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BITTER CORN 

!lotto !lo. 1: "Soviet Agriculture 
has achieved another great victory. In 
Kazachstan this year's crop reached 27 
million tons of grain •.• 3 million more 
than for 1975, the last of 5 years plan. 
It's important to stress the far-reaching 
sight of Agricultural Politics of our 
Government •... The success of Kazachstan 
is more significant as it happens on the 
50th anniversary of the USSR •.•. The 
victory of Kazachstan means that social­
istic system of Kolhoz - Sowhoz and the 
new type of relationship between the 
socialistic States, Kolhozes and peoples 
of USSR is higher •..• " 

Citizen M. Maximow, Commentator of 
"Novosti" October 26, 1972. 

/lotto !lo. 2: "The total strain of 
Soviets' grain balance has been disclosed 
during the past weekend, when secretary 
of Agriculture llackievi tch confirmed 
that Soviets' Agriculture has crossed 
the worst year of the present centur y. 
All observers confirm that the triumvir­
ate of Brezniev is facing the most 
serious food crises since it came to 
power .... 11 

Mr. M. Simmons, commentator of 
Financial Times, November 6, 1972. 
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On June 29, 1972 at the Hotel 
Madison in Washington, 2 delegations 
from the USSR have arrived. The first 
one was greeted with an official cor­
diality. That was Mr. Nicolay 
Patolitchev who came to sign an agree­
ment of grain purchase in the USA for 
750 million dollars during 3 years, and 
of American credit for it, to the ex ­
tent of 500 million dollars. The re­
freshments have been served and after a 
short recess Mr. Patolitchev and company 
went to the official din ner party. 

Part One, or who is the man wit'·, 
the name of Bielousov? 

'.:<obody has taken any notice of the 
2nd delegation although it has s topped 
at the same hotel and also ... but at its 
own expense had a dinner . Its leader 
was a certain Bielousov, also Nicolay 
and al~o in the business of grain. 
Though in Mosc mv Bielousov is managing 
"Bread Export," thic time (ar it wa s 
found later) hr c a 0 e on the bu • i na~s of 
importins bread. Later some specialist 
said: "Bielous ov has known American 
grain market better than any A' ~rican 
expert , " For this delayed reflex the 
American taxpayer has paid many, many 
dollars. Here is why: 

~Jhile Mr. Patoli tchev has been 
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engaged in· all the ceremonials 1dth 
finalizing the transaction (that has 
been decided long time ago) , shaking 
hands and posing for reporters, 
Bielousov was making telephone calls 

The first bell rang in a stylish 
palace in Minneapolis where Ca rgills 
Inc. is seated. The second i~ Man­
hattan's skyscraper in the offices of 
the Continental Inc. The third one -
in Argentina's business Bunge Corp., 
the fourth in Cook Inc., the fifth in 
the department of French Dreyfuss Corp. 
All these 5 corporations represent the 
cream and the dictatorship of the Amer­
ican grain market. '.lo need to add that 
all of these Bielousov's correspondents 
have known everything, or in any case 
something about the competitors. Biel­
ousov hasn't even asked for discretion. 

The grain trade in the USA is very 
mysterious; the grain companies don't 
have any Stock Exchange notations; the 
competition is unbelievably sharp and 
the success quite often depends on the 
second plane details, so there is not 
much general knowledge about the size 
of the transactions . 

Soon after the telephone calls, the 
disputes have begun. On July 1st, Mr . 
Saunders, commercial director of Cargill, 
has appeared at the Madison Hotel. The 
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Russians, above all, were interested in 
corn and barley, avoiding any talk about 
the wheat. Mr. Saunders invited Mr. 
Bielousov to dinner, after which, an­
nouncing his offer for corn and barley, 
went home. "We' 11 call you later," said 
the Russians. 

The next day, and it happened to be 
Sunday, the gentlemen from Contine~tal 
have ~ad their turn. From the beginning 
they had some superiority, because there 
was at their disposal a certain Grego~y 
Ziv, an American specialist of Russian 
origin. The guests have taken a walk 
a round Washington and incidentally have 
met Mr . Clarence Balmby since not long 
the vice-president of Continental. 
Since not long, because only on June 
6th Mr. Balmby was an advisor of • •. the 
Secretary of the Department of Agri­
culture and as such has been a chairman 
of the American delegation in dispute 
over the grain credits for the USSR . 
Because Balmby and Ziv were old friends, 
they both were very eager in helping 
Messrs. Bielousov, Kalitenko and 
Goldobenko in sight-seeing of Washing­
ton. Mr. Balmby, on this occasion, took 
a chance of showing the guests the beau­
tiful house he recently bought .. • with a 
help .•. pure luck ••. of Mr. Fribourg, 
president of Continental. 

After a busy Sunday all participants 
have moved on Monday to New York to the 
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Hilton. There everything went fast, and 
2 days later the ~iggest contract of the 
grain trade has be en signed. The USSR 
has bought, through Continental, 4 
million tons of wheat and 4-1/2 million 
tons of fodder. Mr. Fribourg and Mr. 
Bielousov toasted each other as it should 
be with grain Vodka and promised to keep 
this sweet secret as long as possible . 

When on July 6th and 7th the gentle­
nen from Dreyfus and Bunge had arrived 
in turns naturally, there has been no ' 
end to pleasantries and the Russians 
acted as if not any contract ever exi s t ed 

The same manner had heen applied to 
Mr. Saunders of Cargill . On July 10th 
he came to the Hilton in order and in 
accordance with the preliminary exchange 
of ideas, to put an offer for selling 
corn and barley. To his surprise, after 
initial cordialities, the Russians simply 
asked: "Mr., how much is it for wheat?" 

Next morning, and this was July 11th 
already, few subsequent ,,odkas honoured 
some modest million tons of wheat sold 
by S. to B. But this was not the end yet. 
The same day B. bought next million tons 
from Cook. On July 12th the Russians 
have jumped to Canada; there, they bought 
1 million tons of wheat, then returned to 
;Jew York. On July 19th Cook threw in 
another 100 tons and some newcomer, Swi r,1 
Garnas, 200 tons ... little ... but still 
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something . 

Part Two, or what is a bushel and 
how much does it cost? 

on July 12th the Russians have re­
turned to Moscow. During a few days 
they had bought for cash 7-1/2 million 
tons of wheat, and it has been done in 
such a secrecy that with the exception 
of B., nobody knew exactly or in 
approximation what kind and how big 
were the transactions. 

The whole procedure was so discrete, 
that while B. was proudly reporting to 
his Party bosses in Moscow about dis­
possessing imperialistic Americans of 
l/6th of their yearly crop, llr. Butz, the 
American Secretary of Agriculture was 
telling already anxious farmers that the 
Russians were buying mainly corn and that 
there is no need to worry about this. 

The initial galloping of grain com­
panies in so-called wheat subvention 
couldn't help Mr. Butz in this "corneous " 
predicament. 

The grain trade in America is some­
what complicated . The world's prices 
of wheat are quite often lower than the 
prices paid to the farmers, because of 
high production costs in the USA . In 
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order to dispose of the costly surplus 
the Government covers generally small 
differences and pays it to the companies 
engaged in buying grain for foreign 
customers. So it ;_,ent this time too. 
At the time of Bielousov's arrival, the 
grain merchants 1·1e re permitted to sell 
whea t at $1.63 per hushel (1 ton a 36.4 
bushels) . But because transactions were 
made in greatest secrecy in the enormous 
space of the US1\, the American agen ts of 
Dielousov were ahle to buy from disorient­
ed farmers great amounts of grain at the 
price even lm,,er than the \·lorld' s market 
prices, in any case lower than the ex­
pected subsidies. 

Consequently, when the Russians 
suddenly have returned to ·1ew York, they 
could calmly continue, broken for a 
•hile, procedure. From the Ilil ton the 

discrete calls have hegun again and surely 
on August 1st an old friend from Cargill 
has appeared ... in order to sell the next 
million, then Dreyfus ~-d next 1-1/2 
million, and Cook thr~· i n only 300,000 
tons. In short, during 3 days of August 
the Russians have bought a further~ 
million tons of American 1-1heat. This, 
plus the previous transactions made about 
11 million tons and represented not l/6th 
but l/4th of honest Anerican farmers' 
crop. And all for $1.63 per bushel. 
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Part Three, or who is Mr. Smith? 

All this would have been going on 
and on if not for a certain ?1r . Smith . 
The first sign of him had been noted 
already in mid-July when some mysterious 
voice of excellent English accent sounded 
in the telephone of Baking tlews in 
Kansas City . "Gentlemen, I am offering 
you for nothing a real bombshell . The 
Russians in secrecy are buying fantastic 
amounts of wheat: . To start with, 5 
million tons - making fools of farmers . " 
The editor, Mr. Sosland, a serious man, 
knocked himself i n the forehead, said -
"Nuts!" - and put down the receiver . 
Smith didn't give up , calling every day 
wi th new claims; finally introduced him­
self as a correspondent of the Financial 
Time s from London . Then, Mr . Sosland has 
decided to investigate. He made a call 
to London but nobody over there has ever 
heard about a c orrespondent named Smith . 
But people in the Times have known a 
certain Woivoski who has been popular as 
a grain expert from East Germany . 

1'7ell, this \'loivoski, being very 
interested. in the Russians' buyings, was 
transmitting (for nothing) to the Times 
the same information as tlr. Smith in the 
USA. He, even, had warned the Times that 
Baking News of Kansas City already knew 
about all and that it would be just 
shameful to let the small provincial 
paper in the USA to be the first in the 
news. 
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Then Sosland began real checking. 
Everything has fitted perfectly. The 
Russians were indeed back in New York and 
buying has reached, in fact , enormous 
amounts. 

On August 2nd the bomb planted by 
Smi th-lvoivoski b lew off. Bal,ing I!ews has 
screamed: "Russians are buying and the 
farmers pay." In one day the pcice of 
a bushel went up 8 cents, in a week it 
had jumped to o ver 2 dollars . Then the 
Department of Agricu lture woke up. Two 
dollars a bushel means that the subsidy 
must go to 40 c ent s a bushel and this 
definitely is t oo much, muc h too much • • . 
even the USA Government can't afford it . 
The Department of Agriculture has announc­
ed that enough is enough and this is the 
last week of subsidies . 

This week 1·1as not only the last but 
also the blackest. As it should be ex­
pected in this week when the subsidies 
were 47 cents, the grain merchants bought 
for the Russians (or said that they bought) 
unbelievable amounts of bushels. Trifle , 
indeed .. . the amount of bushels was 232 
million and subsidy as it's easy to cal­
culate - no more, no less than 128 million 
dollars. 

The matter is very simple . Only the 
go-between people knew about the Russians' 
appetite and have been buying in secrecy, 
without creating any panic, at very low 
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prices. When the official 
they applied for subsidy. 
well known. 

price went up 
The rest is 

Part Four, or from \•lashing ton to 
yesteryear Poland . 

The queerest thing is that the 
Russian appetite for American wheat did 
not surprise the Department of Ag~icul­
ture in Washington . Before the visit 
of Bielousov, the agricultural attache 
of the USA Embassy in Moscow had sent 
a reliahle prognostic report about the 
catastrophic crops in Russia . It_has 
been evident that the grain deficit of 
USSR in 1972 was going to be about 30 
million tons, that this was to be one 
year in a hundred of years, and that 
the catastrophy was enlarged by bureau­
cratic immobility of Soviet's system. 

Even to Mr . Butz it should have been 

clear that: 

Firstly, and this is_an economic 
conclusion, that in the situation of . 
permanent imbalance of food. supply tins 
gargantuan dificit is menacing every­
thing: supply, prices, horticulture 
and the whole economic plan. 

Secondly, and this is a political 
conclusion, the Kremlin would do everything 
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to avoid catastrophy hecause economic 
crisis (rememher Khrushchev in 1964?) 
might be the end of the ruling team and 
Brezniev doesn't like it; that Russians 
must find the grain somewhere and in 
order to get it they are ready to pay a 
very high price in western currency and 
in political concessions . 

But, for the reasons unknown and 
never understood, the American Department 
of Agriculture decided to treat this 
report as top secret and has locked it 
deep in the safe. 

In effect, a small group of Russian 
specialists could, in the utmost secrecy, 
buy l/4th of the annual production of 
American wheat, and to blow up the system 
of subsidies to farmers. American tax­
payer must pay twice more for Brezniev's 
sowing in Ukraine and harvesting in Ohio; 
this is because the USA Government has 
paid additional millions of dollars to 
the deal and also hecause in consequent 
shortage of supplies the prices of wheat, 
flour and its products will go higher; 
thirty biggest bakeries already have 
started screaming. 

According to certain theory that was 
known among the merchants of yesteryear 
Poland, hefore, the Russians had exper­
ience and Americans had wheat, but the 
Americans now have experience and Russians 
have their flour. 
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Part Five, or how the FBI wastes 
its time. 

Because the FBI doesn't know Polish 
merchants of the old days and doesn't 
have their sense of humor, it began to 
look closer at the circumstances of the 
grain "Bonanza." Six teams investigate 
the backstage of the operation that had 
resulted in the American taxpayer paying 
high price for the 0read on Russians' 
tables . 

The process is not simple. Bvery­
body seems to re embarrassed . ~he 
Department of Agriculture has difficul­
t i es in explaining top secrecy of the 
report of the Ar'lerican Embassy in Moscow 
about the catastrophy of leading Kolhoz­
Sowhoz system; it can't also convincingly 
explain how a fe•·1 weeks before opening 
secret grain talks, 2 high ranking offi­
cials of the Department have resigned and 
moved . .• to grain companies, strangely, to 
the same companies which later made the 
gigantic transactions with the Russians . 
These 2 officials have known the needs 
and trou'c les of the USSR, not to mention 
that they were participating in inter­
national talks in Moscow. 

