COmMMEMNT
o THIS LAN REARESENTS A SUBSTANTIAL. VICTORY FOR THE REFORMIST
_OBBY. THEY MAMARSED SUCCESSFULLY TO DEFEND THE BILL AGAINST CHAMEES
THART IT HOULD LERD TO THE kD OF SDCIALIEM ANMD OPENM THE FLODDGATES TO
BLACH MARKE TEERS. THEY WERE FORCED TO COMEFROMISE ON USING THE TERHM
IRIVATE  PROPERTY, "* SUBSTITUTING *“LITIZENS PROBERATY'™ IN 175
HLACE, AND HRABR TO ACCEPT THE INEERTION OF A PRRAGRAFPH RULING OUT THE
ALIENATION OF WORKERS FROM THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION TO PACISY THE
BILL"H OHPOMENTS. MEVERTHELESS, FOR THE FIRET TIME BOVIET CITIZENS
HAVE THE RIGHT IM LW BOTH TO PRIVATE (AS OAPOSED 7O PERSOMAL)
PROPERTY, AND TO EARN INCOME COTHER THRAN THAT ERODUCED BY THEIR ORHN
LABDOUR, WHAT 18 NOT CLEAR I8 THE EXTENT OF BPRIVATE OLWNERESHIM, IM

DEFENDIME THE E

2l DURING 175 SECOND RERDIMNG. HABALIKIN ELEARLY SHW LT
PRIMARILY A8 ENCOURAGING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF SMALL FAMILY-RUN
BUSINEGEEE. BUT THE LAW ALS0 SEEMS TO PERMIT THE HIRINE OF LABOUR,
RRLSING BUESITONS ‘A5 TO HOW LARSBE A BLUSINESE TAM BE BEFORE IT CERGES
d BE-A ~AMILY CEONCERN. HOWEVER, WITH WHAT APPEARS TO BE THE BREEMN
LIGHT TO A BROADER OWMERSHIP OF SHARES, THE LAW IS SET TO BRING
BENEFITE NOT ONLY TO THE SELF-EMPLOYED BUT ALSO TO STATE EMPALOYEES.
Hip i TITIEZERS GRM HOLL SHRFES IM OTHER ENTERPRISES, IT WILL ONLY BE
H MRTTER LF TIME BEFUORE & MARKET THROUGH WHICH TO TRABE THEM IS
ESTRBEL ISHED.
6. WHAT IMPACT THIS LAW HAS ON THE AILING ECONOMY WILL DEPEND
CRUCIALLY ON THE ATTITUDE OF THE LOCAL AND REPUBLIC AUTHORITIES.
PREVIOUS LAWS - NOTRBLY ON COOPERATIVEES AMD LEABINGE — HAVE BEEN
HAMSTRUNG BY SUBSEGQUENT ACTIONM FRO CENTARAL AND RESIONAL AUTHORITIES.
UNDER THE TERME OF THIEB LAW, REPUBLICS HAVE THE POWER TO DEF INE WHAT
PROPERTY MAY NOT BE OWMNED PRIVATELY OMN THEIR TERRITORY. THEY CAn
ALSL BET LIMITE ONM THE EXTENT. OF THE OTHER FORME OF OWNERSHIP.
LITHURAMIA HAS ALREADY PASSED ITS OWN PROPERTY LAW WHICH OPENS UP
ARIVATE OWNEREHIF AS WIDELY AS IT OAN, GIVEN ALL-UNTON LEGISLATIVE
RESTRAINTE: BUT OTHER REPUBLICS RRE EQUALLY RS LIKELY TO CURB THE
OPPORTUNITIES FOR PRIVATE OWNERSHIP., AND AB ONE LEADING ECONOMIST

1Ly "REMARKED., IF A COLLECTIVE CANMOT CONTROL THE IMPUTS OF IT5

I5e OR DIGPOBE INDEPENDENTLY OF [TS FPRODUCTS, WHAT REAL
eSS THE PHRAGE "7 COLLECTIVE OWNERSHIA®' HAVE?
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