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S ., Wareaw's guarded rcsponse to Saz.,damty 3. plai:fom suggcstq
T cu'ty moderatcs will l:ry to-maintain thsll.goiicy of rwgotzatmg
Jwith i wiion at nexi Wedk '8 C’entml. Commi‘ics. aeaeton'-“
L e 'l‘ ad ST R S e SN ST v T
? 59»2‘\ AR A comnentary J.nd:he ‘party’ newspaper I’ryoww..L@a
cr"itlclzed the': program as‘excessively-broad, ‘but- 3
~"‘ to ‘dismissSsomé;of -its: pdlitical points_as: rhetoric.:% 1
i

'g;It clarmed that Poles would reject *empty” slogans". W

B implemantlngv "constructiv&‘: . solutions = -j By
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“‘c’;\zoting witn approval ] Walesa s assert:.onfhe".would‘“
3 ".r disassocxate himself.’ from*groups engage@, 4n "‘obvious ¥ «‘”f‘n ;
;;r politickinq »ithe’ commentary: remforced regune. £fotts s RS
,ew a.to portray: mte.llectuals*qand “union’ advisers--the «presume P
~authors of ‘the- politlcal planks of-the’ Solidarity plat-~ i
form--—as not beingin. “the union's maipstream"‘j -
i i M{“\c Tt _; .?f""-\‘,' = v}?’&'»’g‘_--‘\%,,‘;‘.‘.‘u:;“‘;.r' A 5 § :
‘-;;.1 w2 Some- party members "want . to restrict*future government
o tinion mnegotiations to str:.ctly economic .issues.y. 'Others Bl v SN

‘propose diluting:-the: uni~n's impact-by’ ‘establishing a_
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5 '..' ”.consultation process in-‘which ithe major interest: groups--‘l RIS SRR 5%
: wincluding ‘the. Churchj the. other, existlng parties'* and ;,‘...;'..‘; ‘*"-ej."fﬁ;,":‘,g
7 the veterans otganxzations-—would also participate. iThe St T

b ~c.ntra1 Commiittee may also be . asked o tighten‘*party{ dis—
’-'cipline by forcing menbers to ‘choose between: menbe:ship W2
z:in Solidarity and the party,&m move that would'”lcad to’ “a- .
~drastic declim in party nenborsth',. 7§ S
-,\"1 .. . ... ’:g_ - .N,\”, I _, w‘ ‘}'.’\_ o ~«':’g- \,.‘[, “ ,\‘ ! B )
e 'f“‘ !(oscov appea.rs stilL to be digesting’ tbe ‘resulu‘ s
o3 ek f‘w‘ot ‘the Solidarity congress. “and® is perchaps uuti.ng next:’
Y m“h ‘%«weck'a Polish party.’ plenum, betore ivoicing. any,’ autho:itn-'
*f“' : ’~*-tivc ‘judgmant.. TASS has:not’ ‘rer: rted itc"ipgtial charge ; =i
-.;~ 2 > that the program’ adopted. by the’ .congress was’ "counter- .- iys

~;J "‘“:ewlutionary.\ .and yesterday again confined “ftself-to. BT
\)r epeating. crit:.tci.u of Solfdarity. ‘made by Polish pubuca

ions, i It guoted. a” Poli.sh‘ weekly' ‘thatclaimed ‘both, "2

nodetatcs‘ and; "radicals® in Solidarity»ain to.seize I
) r and that-blamed the union‘- ‘boldnass on the ‘weak— i ¥
«‘f”?;t’smu.ﬂcxmu.’lud inaouuuncy .of Poush anthont.!.es f,,-
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FEAKE Puty Secreataxy muhov.'dtscnuinq prob
. . - faces in Poland, noted in July that Noscow sust deal

0 “with the qno:tiou of naumlin, *consumerisms,” and "- - ‘ .
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~resentment over thn arrogance oﬁ 50v1et offxcials o
'throughout Eastern Europe~”‘These 1ssues, he,saxd, were~4~f
complxcated in‘Poland by’ the’ catholic

i grlculture
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] i . ) s
defgstor portrayed Poland's past and* presentzu AL ]

leaders.as;rqsistlng ‘Soviet” counsel'and”said ‘that w1t out‘“_
Soviet economic: aid Poland’® would’be on'the road’ to 4

1

qg;soczal—-demoqracy.h sﬂersuggested“thatv
‘Have S, ive 1 a¥ 1ongqtime
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i0) Rusakov s remarks to 2
cials,: seem desiqned ‘toYelicit™ supportéfor ‘patient
% ‘Yandling. of :the: sltuatlon' Hlsw stress on the ' zmportance
‘“fof~50viet economlc aid.underSCOres the i risks: Moscow, Tl
,1f it‘trled ‘to. put pressure\on
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