SnoO?Y FBI is interested also in the 

12 

"hlack August week" when the Department 
of Agriculture had blocked the subsidies 
but has given enough time to conclude th~ 
rest of record sized business and record 
sized losses of the ~ation. 

Well, 1.t appears (to me) that the 
FBI is wasting its valua0le time. This 
is not the Job for the Police, because 
this 1.s. a matter of Poli ties. The USA 
Government simply recognized that an 
ally 1.s 1.n trouble and Russians should 
have been helped . 

Pa r t Six, or Mr . Hammer and "Donna 
Zarate." 

I' .1 ,:-s,;ly, the crisis in Russia wouldn't 
be beneficial to America . Brezniev has 
given so many examples of good will and 
loyal cooperation with the USA, that it 
would be reckless on the part of Nixon to 
put his life in jeopardy. Enough to men­
tion the quiet and radical departure from 
~gypt, mediating (with discrete persuasion) 
1.n contacts with N. Vietnam, and the peace 
on the front of world's revolution ...• 

Secondly, after the death of Jalta 
as a consequence of independence gained' 
by China and Japan, and in the face of 
the impudent emancipation and richness of 
the European Community, it is important 
to close the ranks of super powers. 
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In connection with this, we should­
not be surprised that in l·/ashington and 
in Moscow they talk in similar language 
about the European Economic Community 
and about Japan. Love is blooming. 
Gromyko, since the days of Khruschev, 
became the first eastern politician to 
be invited to stay in Camp David - the 
president's boudoir. At the peak of the 
election campaign, the Russians press ex­
plicitly indicated its feelings and quite 
sharply has attacked •...• McGovern. Even 
Angela Davis, who at that time was visit­
ing Russia, has been kept quiet; some 
parts of her publication about the 
victory of communism in USA have been 
censored. 

Thirdly, it is worth while to pay 
for good argument in election time. The 
voice of "International Sionism" has 
something to say in the USA, and it just 
has happened that in the after "grain" 
era, Russians began permitting Jewish 
hostages to immigrate in little larger 
numbers and without paying monetary 
tribute. 

Fourthly, what does it matter to 
lose a trifle few millions if at stake 
are tens of billions? "Siberia is call­
ing you." is the new slogan that makes 
the American businessman thrill with 
greed. New "Gold rush" pushes the Ameri­
cans to the new treasures of Siberia. The 
time is coming where we'll be having new 
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"Westerns " , the saloons will be back, 
only the sheriffs will be from . •• KGB. 

Mr. Armand Hammer, who as a young 
man had known Lenin and in the twenties 
helped to organize Soviet··American trade, 
presently returned to Moscow as a mil­
lionaire and president of Occidental 
Petroleum. 

He is preparing a kind of business 
with the successors of Lenin that it paid 
him to make a gift to Ermitage Museum of 
the portrait of Donna Antonia Zarate by 
Goya. "Fr!lli tage doesn't · .ave any Goya' s 
work, it can't be." said Mr. HaJl\ffier, and 
added that he just bought one for 1/2 
price, only for 1 million dollars . 

I am asl: ing you? If it pays to Mr . 
Hammer to make a modest gift of 1 million 
dollars, wouldn't i t pay the USA Govern­
ment to make a gift of much, much larger 
value? 

Nothing strange then ,. that while on 
1-lovember 7 th in Moscow a nd in Washington 
c hampaign cork·: were popping off, it 
hasn't been clear whether Bre zniev was 
celebrating Nixon's victory or Nixon was 
celebrating the anniversary of the great 
socialistic November revolution. 

One moral: Becau,:,e , my dear people, 
Sociali ~m makes o ne rich . Even the 
Capitalist . 
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

"The white nights in Helsinki are 
intoxication •.•.•. ". 

Helsinki, the capital of Finland, 
lies in a subarctic region where summer 
nights are short. This phenomenon cre­
ates an atmosphere of mystic charm that 
has probably suggested to the author the 
title of his article. 

What you are about to read had been 
written in August 1973, one month after 
conclusion of the European Peace Confer­
ence at Helsinki. No doubt you have been 
well informed about it by the news media. 
Yet, was this conference like a bright sun­
ray shining through the clouded skies of 
the World's affairs and showing the road to 
a real peace? Or, was it another game on 
the chessboard of high politics. 

The author gives us a very detailed 
v iew of the background, intricacies, con­
duct and consequences of this political 
event. 

The article has a number of terms, 
historic facts and names. Some, a r e ader 
might not be familiar with or might have 
forgotten, are collected and explained on 
the last page in the numerical index. 

C.J. 



WHITE NIGHTS IN HELSINKI 

I. Motto: 

"FROM CHASE MANHATTAN SQUARE NO. 1 
TO KARL MARX SQUARE NO. 1, IT'S WE, IT'S 
COMMON SENSE IN ENTANGLED NEGOTIATIONS 
BETWEEN EAST AND WEST. OUR ADDRESS IN 
MOSCOW: METROPOL HOTEL, ROOM NO. 227, 
TEL. 225-6227." 

( From adverti sement of Cha s e Man ­
hattan Bank in Angio - Saxon pres s. ) 

II. Prolog: 

In 1848, Karl Marx, economist, by the 
joint effort of Prussian and French police, 
was forced to leave the continent. He 
went to England, in those days the largest 
center of capitalistic world. The secret 
agent of Prussian KGB describes the kennel 
in Soho at Dean Street where Marx had lived 
with his wife, three children and a seldom 
paid woman-servant: "Marx lives in the 
worst and cheapest quarters of London. He 
occupies two rooms ... there is no single 
piece of respectable furniture in there ... 
in the middle stands an old-fashioned table 
covered with oil-cloth ... on it, the manu­
scripts, books, newspapers mixed with 
children's toys .... ". But the Prussian 
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agent didn't know that o n this oi l -cloth 
Marx had written Capital . 

On e hundred twenty five years l ater, 
Leonid Brezhnev, head of the Empire ~hat 
supposedly real ized the ideas in Cap~tai 
c reat ed on London's oil-cloth, went also 
t o the c e nter of capitalistic world . He 
wen t no t because of the police, but b e ­
cau se o f politics, sta yed not ~n t h e 
kennel, but in comfortable re~ i dences in 
the mount ains and at the seaside of the 
president s of t he U.S:A· As a_result of 
this visit, Brezhnev is not goin~ to , 
write a new CapitaZ ; rather, he is t ak i ng 
advantage of t he old one. And all u nder 
the startled face of Marx who had never 
dreamt of such outcome but who mu st watch 
it from his portrait that is alway~ 
placed first, always on the left side, 
followed by the portraits of the actual 
revolution's leaders . 1 

III. The second fir s t sec retary : 

Although it has been Brezhnev ' s first 
voyage across the ocean, it has a~ready 
been the second secr etary of Russian Com­
munist party off i cially visiting the U.S.A . 
Fourteen years earlier, Nikita Khrushchev 
had invaded the U.S.A . There wer e some 
s imi l arities : Nationa l anthems w~re the 
same, also t he distinct ions a nd diplomas 
f or l aur eat es of Le nin' s peace reward , 
granted the d ay bef o r e t he d eparture, the 
sad f ace of Gr omyko, and t he men u o f the 
o f fic ial suppe r (caviar , salmon , borshch , 
crabs , ice cream , etc . ) . The r e st wa s 
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entirely different. 

It is worthwhile to look closer a t 
the differences; the y, better than a hundred 
comments and declarations, define the me an­
ing of the event . 

When Khrushchev was landing in Washing­
ton, to the "Silent Majority" of Americans, 
bolshevik meant something between the devil 
and Al Capone, most often - both at the 
same time. It wasn't incidental that 
Khrushchev , at the r ecept i on organized 
by the cream of American industry in an 
exquisite New York club, began his address 
thus: "It is not strange that when a 
communist appears in front of you, you want 
to pull his tail and check whether he ha s 
horns." Besides, during his 13 days sta y 
in the U. S . A. , Khrushchev, the non-believer, 
had used the name of God 40 times - not in 
vain, but on the contrary, in order to 
dispose of that devil's mark. 

Brezhnev , compared with Khrushchev, i s 
a real gentleman . In Blair House (the 
residence of the crowned guests) h e fee ls 
a t home like in the Kremlin; he wears well­
made suits, not the Ukranian shirts, he 
s hows the golden studs and diamond pins in 
h i s tie s , he drinks champagne, not a n ordi n­
a ry vodka, and when he spills it, over wh e lmed 
with emotion, he discreetly excuses himself . 
Truly, he permanently wears 2 golden stars 
i n t h e flap of his jacke t and he g r e e ts the 
onlookers with both hands like a boxer, but 
this doesn't surprise anybody in the U.S. A. 
Only once he exaggerated and that happened 
when in San Clemente he jumped into the 
arms of 2 meters tall actor from p opu l a r 
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westerns, but as th~s was in C~lifornia,
11 

where the governor is also an e x -gunman 
f rom the we ste rn s , nobody has be e n alar:med, 
esp e cially as Brezhnev, cont r a r y to t he 
g e ner a l fea r , ha d no des i re to kiss the 
a c t o r but only to g i ve him a hug . 

Khrushchev, in 1959, had mad e r eal 
Tour de U.S.A. He wa s in sev7ra l stat7s, 
i n t owns and in the country, in fac t ories 
a nd universities, g~oped hens and s own 
corn · he wen t to the film stu,:ic in Ho lly­
wood, where he hadn't jumped into any body ' s 
arms but, o n the contrary, he had p l ayed 
he ll with o n e of the direct ors and had 
been shocked by the can-can dance perform­
ed b y the girls, among them if I remember 
well, the most exquisite dessous _had been 
shown by my favorite actress, Shir ley 
McLain , o f l ate a maoist. 

He ll! Never mind the "de rrie r s " of 
the actr e sse s! 

Khru shchev h adn' t he sita t ed t o stand 
in front of t he Nationa l Press Cl ub taking 
up the heaviest gaunt l et ever thr own by a 
group of ext raoid inary j ackals of the 
press. But Nikita had manage d , though 
there wa sn't any l a ck of q u e stio n s. For 
example , "And w~at _were you ~o in~

0
whi l e 

St alin was committ i ng h is c rime s . 

Brezhnev had seen the u .s.A . only 
d u ring 20 minute s from a he licopter . 
Mainly the wi l derness o f the Gr~nd Canyon 
a nd h e had b e e n upset that peopLe may v e ge­
tate in such a t e rrain. Besides this, he 
limited himsel f to tfie acquaintance of sever· . 
a l sco res of statesmen, senators and indus-
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trialists and of 175 guests at the reception 
at Nixon's San Clemente. It's not too 
many for 220 million Americans. The work­
ing class, howling of exploitation and 
poverty, Brezhnev had reached only through 
TV, if, of course, they had any. 

Khrushchev in 1959 had s e nt to skir­
mish a magnificent ambassador: the first 
"Lunik" chirping from the moon. Visiting 
a preserve factory Nikita could calmly 
kill his hosts: "So it is, you are lead­
ing in the production of sausages, but we 
are first on the moon". 

Brezhnev had sent his skirmishers to 
buy the grain and arrived in the U. S . A. , 
not only after the fiasco of "Salute" (one 
firing - 500 million dollars) , but at the 
time when 3 Americans were having a good 
time exercizing in the Skylab. And pro­
duction of sausages still was growing ••.. 

But all of this you may say, belongs 
today to folklore. You are right - in 1973 
the real thing is somewhere else. 

Khrushchev in the U.S . A. without a 
smile had foretold: "I am sure that com­
munism is going to win because it is a 
system that guarantees freedom and assures 
the development of mankind . Beware, hurry 
up, someday we'll say to you 'Good bye ', 
our train is going fast, leaving you behind. 
But don't worry, we shall be ready to give 
you our fatherly help." 

Brezhnev came in order to catch up 
with the American train and not t o g i ve , 
but to ask for help. 
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Khrushchev was warning with a m~st 
serious f ace , "And what will happen if,, 
west Germany causes the new world wa r. 

Brezhnev ar r ived almost str~ight 
from Bonn where he hadn't talked . about 
the war wi t h Germany, but h ad sa i d to 
his friend Brandt in farewell: Auf 
wiedersehen in the o riginal German 
language. 

To die f o r Paris? ! 

The ba l ance of the visit was impos ­
ing all records of signing up the agree­
ments have been beaten. Brezhnev Look 9 
big agreements, not to count ~ome o f the 
small stuff, one Lincoln Continental ( what 
is he doing with s o many c ars? ) ; a shot­
gun with ornaments of Amer i can eagle, the 
Russian bear and the initia ls L . B., made 
specially for him; and · a golf cart (o,, e 
thing he hasn ' t had yet) . The success was 
s o astounding that some people made~ par­
o dy o f General Motors director's maxim: 
"What is good for Russia, is goo~ for the 
u.s . A." , and others reflected: 1s Russia 
becoming the 52nd state of the u.s.A., _or 
is Nixon preparing for himself t he_posi­
tion of vice- secretary of the Russian 
communist party , after leaving the White 
House." Luckily, those malicious talks 
of some envious persons haven 't inter­
ferred with both gentlemen's o fficial 
proclamation of the end of the ~old war 
and wi th the cou nting of the gains. 

For the U.S.A . : The end , or a longer 
break in Soviet dreams of the world ' s re­
volution, mediatorship of u.s.s.R. in br i ng -
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ing peace to Vietnam, departure from 
Egypt , peace . in Cuba, withdrawal from 
penetration in Latin America, eventual 
profitable access to Siberian sources of 
energy meaning a decrease of "1.e pendency 
on Arabian monopoly in the face of the 
world's energy crisis. 

For the U.S . S . R. : Deliverance from 
the grain troubles, peace on the western 
flank and a free hand on China's border, 
acceptance of Brezhnev doctrine in Eastern 
Europe, progressive process of reduction 
of American forces in Western Europe or 
perspective of finlandization, 2 and abov e 
all, the technology badly needed to coun­
teract consumptive pressures ins ide the 
U.S.S . R. 

In the Kremlin Brezhnev, as white 
dove wi th the list of purchases instead of 
olive branch in its bill, has caused 
Harriman "blood sucker, part owner of 
Gruzzia's manganese mine in the twenties" 
to become "activ e partner of economic co­
operation of the twenties". Famous Senator 
Jackson, who defends Russian Jews "Agent of 
Sion and of military-industrial Boeing in 
Seattle," became only a Sionist because at 
that time the vice-president o f Boeing was 
in Moscow preparing a sale o f a few "Jumbo 
74 7s" . for the Kreml i n. 

To the rest o f t h e world , like to a 
betrayed hus band, all b e gan to unvei l . 
Western Europe aga in woke up too late . 
One couldn't have been s ure what to admire 
mor 7: naivette o r bungling, but the re­
a c tion has been typ ical . 
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First, despicable silence, then sudden 
dazzlement. Cries "New Yalta,"3 conspir­
acy of super powers, again replaced the 
joint action; this super kick in the pants 
::ouldn' t weaken nationalistic barriers a •1t1 
divisions simply ridiculous on the back­
ground of romance in the boudoirs of San 
Clemente. Indeed, there were some attempt s 
to cover up this truth like the loss of vir­
ginity. Radio Fran~e-Inter, during 2 days 
at the end of July (that means already af­
ter Californian defloration), broadcasted 
live from Moscow such a beautiful picture 
of U.S.S.R., that the French people ought 
to go in masses behind the Ural, or at least 
to trust Mr. Marchais, boss of the French 
communist party, with the presidency. Even 
Mr . Edgar Faure, after returning from Mos­
cow, had announced that nothing changed in 
the feelings of the U.S.S.R. toward France, 
that Mr. Brezhnev desires free excha nges of 
people and ideas and though he demands the 
sovereignty of his country, this for the 
average Frenchman is entirely understandable. 

These aberrations - as well as a c on­
sequent impotency of a reasonable counter­
action on a European scale, made it possible 
that, only after some time elapsed, the 
truth came to light, that history repeats 
itself and that as the French in 1939 didn't 
like to die for Danzig, so presently the 
Americans seem to lose the wil+ of dying f or 
Paris, risking New York for Hamburg or Berlii 
not to mention Prague. Brezhnev had been 
assuring Pompidou that agreement in pre­
vention of nuclear war means a new stage in 
the world's history, but we, after all, know 
what could have been possible to do in 
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vietnam, in the Middle East . 
in Czechoslovakia_ with t' in Hungary and 
lest hint about using atou_ even the smal-

omic warfare. 

But it had been too late Th 
gagement party was over Sad· teen-

~~~o~~~~st~::n~~~dt~~i~~;~pi~~;e~h=r~.S.A. 

IV . From Brezhnev to Freud. 

toxic!~~n;~i~~tn~;~t~
0

i~
1
1els}nki are in-

~~~a;~; ~~eF~!l=~~-c;:r~~ ~ft~~ :~::r;~• 
at 5 a . m. he appea~ed at ~hsecond of July 
Finnish Foreign Affairs Off7 gate of the 
;~7re patiently until the g~~!; o;!n!Jood 
ow1~;r~~gt~7sthe Sca~dinavian frost. But, 
to be the f' otperation, Gromyko was able 

irs one on the list of k 
at the conference of 35 f . spea ers 
on • oreign ministers 
is ~~~u~ity and cooperation of Europe. It 

nown why Gromyko was . h 
because he had noth· in sue a hurry 
posed some old ing new to say. He pro-
of Honor· . well-~nown international Code 
of said ~o~~t~ei~!v~~ffer~nce t~at _the author 
honer d G in is principles of 
serio~s~n romyko, of course, didn't take 
sovereig~tih~fa~~~hr~~isms 0 ~ respecting the 
for freedom of w -~- er nations, of respect 
etc . , ri ing, of family reunions, 

Ye t ;~~e~~ b 7haved in similar fashion. 
cas ion f im it_has been an excellent oc­

or showing an independent way of 
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thinking, as usually Kissinger was doing 
the thinking for him. But Rogers didn't 
take advantage of this occasion (with the 
exception of the e p iiog , but about that 
i n a mi nu te ) . He was the last to talk, 
but he grasped that it would create some 
unpleasant comments and suspicions of 
previous staging ( Gr omy ko o pe n s, Rogers 
cioses) so he surrendered his turn on 
behalf of the Vatican. 

Impartial observers say that Rogers 
too need not have talked, that his speech 
was surprisingly similar to Gromyko's, 
that strange changes of text that had been 
distributed beforehand, had taken place. 
Namely, the following has been cancelled: 
"The problems of European security and 
cooperation cannot be handled by the U.S.A. 
and the U.S.S.R. only." Later Rogers had 
announced that he threw it out of the 
spoken text because of modesty, as talking 
about the U.S.A. and U.S.S.R. handling the 
problems of other nations, is just absurd. 
The others said that the "handling" was so 
obvious that there was no need to talk 
about it and that Rogers did right cancel­
ling it. 

I don't know who is right, but I would 
assign to a psychoanalist the following 
sce ne: Rogers talks: "The agreement of 
Nixon-Brezhnev" - he says - "is an impor­
tant point in the history of American­
Sov iet relations and it should strengthen 
the security o f Europe ..•• " And after a 
while, looking in the text: " ... also". 
Nothing strange then, that Gromyko up to 
the end of the conference didn't try to hide 
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his yawning. Let us say, to justify his 
behavior, that the meeting in Helsinki 
had occurred for the U.S.S.R. too early, 
or rather, too late. The idea of such 
a meeting is pretty old. Already citizen 
Lenin •.•..• but in fact, it had started in 
1954 when well-known intercessor of peace 
Molotov, at the conference in Berlin, had 
proposed completely unrealistic treaty of 
"collective security in Europe". A year 
later Bulganin had repeated it in Geneve, 
of course, without attaching any weight to 
it. Because the others didn't care too, 
the invention had rested in the drawers 
waiting for better times. It had waited 
10 years. 

By then, the idea had hardly been re­
vised, it became necessary to break the 
romance and to secure in 1968 the collec­
tive and individual "freedom" of Czechs and 
Slovaks. And in March 1969, in Budapest, 
the communist summit, in seeking for the 
duster to wipe out the traces of the in­
vasion from the face of Europe, had return­
ed to the idea of Molotov. In addition, 
to make it more spicy, the chairman of this 
conference had been Dubcek.4 Never mind 
the continuation. It's full of funny dis­
putes between the Warsaw pact and NATO to 
the extent of comic scenes like, for example, 
sitting for several months on the luggage of 
Mr. Brosio, ex-secretary of NATO and his 
waiting in vain for the visa to the U. S . S.R . 
•..•.. on the business of talks about the 
European conference. But, such v isa had 
been given straight to Mr. Kissinger, who 
in Sept. 1972, went to Moscow and establish­
ed with Brezhnev almost instantly, b e tween 
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ice cream and mocca, the date and terms of 
the meeting in Helsinki and in Vienna. 

Exactly as in the meetings of Communist 
partb of the U.S.S.R. 

I suppose, that if they could, Mr. 
Nixon and Mr. Brezhnev would have prefer­
red to avoid the conference in Helsinki and 
to continue handling all matters face to 
face (after all, their cooperation had 
reached the point of using only o ne inter ­
pretor, Sukhodrev, from Moscow). But it 
was too late. Brezhnev's prestige had 
been tie] up with European conference; he 
had been forced to carry on the business 
to its end, though looking realistically 
there wasn't much to do. 

Firstly - security. Let us be serious. 
After ending of the OST POL IT IC of 
Brandt,5 after signing up the agreeme nts in 
Moscow and Warsaw, after silencing the 
quarrel with Prague, recognition of Ge r­
many's division and opening the door for East 
Germany to the U. N.O., Molotov's program, 18 
years old, had been completed with great 
surplus. Even if the West had wanted, it 
couldn't do anything with regards to the 
western boundary of Russian Empire. And if 
talking about the matters really important, 
the ones that are measured in megatons, the 
presence of Monaco, San Marino, or even the 
Vati:an (and how many divisions has the Pope ? 
Stal"n used to ask), do not bring much. The 
real questions are settled down somewhere 
else. No, not in Vienna, as some believe, 
with_Romania's or Belgium's participating, 
but in Geneve, or who knows where, in the 
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second round of SALT in the matter of 
nuclear future, between the two, two .... 

Secondly, the economic cooperation. 
Funny question. Has anybody ever seen 
the serious matters handled with 33 wit­
nesses? Has Messrs. Hammer (this one who 
already with Lenin), Rockefeller, Beitz 
and others waited for Helsinki in order 
to open their offices at Karl Marx Square 
in Moscow? 

Adding up, the mob in marble clinic 
called "Finlandia House" at Helsinki re­
minded Gromyko not of any serious perfor­
mance but of just another common session 
of the UNO, common meeting of communist 
party of Russia in the Kremlin, or another 
solemn and dull committee with 35 speeches 
on the agenda. 

Shall Amalrik 6 be alive in l984? 

Of course, from time to time, some 
moments of liveliness and impatience had 
occurred. For example, when lead in a row, 
the ministers of the Peoples Democracies 
torpedoed the free exchange of ideas 
and information - in the name of social­
ism's purity; they see this free exchange 
as a cover for smuggling of propaganda 
and information. Douglas Home had dreamed 
about buying for himself, at Victoria Sta­
tion in London, a ticket and about going to 
any place of his choice without a passport; 
Dan had wished to buy any western papers in 
Moscow; Norwegian to discuss openly world­
wide on TV; Shell to allow the dispersed fam­
~lies to be joined; and such like nonsense. 
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All this couldn't disturb the harmony 
of Moscow. At the same time when the min­
isters in Helsinki smoked cigars and babbled 
about creative and other kinds of freedom, 
in Moscow, another three years of concen­
tration camp had been given to Amalrik. As 
to this , one may have doubts whether he 
himself or the u . s . S . R. "shall live up to 
1984". Three English films had been thrown 
out of the film festival, and the foreign 
minister Gromyko despicably, without a word 
of explanation, had been returning the list 
of 31 largest westerh publishers asking 
permission for their correspondents to ob­
serve upcoming process of Yakir. Moreover, 
the peaceful harmony of Moscow had been 
undisturbed because the methods of KGB are 
doing fine behind the capital of so~ ialists 
republics. Finland, democratic and s over­
eign country, on demand of Gromyko and 
under the noses of his 34 partners at 
Helsinki's conference, had arrested 9 
Americans of baltic descent; they arrived 
in Helsinki to remind that in the count ries 
of their father7 something had happened 30 
years ago ••••• . , nay, more. The Indepen­
dent Finnish Navy had caught a Lithuanian 
refugee who quietly sailed in a rubber 
dinghy to his family in East Germany {unit­
ing the separated families - paragraph such 
and such from Helsinki). At the time of 
writing these wor ds it isn't known whether 
the refugee had managed to avoid his trans­
fer to Moscow, which act is provided by the 
agr eement of sovereign Finland with u.s . s . R. ; 
if ~e'll be transferred then with all pro­
bability he'll meet some Kudirko, Lithuan­
ian sailor too, who a few years ago had been 
delivered to Moscow by mistake, of course, 
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by the American Navy and who is dying 
away in some Siberian camp. 

In Oslo, capital of Norway, at the 
end of July, the world Cong~ess of psycho­
therapy had gathered. In the name of 
apolitical cleanliness of science and in 
order not to offend the delicate feelings 
of the Soviet delegation, Congress author­
ities had refused to put on the agenda the 
question of Russian psychiatry that serves 
to liquidate political opponents and to 
change the lunatic asylums into jails for 
the intellectuals. 

The loudest comment of the conference 
in Helsinki sounded from East Berlin in 
the last day of the 35 ministers' deliber­
ations; "Grepos"S machinegunned 3 Germans 
who had taken the Helsinki conference 
seriously and had desired to take advan­
tage of several freedoms at one time; 
freedom of choice to live in another place, 
o f political struc •~re, and of uniting with 
their families. 

V. Epilog. 

Shell9 was right when, in Finnish 
marathon of oratory, he shouted "ceterum 
censeo . .. ",10 reminding of a famous sen­
tence of Talleyrandll about the partici­
pants of Congress in Vienna: "Too cowardly 
to fight and too stupid to come to an under­
standing." But he hadn't been right if he 
had thought that such learned analogies 
might bring something positive. It is 
because Americans and Russians came t o an 
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agreement in San Clemente not for the 
reason of breaking it down in Helsinki. 
That's why Rogers went straight from 
Helsinki to Prague. I, myself, had 
been shocked by this coincidence but, 
after emotion (that shouldn't have 
taken place in politics) had died, I 
c oncluded that this step had been com­
p letely logical. 

American in Prague 

Of course, this voyage has some 
suspicious characteristics. It's dif­
ficult, for example, to avoid an im­
pression that Rogers went to Prague on the 
suggestion of Brezhnev, in order to def­
initely wipe out of the partner's records 
the unpleasant memories of invasion (it 
happened that this voyage took place on 
the day before its 5th anniversary) and 
it appeared that in this manner one is 
giving the international certificate of 
morality to the occupational and col­
laborational forces in Prague. 

It's difficult too to find convincing 
ground for the fact that this was the 
ausgerechnet l2 American Foreign Affairs 
Minister, the first leader of Western 
diplomacy to visit Prague since the time 
of the invasion and in general the first 
U.S.A. Secretary of State since the war. 

Moreover, Rogers went to Prague two 
weeks after Zarniatin, advocate of Brezhnev, 
has announced in Washington that the agree­
ment of the U.S.A. and U.S.S.R. in no way 
changes the duty of Moscow to defend 
socialism in the communist peoples repub-
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lie~, and, three days later, Safinski, 
assistant of Gromyko, had s tated in 
Helsinki that the r e wa sn 't any invas ion 
but only the cry of author it i es (wha t 
k ind? ) o f Pragu e f or saving social i sm 
(from whom?) and that in t h e domai n of 
relati o ns between U.S . S,R. a nd i t s par t ­
ners the conference in Hels inki cannot 
change anything. 

Is it pos s ible that Rogers went to 
Pr ague wi t hout any knowledge of th8se 
a nnouncements? No? Quite the contrary? 
He went t here because the u.s.A agrees 
with them. Privat ely, Rogers had been 
trying to jusb.fy his behavior by expl ain­
ing that it had been in accord with Con ­
gress' orders to keep relations with all 
na t ions, wh i ch doesn ' t mean the sympathy 
for t heir systems . WPll, if thi s is so 
why didn't Rogers go first l y to Havana.'..? 

Al l reser va t ions o f mora l nature don't 
ma ke any s ense because i n p o litics there is 
no need for seeking a ny moral grounds. The 
U. S . A . and o t her we s tern nations don ' t give 
a damn for democracy of the East. The West 
wants two th i ngs - peace a nd busines s . It 
i s inter ested not in d emocracy or in mar x ­
i s m of Brez hnev o r Hussackl3 but in their 
p ayabi l ity. Importa n t is not t h e indepen­
dence o f Hus sack 's government , but the peace 
i n Czechoslovaki a . For, i s n 't the propa­
ga tion of f r eedom and democra c y e qua l t o 
p l a y i ng wi th f ire? Or, could Hungaria n re ­
volutio n o f 1956, spr ing of Pragu e of 196 3 , 
"incidents" in Poland in 1970, b e rec oncil­
iated with securi t y of Europe ? 

The West knows that these k ind of 
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plays may end pretty badly. On the other 
hand, the West know~ too, that threats and 
roaring of Brezhnev and his followers in 
socialistic nations about ideological war 
don't make any sense, that in fact, contrary, 
the East will do anything to avoid this 
kind of war because i t's not in a position 
of undertaking any, absolutely any ideo­
logical confrontation with the West. That's 
why all censures, barriers , concealments 
from socialistic citizen of grain purchase 
in the U.S.A . , of butter in the Eastern 
Common Market and of catastrophy of the 
TU-144 in Paris; that's why the jails and 
concentration camps, difficulties in ob­
taining a passport, silencing of the radio, 
and shooting at the Berlin wall a t the in­
auguration of the youth festival and in the 
day of Ulbricht'sl4 death, as this was a 
mos t magnificent salute to a man who per­
fectly personified the virtues of the 
Soviet man. 

Phoenicization lS of the world. 

Once upon a time the U.S.A. had been 
the protector of the world's freedom. Don 't 
laugh. This is true. Even, when at the 
beginning of the twentieth century the U.S.A. 
had taken a position of a voracious imper­
ialist, some traces of this noble mission 
had been left. After all, didn't the U.S.A. 
belong to the loyal camp of decolonization 
of Africa?: Didn't UNRRA exist on 
American money; didn't the Marshall Plan 
save Western Europe? All of this ended. 
Now, not only Hungary and Cambodia, but 
nobody should count on the U.S.A., because 
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presently what prevails is realism, not 
sac-realism yet, but already "real politic". 

_of course the U.S.A. has no monopoly 
on zigzags and abandoning friends . u . s.s . R. 
too, in this area has a history, a short 
one but very rich. In Rapallol6 with the 
Germans against France and England, then 
with France and England against Hitler 
with Hitler, against Poland, France and 
England, with the U.S.A. and England against 
Hitler, with China against the u , S . A , , with 
U.S.A. against China, at every turn a 
different ally. 

. Harold Nicolson in 1954 had published 
his lectures in Oxford on the subject of 
the methods of diplomacy. Asked why he 
didn't mention anything about the Russian 
diplomacy , Nicolson answered: "This is no 
d iplomacy, this is something different." 

This "something different" has caused 
that_the world enters the period of phoenic­
ization, where ideologists are replaced by 
merchants, a period which for motto and 
program has only one sentence of Rogers in 
Helsinki: "We represent 75% of all the 
world's wealth and 85% of its armaments." 

All the western nations sigh to the 
freedom and rights of mankind cannot be 
compared with the strength of the expression 
?f s?me Japanese, who at the news of peace 
in Vietnam, shouted with immense joy; "Now, 
we' ll have some trade going on." 
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VI. Moral, or, there is nobody to pray to. 

The u.s.s.R. is presently displaying 
this dilemma: Cold war, or relaxation -
model San Clemente 1973. This is a false 
dilemma and just common blackmail. Among 
other characteristics, it brands everyone 
who thinks differently than PRAVDA as 
warmonger and antisoviet; alas .! This 
different thinking, in some Western salons, 
is considered as, simply, a social lack of 
tact. 

I have never been and I am not for 
cold war. Not for the sentimental.reason, 
but because it doesn't agree with the 
present order of the world. But I am 
warning against cold peace . I am sorry 
for the past years, but the cold war had 
been giving me a reason to dream, indeed, 
it had been forcing one to dream and hope 
for a better tomorrow. 

People have been praying, some to the 
Statue of Liberty, some to the statue of · 
Lenin, some to the statue of Mao Tse-tung. 

The cold peace is the end of dreams. 
There is nothing and nobody to pray to. 

Everywhere, only the statues of 
Shylock ..•. 17 
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Editor's Note 

Dear Reader, 

In the present issue I depart from the 
sophisticated hurnor and sarcasm of 
Brukselczyk. 

Instead, in view of the latest develop­
ments in and aroundAleksandr Solzhenitsyn's 
book The Gulag Archipelago, the writer's 
exi l e and the enormous interest in the 
book - yet unpublished in the U.S.A., I 
confront you with the translation of its 
review written for KULTURA by Michal 
Heller. 

For this reason the planned article on 
the Soviet press has been postponed and 
will probably appear in the next issue. 

I believe that my translation of ~he 
Gulag Archipelago review will bring you 
to an understanding of the powerful mes­
sage that radiates from Solzhenitsyn's 
work all over the world, and offer you 
a thought about the meaning of the 1v0rd 
f r eedom which in the U.S.A. is so often 
taken for granted, perhaps misunderstood, 
and, if I may say so, abused. 

C.J. 

Some terms, historical facts and name s 
for the convenience of those readers who 
might not remember or have forgotten them 
are arranged in the numerical index at 
the end of this issue. 
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"THE GULAG ARCHIPELAGO" 

of 

Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn 

At the end of December 1973, in the 
YMCA-Press, a small publishing house of 
Paris , there appeared in Russian, Alek­
s~nor Solzhenitsyn's book The GuZag Archi­
pe:ago Z9Z8 - Z956 . It is the most dread­
ful document of the twentieth century, 
produced by the great writer. 

There is no doubt that the word 
"Gulag" which sounds like a clove's coo-
ing but which makes the hearts of Soviet 
citizens stop beating will sc,on be known 
in all languages of the world libe the 
word Sputnik . Gulag is an abbreviated 
name for one of the departments of NKVD -
Main Administration of Labor ramps. Jn 
naming his book The Gulag Archipelago 
Solzhenitsyn employed an ingenious lacon.i.sm 
to P.xplain its meaning: When in 1949 the 
name for Comintern newspaper was undP.r 
considP.ration , Stalin, rn old newsman had 
o rdered it named: "For eternaZ peace - for 
penpZe ' s de~oc racy. With a cunning smile, 
Stalin added that whenever the bourgeois 
press cites the name of the paper it will 
be forced to spell out "our mo tto - o ur 
name ." I don't know how the bourgeois 
press managed to comply with Stalin's 
wish, but at any time when the Soviet or 
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any other communist country's press 
should try to attack Solzhenitsyn's book, 
it would be forced to cite its title. And 
the title itself is an accusation which 
is impossible to deny. 

Under the title of the book are two 
dates: 1918 - 1956. That is the period 
of the book's substance - the "Archipelago's" 
life. 

There have been many books written 
about the Soviet labor camps. Some readers 
believed in what was written in them, some 
not; some believed in part and then the 
others had begun to say that all this is 
over, gone. Solzhenitsyn's work resembles 
all these books and at the same time is 
unlike any of them. The writer says that 
the book is "a test of artistic investi­
gation." Let's note that in the termi­
nology of literature this is a new and 
unknown definition. 

"Writing this book" - he says in the 
foreword - "has been a task beyond the 
strength of one man. Besides my own 
experiences in the ArchipeZago of what has 
been imprinted in my eyes, ears, on my own 
body - the contents of this book are mdde 
of stories, recollections and letters of 
327 people." It is a history of an empire 
of slave labor camps of incredible dimen­
sions and the country that created this 
empire; The CuZag Archipelago is a tale 
of millions of captives, of life's records, 
suffering and ripening of the author's 
conscience. 

In 1962 the communist party decided 
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to build in Moscow a monument in memory 
of Stalin's terror victims but only to 
those who were party members; later, 
somehow, the project was abandoned. 
Solzhenitsyn with his hook has built a 
monument dedicated to the unknown cap­
tive, to millions who were sentenced 
irrespective of their party membership, 
age, sex and nationality. 

The writer had been working on this 
book for 10 years and finished it in 1968. 
He thought that it would. be published 
after his death. But the KGB decided 
differently. Hunting for the manuscript, 
the KGB traced and arrested Elizabeth 
Woronyanskaya who had kept one of the 
manuscripts in hiding. After 5 days of 
"intensive " interrogation she broke down 
and revealed the hiding place of the 
manus ript. She returned home and corn-
mi tte,' suicide by hanging herself. In 
consideration of the safety of those who 
supplied him with sources of information 
for the book by writing and tall:ing to 
him, Solzhenitsyn decided to publish the 
book immediately. He has been long con­
vinced that fear of world opinion might 
be a protection against KGB's willfulness. 
The volume which appears now ::::ontains 2 of 
7 written parts. It is possible that the 
rest will appear later. 

The two first parts, "Industry of 
Prisons 11 and 11 Eternal Move 11 are stories 
about how one is taken to that mysterious 
country that doesn't exist on the map of 
the Soviet Union but in which "at any 
time of day planes are flying, ships are 
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sailing and trains are clattering; about 
how it happens that one finds himself 
in this country, -and the description of 
the merciless, unavoidable procedure of 
arrest, cell, sentence and dispatch by the 
prisions' transportation system in a 
"Caravan of slaves" to some distant 
island of the AI'chipelago. 

In the old movies about Chicago's 
slaughter houses, a pig after being put 
on the conveyor belt, appears at the 
other end as a sausage. In Solzhenitsyn's 
book, the Soviet citizen who happens to 
be put on the conveyor belt of the 
AI'chipelag automatically reappears as 
a zek, a prisoner behind the barbed wire. 
In addition, Solzhenitsyn uses another 
metaphor. He describes the "stinking 
pipes of the prisons' sewage system" 
which absorbs the streams of millio ns 
of arrested people. He tells us only 
h, 1,) one finds himself in the AI'chip Lago 
because the question 1,)hy one is there, 
even the author cannot answer definately 
and accurately. Rather, he quotes a 
famous anecdote on labor camps: The 
commandant of Novosybirsk labor camp asks 
a prisoner: What's your sentence? -·the 
prisoner answers: Twenty-five years. 
What for? - asks the commandant. For 
nothing - says the zek. You are lying! 
In our country for nothing they give 
10 years! 

Solzhenitsyn defines the crimes for 
which one is ''given'' sentences of 10 and 
15 and 25 ynars and the firing squad -
the "highest administration of social 
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justice." He describes the "streams" of 
the opponents of the revolution - real 
and potential; the socialists, democrats, 
revolutionaries, the people with a high 
education - branded as "pests"; the 
enormous "stream" of peasants during the 
period of collfctivisation and "liquidation 
of the kulaks' class," the post war 
"streams" of those who were abroad, the 
war prisoners who were in the occupied 
territories. And the ''streams'' of Poles, 
Finns, Latvians, Germans, and scores of 
other nationalities that lived of their 
own free will in the U.S.S.R., or found 
themselves there after the war, not to 
count the esperantists, philatelists and 
- o f course, the families of the arrested. 

And all of them were forc ed to travel 
the same road: arrest - at home at night, 
at day time in the street, in the railway 
station, in the place of work, whi le just 
on a walk, at rest at home; prison cells 
(Solzhenitsyn writes: "First cell - first 
love.''); interrogation - as a rule, with 
tortures (Solzhenitsyn counts 31 "methods 
of breaking down a prisoner most often 
used in Soviet prisons"). After signing 
the confession to nonexistent crimes -
sentence; many months of long waiting in 
overcrowded cells then dispatch to a 
place of destination in the slave labor 
camps. 

"Close your eyes my reader. Do you 
hear the cla1ter of the wheels? The 
"krasmoukhy" are passing by; in every 
minute of the day; in every day of the 
year; is that the sound of splashing 
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water? No, the boats full of prisoners 
are running· and over there the roar of 
''Voronki's''~ motors ... and what's this 
noise? - Those are the overcrowed cells 
of transient prisons. And this howl? -
Those are the cries of the robbed, raped 
and bitten ... and even the last human hope 
that soon things in camp will be better -
this is a deceitful hope; it will be worse 
in the labor camps." 

That's the end of the first volume, 
the end of the first thread of a great 
theme. Aleksandr Solzhen itsyn has managed 
to tell the universal story about those 
who had heard the fateful "You are arrested" 
and who had been turned into a drop in the 
"stream." 

The second thread is a history of 
Soviet law that opened the door for pop­
ulating the Gulag Archipelago with millions 
of slaves and that allowed during only 
two years (1937 - 1938) the shooting of 
one million people: "To what extent are 
these figures accurate?" - asks the author. 
"Considering that the shooting lasted not 
a full two years but only 1 1/2 years, it 
would amount to 28,000 killed per month 
in the entire Soviet Union ... these 
figures mean that in any town during one 
day, six people were shot. Is it too 
fantastic? These figures are rather 
small." 

The history of Soviet law began long 
before these shootings. In the beginning, 
as it was written a long time ago, was the 
word. To Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn the 
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beginning was the concept expressed by 
Lenin in January 1918 in an article "How 
to Organize the Competition," 4 proclaiming 
the "cleaning out of the Russian soil all 
the harmful pests." 

The parts dedicated to the "growing 
up" of Russian law are given the titles: 
''Law - A Child,'' ''Law - Grows into manhood,'' 
and "Law - Has Grown Up." The growth of 
this monstrous dragon devouring humanity, 
from the days of the yet unperfected set-
up trials of 1918 to the gigantic show­
trials of Moscow in 1937, is analysed from 
well known facts and forgotten political 
lawsuits. As sources, Solzhenitsyn uses 
official records of the lawsuits, speeches 
of the main prosecutors, Nicolay Krilitchenko 
and Andrei Wyshinsky, as well as the tes­
timonies of the few still living accused. 

And the third and last thread - the 
fate of the artillery captain Aleksandr 
Solzhenitsyn arrested in the spring of 
1945, a few months before the end of the 
war, accused of antisoviet propaganda. 
A censor had picked up his letter to a 
friend in which the young officer offered 
his opinion of Stalin b5 expressively 
calling him a "pakhan." 

These threads blend together and 
make a book that reflects the experiences 
of the country and the world in our 
century. This book is about a country 
and a people who let themselves be locked 
in prison, who let the country be trans­
formed in a Gulag Archip~lago. Why were 
millions of innocent people, quietly, in 
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fear, in disbelief going to labor camps 
and to tortur e chambers? These are the 
basic questions that are put to us by the 
writer . And he does a nswer: First, be­
cause all of this h ad not begun in 
Sta l in's regjme, as many p r esently think 
or are incl"ncd to think, but it had 
started with Lenin. It had begun imm6-diately after the October revolution : 
the wave of suppressio n growi ng slowly 
and inexora ,y was not only ki l ling 
people - it was breaking t he souls of 
those who survived . Russia has been 
"cleaned" gradually : One k ind o f pest 
aFter another; and while one gro up of 
pests was being erradicated, the others 
kept their mouths shut because the y 
thought that it didn't concern them; and 
then, as Solzhenitsyn descr i bes it, "The 
great step toward nationwide partic ipation 
in the sewage system had been achieved." 
Those who waited in anticipation of 
tomorrow's death or labor camp , by their 
silence gave approbat·on to the annihila­
tior of others; in this way all became 
guilty. 

However, it might have been the o the r 
way: "If, eor example, in Leningrad where 
1/4 of the city went behind bars, people 
during mass raids wouldn' t have been sit­
ting in hiding, fainting of fear at every 
knock at the door, at every step heard on 
the staircase, if they had understood 
that they had nothing more to lose, and 
would have begun organizing in the cor­
ridors of their homes, lying in ambush 
with axes, hammers , iron pokers, with 
anything at hand . ... Against the best 
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wishes of Stalin, the damned machine 
might have been stopped." If every 
prisoner who was led through the streets 
would have shouted: "Disguised bandits 
are catching people like dogs! They catch 
them because of false accusations! The 
silent hunting for millions of people is 
under way! Hearing these shouts thousands 
of times a day, the KGB, perhaps, wouldn't 
have had such an easy job in making arrests." 
"If in every cell, all those sentenced to 
die prisoners, together, would have killed 
every entering executioner, would the 
tortures have not ended? Couldn't one, 
at the edge of the grave put up a fig ht?" 

This was "because we lacked the nee d 
for freedom" - the author ironically 
announces; it was because we were frighte n 
ed, swindled; because we let ourselves be 
frightened, and we agreed to be swindl e d; 
because "One needed to have great courage 
to say in this uproar, no!" "Resistance 
has been more difficult because even at 
the beginning of Soviet history it had 
been found that ... an accord of kinship 
existed between those who were judging 
and those who were defendants"; "some 
mysterious union between the executione r 
and his victim arose." 

In that shocking chapter devoted to 
the infamous liquidation of the old bol­
shevicks, Solzhenitsyn describes the fate 
of Nicolay Bukharin; he shows how in 
participation of crimes, a feeling of 
partnership with the executioner had de­
cayed the souls of ex-revolutionaries, 
changing them into men shaken by fear, 
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counting upon Stalin's goodness up to 
the last moment of their lives. 

With great sincerity Aleksandr 
Solzhenitsyn writes about the bestiality 
and indifference of the prisons' guards 
and personnel and the weaknesses of their 
victims; painfully comments on the be­
havior of his own people, omitting 
nothing. He reminds us of the "ill­
fa ted Katyn" 7 and Warsaw of 1944: "While 
some Russians were perfidiously napping 
and sunning on the eastern side of the 
Vistula river, watching through field 
glasses the drama of Warsaw's destruction, 
others were suppressing the Polish 
insurrection. Hadn't there been enough 
Russian evil imposed upon the Polish 
people in the nineteenth century? Now 
Russian knives are stabbing Poland's 
body again in the twentieth - is this 
the last time?" 

Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn has the right 
to tell his own people the whole truth· 
he talks with the same truthfulness ab~ut 
himself. He, too'. is a son of his country 
and has grown up in an atmosphere of nation­
wide approval of a phony system of justice 
that was used as a tool to suppress the 
so called "enemies of the country"; He, 
too, had been poisoned by the venom of 
revolutionary slogans and myths. He tells 
~show an unintelligible, mysterious 
impulse of his consci~nce forced him to 
reJect the Komsomol's proposal to enter 
the NKVD school; and how, when he received 
hi s army officer's golden shoulder patches, 
he felt his importance and superiority 
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toward the common soldiers; and how in 
prison, he passionately defended marxism , 
convinced that Stalin would reform Lenin's 
"line." While accusing millions of remain­
ing silent he doesn't justify his own 
behavior. Too many times he remained 
silent when he should have cried out. He 
remained silent when he was led by NKIJD 
men through Moscow; in the subway. "I 
kept silent as we went through Ochothy 
Riad; I still did not cry out when we 
passed the Metropol. Nor did I act 
when my eyes embraced the Golgotha of 
Lubianski's square.'' ''In each of us'' 
the author states bitterly - "we can 
always find a dozen unimportant reasons 
for justifying our unwillingness to 
sacrifice ourselves.'' 

However, Solzhenitsyn's behavior has 
been justified. He remained silent in 
the subway "because the number of people 
riding the escalator is still too small , 
too small! What about 200 million? .... 
I still have a misty dream that some day 
I'll cry out something to all these 200 
million .... " The great writer wasn 't 
deceived by his vision. Ju l a g Ar chipe lag' 
is a cry to the millions, to his fellow 
citizens and to all readers of his book. 
It is both a call to freedom a~d a call 
to do battle for human dignity. In the 
whole expanse of the book, Solzhenitsyn, 
crumb by crumb, gathers the testimonies 
of human courage, examples of refusal to 
submit to fear and proofs that under any 
circumstance one can still remain a 
human being. 
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The principal method to gain freedom 
from fear, the basis of inner freedom, is 
to achieve a final settlement of accounts 
with the past, a disclosure of the truth 
about the past. 

In the prophetic novel We, Yevgenij 
Zamiatin9 describes a future State in 
which the citizens are deprived of their 
dreams for freedom by undergoing a brain 
operation which severs the cells of the 
imagination. In the Soviet Union alone 
among all nations in the same way the 
people are deprived of their memories 
of history. Gulag Archipelago returns 
to the people their historical memory. 
It is a history of the war between State 
and man; a history, first of the enslaving 
of man by the State and then of the 
gradual increase in tolerance of slavery 
by man. The spiritual degradation of 
man has resulted from the monstrous growth 
of the State - meaning party , which had 
decided, at one time or another, that the 
State is synonymous with the revolution 
and the country itself. 

Writing each page of Gulag Archipelago 
demanded enormous courage, but a very 
special kind of courage was needed to 
reject the main canon of Soviet religion -
trust in the infallability of the State. 
Identifying the State wi th the country, 
the country with Soviet authority , Soviet 
authority with all its actions is an 
axiom and the slightest deviation from 
it is a crime. 

Sol zhenitsyn speaks with inconsolable 
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pain and bitterness about the numerous 
"streams" of prisoners flowing into the 
sewage pipes of "Gulag Archipelago." One 
of these "streams" has affected him more 
deeply than all others and he says about 
it: "History of millions of Russian 
prisoners of war always stabs me like a 
needle stabs a cockroach." And if it 
is necessary to point out the chapter of 
the book written with a special passion, 
emotion and pain, one must choose the 
chapter which is entitled "That Spring." 

It is about the victorious spring 
of 1945; the spring when Russian war 
prisoners were overwhelmed with joy and 
hope that resounded throughout all the 
German POW camps. Alas! "Stalin feared 
that the floodtide of all those who were 
in Europe, of the immigrants from the days 
of ~ivil war, and of the new ones, of 
red army officers too intelligent and 
too knowledgeable in what was going on, 
would bring to Russia the truth about 
European freedom the way others did 120 
years before.10Most of those prisoners 
were my childhood companions, not mine 
perhaps, but the companions of October, 
those who were born during the Octr.bor 
revolution .... " Those companions 
(Solzhenitsyn was born in 1918) were 
especially close to and understood by 
the writer. But this isn't the only 
reason for his love for their history. 
Their fate opened his eyes to the extreme 
inhumanity, ignominy and cruelty of the 
State. When they became prisoners of war 
the country let them die of hunger, cold 
and neglect: Soviet Russia disowned her 
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dying children. "Proud sons of Russia" 
were needed as long as they were able to 
lie down in front of German tanks, as 
long as they were able to attack the enemy. 
But to feed them? Superfluous boarders! 
And the superfluous witnesses of the 
disgraceful deceits?! The many who some­
how survived and lived to see the liberation 
were denom:ced as traitors. 

"In how many wars has Russia been 
involved?" - asks Solzhenitsyn - and, "how 
many traitors have we had in these wars? 
... And , how is it that now, durino the 
reign of the most "righteous" government 
in the world, all of a sudden, there are 
millions of traitors, all of them just 
simple common people .... How do you 
understand this? How do you explain it?" 

The writer offers an explanation: 
He says that perhaps the State should be 
blamed; "all these prisoners were put 
behind bars ... because they might speak of 
Europe to their fellow citizens; one 
cannot dream about something one has 
never seen or hea rd of." Despite the 
records of the courts in which one can­
not find anything about the reason for 
sentencing the war prisoners except as 
a "traitor of the country," these millions 
of soldiers and officers were, perhaps, 
not traitors. It was not these un=ortu­
nates who betrayed the country but a 
perfidious country that betrayed them 
three times. The first time was when it 
sold them out on the battle fie ld at the 
time when the war was going badly at its 
beginning and was almost lost. The second 
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time when it cruelly lFt them die in LhY 
prisoner of war camps. And a third time 
when it wickedly deluded them with fal se 
motherly love ("your country has forgiven 
you! Your country is calling you back!") 
then chaining the deceived when they 
crossed the boundary back into Russia . 

Solzhenitsyn willing to embrace the 
problems pertaining to the "whole truth" 
dwells too on the sinister question of 
Vlasov•s11 army, pointing out that only 
its soldiers could have been accused of 
treason; he realizes that he'll he spat 
upon for any mention of them as " nobody 
has the courage to sav a sentence whose 
subject is one word - Vlasoviets."But he 
thinks that he hasn't the right to keep 
silent in this matter: "This 1s the most 
unusual phenomenon of world history; 
hundreds of thousands of young men 20 to 
30 years old took up arms and fought 
under German command against the i r own 
country. That's why one should think: 
Who is to be blamed more - these young 
men, or their country?'' 

Only corrupt and dishones critics 
can accuse Solzhenitsyn, fearless enemy 
of might and injustice, of sympathy to­
ward fascism. In the war he fought Hitler 
and Vlasov, but "a quar ter of a century 
later, when a majority of Vlasov's men 
died in labor camps and some ars still 
dying in far distant Siberia"' t-_>·,e '"riter 
tells us the historical truth about them: 
"They were driven to Vlasov 's army of the 
Vermacht12 by final, boundless despair, 
by the unlimited hate for the Soviet 
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regime and by disdain for their own lives." 

For the first time in Soviet history 
there has arisen a towering man armed 
only with his talent, who distinctly says 
that the State has not only the right to 
govern the country but also has duties 
toward its citizens, and what is more 
important, the citizens have the right 
to judge the State. 

In this concept lies the dynamic, 
revolutionary power of Aleksandr Solzhe­
nitsyn's book. Spiritual, inner freedom 
gives him this power. "I am an inter­
planetary wanderer," he says about him­
self - reminding one of Jack London's 
novel. "They may take my body, but my 
soul cannot be subjected to anything." 

Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn dedicated his 
book "to all those whose lives were too 
short to allow them to cry out." He asks 
for their forgiveness from heaven if he 
"didn't see, didn't remember or didn't 
foresee everything." Undoubtedly the 
writer couldn't see or remember every­
thing - this is beyond the strength of 
one man. But there is not the slightest 
doubt that he "foresaw" and understood 
many things; and that he has taken upon 
himself the mission of telling it all. 

On the last page of the book 
Solzhenitsyn recollects how in Butyrsk 
prison he met with Moscow's students; 
they taught him a lot of things, among 

13 them how to understand Boris Pasternak's 
poetry. He cites in his book two stanzas 
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from a poem by Pasternak which deeply 
moved and influenced him. One poem in 
which a rebel before he dies in front of 
a firing squad says about his destiny: 

In vain in the years of chaos, 
One looks for the happy ending, 
For some to punish and to repent, 
For the others to die on Golgotha. 

The writer has accepted his destiny 
and nothing can stop him. 

Michal Heller 
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who employed labor and opposed col­
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FOREWORD 

In the following article I wish to 
acquaint the readers with the works of 
Adam Kruczek, a prominent Polish reporter. 
His regular column written for KULTURA 
reflects a deep insight of Soviet relations 
with the rest of the world. 

However, my intention goes a little 
further: In this issue, apart from many 
political nature problems, by the selec­
tion of several "flashes", or excerpts 
from the articles which appeared in 
KULTURA during the period of time from 
September 1973 to March 1974, I want to 
project an image of the Soviet press in 
action which is so contrasting with the 
freedom of American press and with freedom 
of expression of American people. 

I hope that my intention will be 
fulfilled. 

I believe that from time to time I'll 
be able to publish translations of 
Mr. Kruczek's valuable articles in full. 

C.J. 
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IN AND AROUND SOVIET PRESS 

I 

Maximov's "Karantin" is after the books 
of Solzhenitsyn, undoubtedly the most inter­
esting book about a cross-section of Soviet 
society. I don't intend to compare both 
writers - Maximov doesn't deny that he is a 
pupil of Solzhenitsyn; .as to the book 
"Karantin", one may have some claims and 
objections. But there is one thing one can­
not deny: It is a very penetrating, honest 
story about conditions in which the people 
of the Soviet Union are living today. The 
action takes place during 6 days in a train 
that has been stopped for quarantine because 
it was traveling from Odessa which has just 
been seized by an epidemic of cholera. In 
the train like in Noah's ark are the speci­
mens of Soviet fauna (a pair of each cate­
gory): From thieves to the employees of 
pa:i:ty organizations; from beggars to the 
high ranking officials. During the quaran­
tine all Russia is sick with cholera. The 
main hero is led through the quarantine 
period - through this purgatory - by a good 
devil Ivan Ivanovich (borrowed by Maximov 
from 1Bulgakov). During the 6 days the in­
habitants of the train never stop drinking. 
All Russia is living on Vodka. Only vodka 
makes it possible to suppress one's scrupples, 
forget the victims, treacheries and villainies. 
Ex-martyrs and ex-executioners may - as 
Maximov believes - have hope for forgiveness. 

The outstanding character is pontrayed 
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in a cheerful rogue and swindler, Lev 
Balykin, a man who found the "secret" of 
Soviet society", "His methods of operation 
are based entirely on scientifically proven 
methods of Freud and academician Pavlov. 
After all our people are crazy, frightened; 
our people react only to fixed and condi­
tional reflexes". Maximov describes plainly 
how taking the advantage of "conditional re­
flexes" Soviet authorities can force people 
to commit the worst imaginable crimes. In 
the book there is a fantastic scene in which 
Balykin is selling "china powders": Lev 
Balykin is used to a high risk living. Wak­
ing up one morning he finds that he has only 
20 kopecks in his pocket; he goes to the near­
est drugstore and buys a packet of tablets 
that are made of pi~e needles; he takes it 
to the railway station where he meets his 
first victim, a typical Soviet citizen; as he 
passes by, he says quietly under his breath: 
"Do you need a china powder?" - That's 
enough; the victim doesn't know what a china 
powder is, but he knows that whatever is 
sold undercover is worth buying. For the 
tablets made of pine needles, Lev Balykin 
gets all victim's money and some of his be­
longings also, and •••.•• scientific methods of 
Freud and academician Pavlov are fully proven 
in practice. 

Even if in Maximov's book there wasn't 
a simple thought entirely unacceptable to 
the official Soviet ideology, his writing 
gives such a terrible, sad and hopeless 
picture of Soviet society, that his ex­
clusion from the Soviet writers union (whose 
main duty is deceiving the readers) seems to 
be quite a logical act. 
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II 

Soviet statistics have been subject to 
doubt for a long time. We know quite a lot 
about these matters. It's well known that 
Stalin was shooting statisticians whose 
figures didn't please him. The regimes of 
other general secretaries whose concern were 
statistics had many problems too . For example 
there is the scandal that took place during 
the Khrushchev days in the Riazan district 
which by buying butter in the neighboring dis­
tricts outstripped the U.S.A. in its production. 

But this is nothing to compare with a 
case that was reported by TRUD in June 1973. 
It is worth while to describe it closer 
because normally Soviet people have a hushed 
up knowledge about "things" that are happening 
in their communities, and in this case, some­
how, a scandal was brought to the attention of 
the whole nation in such an open manner that 
the Soviet citizens were provided with an op­
portunity of their lives to read about it. 

Well, TRUD recalls that on the 19th of 
December 1968, IZVIESTIA published a front page 
article stating: "The 7th generator in Naza­
rian electrical power plant has been put to 
work. During the night of 17th it joined the 
Siberian power net". Some other papers des­
cribed the Nazarian plant in Southern Siberia 
as the "beginning of technological revolution". 
PRAVDA pompously reported: "In just a few 
seconds the gigantic machine quivered and her 
powerful basso blended with the Joyous choir 
of the six generators already operating". 
This announcement was repeated in many other 
papers in December 1968. 
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TRUD, continuing its recollections 
4.:.1;2 years later, writes that the "power­
ful basso" of the 7th generator never had 
sounded and the production of 500,000 kilo­
wats had never begun because the generator 
burned down during the tests. Despite this, 
it had been put into statistics and it wor-ks 
very well •.•.•• on paper. 

If Brezhnev would decide to give the 
real picture of Soviet economy for the 
purpose of acquiring credit in the U.S.A . , 
the true story of the Nazarian plant would 
be a very convincing demonstration. But 
very dangerous: Where does one stop when 
one begins to tell the truth . .••• • ? 

III 

On the 7th of October 1973, IZVIESTIA 
on the front page printed a communique: 
"Israel assaulted Egypt, Syria and Lebanon". 
IZVIESTIA appears at the newsstands during 
afternoon hours so it was clear that the 
Middle East war had already been on its way 
for 2~ hours and everybody knew perfectly 
well who assaulted whom. In the following 
days the Soviet press continued publishing 
only the Arabs' war communiques, stressing 
the victorious mood of Arabian forces and the 
agressive intentions of Israelites . However, 
in Soviet reporting there was sort of a 
lack of true conviction and satisfaction. 
Writing about the move of the U. S.S.R. dele­
gate to the U.N. - Malik, who charged that 
Israel bombers destroyed the Soviet cultural 
center in Damascus, the Soviet press cancelled 
from his speech the part about Soviet citizens 
who were killed. It appears that neither 
those citizens had been killed, nor the 
authorities in Moscow like to ·br·ing the. 
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"antisionistic feelings" to the boiling 
point. 

I am writing this report at the time 
when the 4th Arab - Israel war has just be­
gun to unwind. Nobody yet, can prognosticize 
the outcome of the war. But one thing is pos­
sible to disclose today: The Soviet warfare 
including the latest models of rockets, proved 
to be a deciding factor in the successes of 
Arabian forces in the first stage of war. And 
today one may assume that the Soviet leaders, 
independently of all their other plans and 
wishes, are using the Middle East war as 
testing ground for their armory. The Western 
military experts note with surprise the enor­
mous effectiveness of Soviet rockets in com­
parison with their magnitude in Vietnam not 
long ago. Today nobody doubts that Vietnam 
experience had been used too as a testing 
ground which had helped to improve the 
Soviet warfare. 

"If you want peace, prepare war" - the 
ancient Romans used to say. During the last 
2 years Soviet leaders have never stopped 
assuring the world that they want peace. And 
we can see quite clearly - that they never 
stopped preparing the war, But against whom? 

IV 

Western observers confirm the concen­
tration of Soviet forces on the border with 
China. Andrei Samokhin too writes about it, 
quoting in particular the Soviet manual of 
"War History" (Moscow, 1971, page 273), in 
which one can read: "The experience o f the 
Manchurian war" ·- meaning the war with Japan 

9 



in 1945 - "confirms the possibili ty of using 
the conventional military forces in the 
specific character of the far Easter~ theatre 
of operation". But, beside th is A. "'amokhin 
quotes some facts that were not_ kn0:~ to the 
West" "The changes in the il't.ernal .Life of 
the country" - according to him - "·say 
more about the preparation for war than the 
concentration of forces on the border of 
China". Among those "changes" he mentions: 
Introduction of a higher restriction system 
of permits for travel by train and plane in 
many regions close to China, where before 
t hese permits were not needed; limitations 
i n the movement of the populace on the 
extreme North where the captives of labor 
camps are being evacuated from the zone of 
conf lict; storing of food supplies of kinds 
that may be preserved for a l onger period 
of time; increased activities of polirical 
agents in the army - using every possible 
method for creating an atmosphere of hate 
toward China and her life style; reorgani­
zation of the Politburo in April 1973 
directed toward the concentration of power 
in one authority; and the announcement 'that 
China "i s not a socialist country" and that 
she has been banned from the "world com­
munist church". 

A. Samokhin envisages that conflict may 
burst out in the coming 4 - 5 years. Argu­
ments of the author are of course only wish­
ful thinking. But he gives enough facts that 
support his suppositions. It is, for example 
important to stress the fact that in the 
latest edition of the Great Soviet Encyclo­
pedia, the definition of China as a socialist 
people's republic has been deleted. 

10 

It looks like one confirmation of A. 
Samokhin's assumptions. 

The war in the Middle East, where Soviet 
armaments are playing such an important role 
probably creates another argument in favor of 
preventive war with China; an argument which 
up to now the adherents of war with China 
were lacking. 

V 

Punishment of Russian people who don't 
conform appears such a natural act that the 
Soviet press doesn't bother to write much 
about it. But, on the other hand the same 
press shows much concern with matter of 
punishment in the other countries. 

The magazine SOVIET CULTURE which 
began to appear in 1973, strongly expressed 
its disapproval of the "mild sentences" of the 
court in Bologna. The court forbade showing 
the movie "Last Tango in Paris" and sentenced 
American actor Marlon Brando and French 
actress Marie Schneider to 2 months jail. 
Kolin, the author of the report, just dies 
with laughter. What a sentence! In additi0n 
there was no success in putting the culprits 
behind bars , because, to his regret, "they 
hastily left Italy and nobody had even tried 
to stop them". It is laughable to Kolin ..•. 
.• • but this is not the end of his story . 
He revolts not only against the i ndulgence 
of Italian justice but also against the fact 
that the movie of Bernaldo Bertolucci has 
been allowed to go on the screen in Israel. 
And what is worse: "That the film is no t 
censored and is being shown in its or iginal 
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negligee". The care of the Israelites' 
clean behavior is a new problem of concern 
for the Soviet press. One shouldn't have 
any doubt that with the number of ex-
Soviet citizens in Israel on the increase, 
the interest in this problem will increase 
too. Who knows when the Soviet Union will 
capitalize on the "love for the old country" 
which now motivates Soviet Jews' immigration 
to Israel but is being refused to them? 
It is annoying that the time may come when 
this care of ex-Russian citizens will re­
sult in the reverse tide - the "old coun­
try" or the "love for the old country" will 
become Russia, or love for Russia. 

VI 

There were the days when Stalin was 
heard by all the nations of Soviet Union, by 
the world proletariat and later by all man­
kind that loves peace; to Khrushchev the peo­
ples of the world listened; to Brezhnev - as 
the Soviet press writes on the 25th of Oct­
ober 1973 - "the whole planet" listened. If 
at any time anybody doubted that the world has 
already passed into the stage of interplanet­
ary life, then now for sure all doubts are 
gone. 

Leonid Brezhnev appeared at the All 
World Peace Conference delivering a 2 hour 
speech. In it, everything was as it should be: 
Review of international situation, announce­
ment that those who talk about "liberalization" 
(quotations in B. speech) "have as a target 
the liquidation of the real achievements of 
socialism", and those who talk about the human 
rights don't even suspect that no human being 
in any other country of the world has 
rights as compared to the individual rights 
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I 
in the "co.un:try of victorious socialism". 

VII 

Reading the Western press, daily papers 
and periodicals of different countries, during 
the last month I found little mention of so 
called "good news". From the texts of these 
Western publications, I discovered that "good 
news" refers to the white bears which have 
been given some measure of protection by new 
regulations. All other news is bad. By 
contrast, in the Soviet press most of the 
news is good. In any case where the lives of 
Soviet citizens are involved the Soviet press 
doesn't stop assuring everybody that life is 
becoming better. Of course, there is a corner 
of these publications which is devoted to bad 
news but this applies only to life in the 
West. 

Lately, this corner is full of data 
pertaining to Western living under pressure 
of the oil crisis. However, one must realize 
that in these reporting there is a lack of 
triumphant feeling, or joy, which should be 
caused by the approaching and apparently 
quite real decline of capitalism. The oil 
crisis is discussed from the position of the 
working masses who according to Western 
capital correspondents of PRAVDA and 
IZVIESTIA are beginning to suffer from the 
cold in unheated homes, cannot drive their 
cars and enjoy holidays. In short, the 
working people of the West lead the kind of 
life that would never be acceptable to the 
Soviet citizens. Correspondent of PRAVDA 
from Bonn in particular, reported that 
Western Germans store their supplies of 
gasoline in their bathtubs. This fact must 
sound very convincing to the Soviet r eader 
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as he too behaves in exactly the same manner 
during many a crisis. In all this reporting 
one gets the impression that the main con­
cern of the published material is the con­
viction of Western observers that the Soviet 
Union is somehow behind the oil crisis. And 
doubts in this respect do exist. James 
Reston of NEW YORK TIMES admits that perhaps 
Moscow "not knowing how to realize the scien­
tific and technological revolution that is 
well under way in other industrial countries, 
takes advantage of its influence in the 
Middle East in order to harm the production 
in the West and Japan". Victor Zorza in 
TIME supposes that the Soviet Union inspires 
the limitation of oil shipments by the Arabs 
because it needs oil itself. All these 
suppositions, judging by the reaction of the 
Soviet press must have touched a very sensi­
tive point. The Western press was answered 
by LITERATURNAYA GAZETA, PRAVDA, SOVI ETSKAYA 
ROSSIYA, and in a long and detailed article, 
NOVOYE VREMYA. One feels that through all 
these answers which actually amount to the 
analogical arguments meanders an anxious 
attempt to convince the West that the Soviet 
Union has nothing to do with the oil crisis. 

One of these arguments is that the 
Soviet Union does not need to bother with 
Arabian oil because it has more than enough 
of its own and is completely safe for many 
years to come . This argument cannot pass 
when faced with the following facts: The 
Soviet Union, according to provisional 
calculation, produced 420 million tons of 
oil in 1973. This is below 429 million in 
the plan made in 1971 and even below its 
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correction that lessened production to 424 
million tons. No doubt, the Soviet Union 
has fantastic riches of oil in Siberia and 
in the Arctics, but Soviet industry alone 
isn't able to recover it . The help of the 
West is needed. Besides, the Soviet Union 
mus t pay the West with oil and other raw 
materials and it's necessary even today to 
sell oil because, up to now this is the 
only way of getting foreign currency. Not 
to mention that all socialist nations 
(except Romania) need Soviet oil. No, I 
think that the only realistic approach of the 
Soviet press would be to say: Oil is needed 
by the Soviet Union as well as by the West. 

Why then the Soviet press with all 
strength denies any partnership of Soviet 
Union in Arabian pressure on the West? 
Because it doesn't want the trade agreements 
to be broken, it doesn't want to lose the 
,c re cious help from the West, so important 
in recovery of oil and of other mineral 
resources. 

Alexandr Levikov in LITERATURNAYA GAZETA 
tells about how much is needed from the West 
in an article entitled "Simulation of 
activity" which is devoted to the Soviet 
system of administration. From lack of space 
(editor's remark) I'll omit most of his 
deliberations as they don't reveal anything 
new, but I'll stay with the following 
interesting comment: 

In all these statements there is nothing 
special. The only thing new is Levikov's 
recipe borrowed from the book of Nicolay 
Smilakov writing about American - capitalis­
tic methods of administration. "I don't 
like the famous American style of life" -
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w~ites Levikov (let him try to say that he 
likes it!!) - "with its false standards 
ever growing panics, ruthlessness and s~cial 
contrasts". But, from further reading, it 
appears that the American businessmen know 
how accomplish more than the Soviet economic 
~~tiv~sts and, thoug~, whatever they do 
is dictated by the interest of competition" 

Soviet managers should learn from them. ' 

Simultaneously with the call for 
learning from American businessmen and with 
information about the visits of American 
c apitalists in Moscow, some measures are 
enforced in order to prevent American-Soviet 
~etente from becoming a "free exchange of 
1:deas,". Sh-:rp warning was given by Suslov, 
Secretary of the Central Committee and main 
cow.munist party ideologist. In his great 
speech at Vilno, Suslov blasted at "reac­
tionary forces which recently try to under­
mine the credibility of peaceful politics of 
the Soviet Union". However, he doesn't define 
any of these mysterious "reactionary forces". 

VIII 

At the beginning of January, IZVIESTIA, 
surnI!l.a rizing the results, described 197 3 year 
as the best in the history of the Soviet 
Union since the end of the 2nd world war 
It's probably true. But the new year be~an 
less favourably because of Alexandr 
Solzhenitsyn. Publishing of "Gulag Archi­
p7lago" took the "organs" by surprise. 
F7ve days elapsed before TASS published its 
first comment, and this was done for the 
use of foreign countries only. Two days 
later comments appeared about "Gulag Archi­
pelago" on TV, but the commentator says 
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only that Solzhenitsyn is a "traitor" who 
in his "novel" (?) whitewashes the traitors 
of the country. Evidently, at this point, 
the book has not yet been studied carefully. 
The next day, on the screen, Yurii Zhl'kov, 
a famous specialist on international affairs 
appears. In front of him, on the table is 
a pile of letters and each of them, as Zhukov 
assures the audience, contains the words of 
honest Soviet citizens revolting against the 
book of Solzhenitsyn. If we take into account 
that "Gula.g Archipelago" had appeared 10 days 
earlier in France, and hadn't been on sale 
in Moscow, we must admit that Soviet citizens 
demonstrated a great degree of operativeness: 
having had time not only for reading the book 
and knowing it well, but also for developing 
an indignant opinion expressed in hundreds 
of letters too. Well, evidently there is no 
reason to doubt that the Soviet Union is a 
country of unlimited possibilities. 

And later the Soviet press went all out. 
In PRAVDA - an article after 17 days; articles 
in LITERATURNAYA GAZETA, in SOVIETSKAYA ROSSIYA 
and in others. In the papers, letters of 
indignant citizens, writers, a nd voices from 
brotherhood of communist parties in other 
countries all over the world . The campaign 
develops according to the well known scenario 
which already has vexed everyrody. All the 
papers, periodicals, and speakers repeat 
exactly the same empty and deceitful words. 
Through all of it pierces a single pressing 
question: What is to be done with 
Solzhenitsyn? 

IX 

If planning by the Moscow Central Com­
mittee exasperates the directors ot Soviet 
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construction firm who must perf.orm un­
believable tricks to complete the plans, 
then it is strange why it doesn't annoy 
the American capitalists who, judging by 
their own statements, prefer Moscow to 
any other capital of the world. For ex­
ample, a reporter of NIEDIELA (NO 2) paid 
a visit to the vice-president of the Bank 
of America Alex Jankovich in his apartment 
on the 20th floor of one of Moscow's hotels. 
The vice-president"proudly showed me his 
apartment - three small rooms". Mr. Alex 
Janxov ich, looks at home nestled in one 
room together with his wife and kids, and 
is happy having obtained such a luxury in 
Moscow. The sharp eyes of the reporter 
caught a recently purchased gravure of the 
palace square in Leningrad leaning against 
the wall . American banker shared his secret 
dreams with the gueRt: "I wish I could hang 
up by this gravure another one that would 
tell something about the October revolution 
ln order to let my guests look and think 
about what had happened , To many .of. our 
businessmen you sti 11 are Russia, but .f ,or 
a very long time yon have been the .Soviet 
Union . One must open some people's eyes 
to your present day reality". 

One must be convinced that with this 
kind of American banker the Soviet Union 
cannot lose. As thev say in Moscow: This 
is the kind of bankers we need. 

Adam Kruczek 
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FOREWORD 

"Silence is not always golden". 
"The fight for respect of human rights in 
t he Soviet block should be led by 2 opinion 
making powers of the free world: Christian 
churches and organized Science". 

These 2 quotations seem to be the main 
conclusions of the article you are about to 
r ead . 

Although written by Western European , 
and, it appears, in behalf of Western Europe, 
the theme has an immense attraction and, i n my 
opinion, i s of great value to any reader , 
regardless the c ountry, or place he lives i n . 
Despite many new e v ents that had occured on 
the politi cal scene since this art i cle was 
written, i t retains i ts actuality and signi ­
ficance; it wi ll r etain them for as long as 
there is the question o f East - West rela­
tions unsolved . 

Juliusz Mieroszewski, the author of thi s 
work is a reporter of pre-war Polish leading 
newspaper, writer, essayist on many political 
topics, and cooworker of Kultura from its 
start at the end of 2nd world war . 

I sincerely hope that this translation 
wi ll provide you with another present day 
thought and will be worthy of your attention . 

C.J. 
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SILENCE IS NOT ALWAYS GOLDEN 

On the 3rd of September 1973, British 
TV presented a one hour telecast from 
Kiev. The program has been very interest­
ing. It showed the life of an average in­
r abitant of Kiev - the work in factories, 
sum~er camps for children, the celebration 
of a civilian wedding and of a "baptism", 
subways, shopping at the great food markets, 
private homes etc. Everything is organized by 
the State, from the cradle to the grave. 

The life is slow, organized. People 
clean and disciplined - one would say auto­
mated; sunk in limitless small town boredom. 
The atmosphere of Kiev reflects a passi­
veness - boredom nationalized, institution­
alized. 

But this is not what I want to write 
about. It was striking that in this presen­
tation not one word was spoken in the 
Ukrainian language. Everybody was talking 
Russian and the British commentator called 
Kiev "mother of Russian cities". 

One cannot blame the young British 
commentator because he and his team were 
surrounded by Russian specialists and ad­
visors. Not to mention the fact that Bri­
tishers wouldn't know the difference between 
Russian and Ukrainian. 

In the West we say that "everything 
depends on the point of view". In the 
Soviet orbit, everything depends on the point 
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of view too but the point of view is 
nationalized. 

Let's take an example of the nationalized 
point of view. We write a lot about so 
called "detente". This word was printed 
so many times that a publicist hesitates to 
use it if he doesn't like to scare his 
readers. Nobody has any doubts that to the 
Soviets the term "detente" has a different 
me aning than to us. The Soviets clearly 
and openly expressed their view on this 
problem as late as the first decade of Septem­
ber 1973. 

Logically, on the basis of facts and 
statistics we must conclude that we are 
threatened by the Soviets. Are the threat and 
detente synonyms? It seems that they 
are not, though, as I am going to point out, 
this depends on ••..• the point of view. 

In the West we reason that the threat 
must go away in order to make room for 
detente. All talks about mutual and "balan­
ced" reductions of arms have an objective 
the lessening of the threat which is an 
inevitable condition for improving relations, 
or, for so called "detente". 

It appears that the Soviets point of 
view on these matters is entirely different 
than that of the bourgeois political logic. 
The Soviets consider the threat and "detente" 
as synonymous and to them without the threat 
there cannot be detente. 

We know that as a result of the Soviet 
pressure there is no more talk about the 
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"balanced" reduction of arms. There ':annot 
be any talk about the balanced reduction 
because it is not the balance but the super­
iority of the Soviet block that can protect 
the "detente". And don't we want it? 

The Hungarian and Czechoslovak communist 
parties press in the first days of s7ptember 
73, quite openly stated ~ha~ only owing to 
the great military superiority of the Warsaw 
pact nations over Western Europe had the . 
"detente" become a reality. A representative 
of Czechoslovakian Defense Department ~old 
western reporters that Warsaw p~ct nati'?ns 
must strengthen and build up this superio­
rity in order to secure the "detente's" 
presperity and durability. In th7 Eastern 
block (with the exeption of R'?mania) ~obody 
could announce this kind of view on his o~n 
initiative. Particularly the representatives 
of Defense Departments. 

From the standpoint of the totalitarian 
power the above reasoning is logical. In the 
structure of the totalitarian power,. the 
interior as well as the exterior politics . 
result from the fear. Chachaturian, or David 
oystrach condemned Prof._S~kharov,because of 
fear. ~he Soviet authorities don t care 
whether Oystrach thinks identically as the 
boss of KGB. Everybody knows that he, or 
people of his class think the way Prof. 
Sakharov thinks. But the triumph of the 
apparatus and the test of its efficacy ~re 
so much better if KGB can force conformity 
upon the people who are known as nonconfor~­
ists. 

There are many anticonformists, or 
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dissidents in Russia, Very probably more 
than, for example, in Poland. The strength 
of terror demands of the dissident a 
stature of a hero. In every European com­
munity one may find many free thinking people 
but the number of Palahs in them is very 
limited. (Editor's remark: As most readers 
remember, Palah was a student who burned 
himself to death publicly in Prague in 
protest against the Russian invasion of his 
country in 1968.) 

The methods of terror are very highly 
developed and in many cases the true heroes 
can be deprived of their heroism. Special 
chemical preparations and "psychiatric" 
treatments can change man into a submissive 
automaton. Cutting off certain nerves' 
connections in the brain also causes irre~ 
vocable changes in personality of a patient. 
These methods are not used in mass yet, but 
it is possible today not only to break down 
spiritually and morally the "chosen ones 
of KGB", but to take away their own persona­
lity too, 

This isn't always necessary. In many 
cases common blackmail is sufficient. If 
for the price of confession and admitting 
"the blame", a prisoner can save his wife 
and children from deportation and ill­
treatment, not many will refuse the propo­
sition. So, one must be very careful in 
passing judgement on those who broke down, 
confessed and even publicly spat on their 
own lives. 

A hero can victoriously survive the 
"old fashioned" methods of torture and can 
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take a lot of physical pain. But nobody 
can overcome the effects of chemical prepa­
rations, much less the effects ·of neuro­
surgery. Depriving an authentic hero of 
his heroism and transforming him into a 
scoundrel whom he never was is the most 
monstrous crime ever created by humans of 
the XXth century . Among the injustices this 
is one that is the crying outrage. 

On the 8th of Sept. 1973, Prof, Sakharov 
said to the gathering of Western press in 
Moscow that the psychiatrists of Western 
Europe whose arrival and participation in 
U.S.S , R. scientitic conference was expected , 
s hould demand the right of visiting and 
examining the political dissidents placed 
i n institutions for. mentally ill. . He stated 
f urther that 12 prominent intellectual s are 
locked in these places and that many of them 
are under duress effected by chemical prepa­
r ations , 

Just a iew days before the above state­
ment of Prof , Sakharov , one of the British 
psychiatrists who recently has visited in 
Moscow said in an interview on BBC, that in 
none of Moscow's psychiatric asylums had he 
met any political dissidents and added that 
the gossip about this matter circulating in 
the West does not seem to be convincing nor 
documented. The same day BBC invited a re­
puted British sovietologist who quoted a 
number of documented reports about the U, S , S.R. 
political dissidents who are being kept 
in this kind of institutions. 

I quote this example because it is typical 
for certain, unfortunately, of quite a large 
number of people, · It is easier, not to check 
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and more comfortable to throw away the 
reports as unsufficiently proven, than to 
admit in one's own conscience that in one 
of the European capitals crimes against 
mankind are under way; the crimes that have 
no analogy in the history of our continent. 

Not only in the Germany of Hitler had 
thousands of people closed their ears repel­
ling the "gossip" about extermination camps 
as unsufficiently proven. In the West too, 
thousands resisted believJ.ng that Hitler was 
conducting the systematic desti:·uction of 6 
million European Jews. 

Of course, one shouldn't believe in the 
gossip nor approve of the violations which 
hav e no basis for evidence. But in the situ­
ation where the credible relations and docu­
mented proofs are present, it is a moral 
cowardice to refuse to believe in facts 
because it disturbs the "peacefulness" of 
one's conscience . It is undoubtedly nicer 
dnd more comfortable to believe that even in 
Russia everything is ·oK, and that the oppo­
sition, though not recognized yet, is 
tolerated. 

But this is not all that should be said 
on this subject. The average Westerner 
reasons: A war with todays technology would 
become not only a misfortune, but a cataclysm. 
"Detente" is a necessity if we want to avoid 
it. At this point in this simple reasoning 
begins "the Russian vicious circle" and 
the Westerner has an immense difficulty in 
grasping at it. 

It is obvious that the Russians of such 
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stature as Sakharov and Solzhenitsyn are 
men who think as we do in the West. If the,e 
are differences between them and us, this 
doesn't mean that we differ in outlook on 
such fundamentals as the right of man and 
citizen. In other words, the people who 
talk to us through Sakharov and Solzhenitsyn 
are Russians with whom the detente would be 
possible . Are we g·oing to let them be 
devoured by those Russians with whom detente 
de facto is not possible? 

There is another aspect of this problem. 
The hope of manKind that the peace will be 
sustained is based on the idea that a group 
of leadeis in the Kremlin and in the White 
House, in times of crises that a:re unavoidable 
i n politics, will show a degree of 
responsibility born from the sense of morality 
and not from the fear. 

In the past, fear proved to be insuffi­
cient instrument, or brake. Fear did not 
stop the leaders of Hitlerian Germany from 
genocide, from sinking unarmed passenger 
ships, from massive bombing of the open cities. 
Fear is not a substitute for morality. 

I don't mean morality of the lofty 
quality. I don't propose converting mar:x:ists 
to chrlstianity nor to impose on Russia an 
action of "moral armament" because I am not 
a member of any movement that acts under this 
call. In this writing I am concerned with 
a minimum of honesty that leads to a mutual 
trust. 

The Kremlin leaders have at their 
disposal 20 times more nuclear missiles than 
the needed minimum for the liquidation of 
life on our planet. What we define as "peace" 
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in 1973 is in fact the belief and hope that 
the Soviet leaders will not use their nuclear 
power. 

Up to now, during the periods of wars, 
the whole regiments and even the whole armies, II 
but never the whole nations, have been lost. II 
We adapted ourselves to wars as to the hist­
orical phenomena because during the wars mil­
lions of people but never civilizations have 
been destroyed. 

Presently the situation changed. The 
Soviets have technological means of wiping off 
whole nations and indeed are able to turn 
into radioactive desert not only the cities, 
but the whole continents. This is a situation 
which cannot be found in the most stormy 
historical past and for this reason, we are 
unable to adapt ourselves to this situation . 
We can and should adapt ourselves to our own 
death, to dying off of the whole generation, 
but we cannot live with a vision of a cata­
clysm that would become the end of our civili­
zation. If we would get used to living 
with this vision, this would mean that our 
phenomenal adaptability to which we owe every­
thing from the beginning of human existency 
on Earth, has failed us. 

But this article isn't devoted to the 
question of muclear war only. I wanted to 
underline the fact that as in the past the 
amorality of tyrants meant only a "private" 
calamity of a nation, so today amorality of 
the tyrants who own the nuclear arms, is a 
threat to all mankind. 

Politicians who break the elementary 
rights of man, who lock the political dissi­
dents in the asylums for madmen, do not give 
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any assurance that during the serious inter­
national crisis, they won't reach for nuclea~ 
arms. 

If Russia would be governed by men of 
cultural-humanistic views of Solzhenitsyn and 
of Prof. Sakharov, one would consider it 
certain that Russia will not detonate an 
atomic war either against the West or against 
China. But it would be a limitless naivety to 
assume t hat the persecutors of Solzhenitsyn 
and SakhaL'OV won't trample all agreements and 
conventions if at a certain point they find 
it politically convenient. 

Standing behind Solzhenitsyn and Sakharov 
(I use these names as symbols) we do it not 
in the name of noble ideas, but above all for 
the sake of our own security, which depends 
directly on the answer to the question: By 
whom is Russia governed? Unt i l those who 
govern Russia are the people who understand 
governing as a total and moral act, the peace 
of the world will be on the brink of collapse 

* * * 

Contemporary sovereignty cannot be a 
license for committing injustice inside the 
border of the nation. One cannot be assured 
that the government which does injustice in 
internal politics won't do it in foreign 
affairs. Between the Soviet invasion of 
Czechoslovakia in 1968 and the persecution of 
dissidents inside Russia there exist a close 
relationship. They are 2 sides of the same 
coin. State which would observe the basic 
rights of its own citizens wouldn't invade 
Czechoslovakia. · State which wouldn't orga­
nize false political lawsuits against its 
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own citizens wouldn't conduct per 
pro cur a false lawsuits against the 
leaders and writers of Czechoslovakia. 

This argument is immensely realistic, 
but it is stubbornly untouchable by the 
Western politicians and press. Naive and 
pious wishes tell the Western politicians 
to believe, or to pretend to believe that 
the Soviets can break all human and God's 
commandments inside and at the same time 
to behave impeccably and civilized in out­
side. That's not all. The Soviets are so 
"marvellous" that in Moscow, they can orga­
nize witches' sabbaths and at the same time 
conduct, in relation to the West, politics 
of "detente" and "exchange of people and 
ideas". 

There are many examples of that Western 
naivety but unquestionably the leading 
personality in this question is chancellor 
Brandt, the creator of Ost po 1 it i k. 
At the press conference in Bonn on the 12th 
of September 1973, he announced that he would 
search for an approach with Russia even if 
Stalin were alive. In accordance with this 
position when asked by the newsmen, he stated 
that as a laureate of the Nobel prize, he 
doesn't intend to propose Prof. Sakharov for 
candidacy of this prize. 

It seems to me that chancellor Brandt 
without realizing it, may have spoken "histo-· 
rical words" which will be long remembered 
and remonstrated to him. 

The unfortunate Chilean president Allende 
was proposed for the Nobel prize by its 5 
Western laureates. To the moment of writing 
these words, Prof. Sakharov was 
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proposed only by Solzhenitsyn. Cowardice 
and cajolery of the great percentage of 
Western intellectuals must arouse surprise 
and contempt. In this case it is more than 
"betrayal of the clerks". 

Basic changes are not created by the 
initiative of governments but by the indi ­
viduals. In the West we are gloatting over 
America and it seems to us that nothing can 
destroy democracy because behind it stands 
the greatest power of the world. But, in 
fact, the democracies_ represent a threa­
tened minority. Soviet Union, China, Latin 
America and most of the African nations have 
nothing in common with democracy. 

The base of our civilization of which 
we are the progenies, is the democratic 
system - basic rights of man and citizen. 
They are the universal rights which should 
be defended everywhere and by all if the 
mankind is to survive. 

Science has given to the world a modern 
technology, but in confrontation with moral 
problems, on the whole, it takes the stature 
of Pontius Pilate. But the matters went too 
far and the scientists should realize that 
science in the rest free of the globe 
can't afford to be neutral in relation to 
things that are happening in Russia. Other­
wise, the dreadful prediction of Solzhenitsyn 
that the image of today's Russia is a pr0-
jection of future world, may become true. 

Several British scientists as a sign 
of protest refused the membership of Soviet 
Academy of Sciences. All this is too little . 
The scientific .world as well as the Christian 
churches play a game of diplomacy. Both 
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practice their own Ost po 1 it i k, 
which as all Ost po 1 it i k s , is 
based on an assumption that it is possible 
to achieve more by one sided "detente" than 
by a protest. 

The church, up to now, doesn't understand 
that the right of creed and of teaching 
religion is a part of human rights and where 
the basic human rights are being crushed, it 
is naive to assume that religion will be 
e:>1Cepted. 

For many years, the catholic church in 
different States of Europe was enjoying a 
status of a State religion. In those days 
from the pulpit, the thunderings were thrown 
on the liberals and socialists. Teaching 
religion in schools was compulsory as it is 
now the teaching of marxism-leninism in the 
Eastern block countries schools. The church 
did not ask whether the parents wished or 
did not wish their children be indoctrinated 
in the religious·system. 

Although I am not an orthodox catholic, 
I am happy that in formative years of my 
high school I was shaped on the christian 
principles and outlook. In my opinion, 
Christianity cannot be replaced by anything. 
Nevertheless, I believe that the compulsory 
teaching of catholic religion in the schools 
was a blow to the cardinal liberties of a 
citizen, exactly as presently the compulsory 
teaching of marxism-leninism is. None of 
the religions can be "the king's religion" 
because it then turns into the State's 
ideology. 

The christian churches, catholic church 
in particular, should take a hard and wide 
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open line in defense of all who fight for 
the cardinal rights of man. I don't know 
whether Prof. Sakharov is a religious man 
but by fighting for freedom of his country­
men, by the same token, he fights for the 
freedom of the religious cult. The chur~h 
loudly and distinctly should brand all vio­
lations of basic rights of man, because every 
violacion of free thinking is also violation 
of the religious cult. 

The church taking a hard line in 
defending the freedom of an individual has 
nothing to lose except its own hipocrisy and 
naive Ost po 1 it i k. The church of . 
yesteryear could rely on concordats.and pri­
vi leges given by the emperors and kings. 
All this is long gone. Alas! Although 
inside, the church is modern and progressive, 
on the outside it practices, above the heads 
of millions deprived of elementary rights 
and liberties, the same old methods of nego­
tiations and agreements with the "mighties" 
of the world. 

Pharisaism of Roman church consists in 
readiness to ally itself with any State 
against the liberal and independent .thinking 
under the condition that the catholic 
doctrine will have full freedom and privi­
leges. Rose Luxemburg rightly observed that 
freedom means always freedom for the others. 
The church never was for freedom because it 
never wanted it for the others, on the con­
trary, it demanded it always for it~elf. 
Owing to this tradition the church is not 
prepared to fight against Sovietism because 
it still didn't grasp the idea that freedom 
for others is a necessary condition for 
freedom of all ·including the church itself• 
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In my opinion the fight for the respect 
of human rights in the Soviet block should 
be led by 2 opinion making powers of the free 
world: Christian churches and organized 
Science. These 2 powers undertaking an open 
fight for restoration of human rights that 
are violated in Eastern block, in fact, would 
be fighting for their own existence. Poli­
ticians, State institutions, gigantic bureau­
cracies, may exist under any system. But 
Christian churches and Science in the most 
honest meaning of these words - may exist 
only in the civilized world. It is unbeliev­
ably shocking how much the churches and 
organized Science do not realize the dimension 
of their own danger. 

At the time of writing these words, the 
press declares that the chairman of "Amnesty 
International" is going to Moscow to discuss 
with the Soviet authorities the problem of 
political dissidents and the situation of 
Prof. Sakharov in particular . But, as I said 
before - this is not enough, or, this is too 
little . Universities, institutions and scien­
tific organizations of which-many, for 
~xample, the Royal Society, enjoy enormous 
prestige in the world, should create an inter­
national committee whose objective would be 
defending the rights of man and citizen. A 
committee of this type would perform the 
task of a powerful tool of pressure and it 
would put a fence against Soviet access to 
Western technology, should the Kremlin con­
tinue its politics of repression against po­
litical dissidents . In other words the role 
of the proposed committee would be convincing 
the Russians - not by manifests or declar­
ations, but by practical means, that they 
may count on the cooperation with the West 
only for the price of accepting the basic 
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principles of our civilization. 

Christian churches and the Western 
Scientific world have many more possibi­
lities in this respect than the governments. 
The Soviets may always say to the American 
or to the European politicians: "If you 
don' t like our armies staying in Czechoslo­
vakia or in East Germany - try to throw them 
out". There is no answer to this type of 
statement and this is why this problem is 
never touched. But the organized scientists 
of the West would be able to paralyse the 
cooperation and exchange in technology and 
economy with the Soviets. 

A disgracefully small percentage of 
Western scientists protested publicly in the 
question of Prof. Sakharov. Why? There is 
a false myth that Science should be politi­
cally neutral. This myth sanctions the oppo­
rtunistic position of disengagement. 
Nob- o d y wants to get in v o -
1 v e d, as the saying goes. It is more 
comfortable to state that one didn't see 
anything nor didn't hear anything, than to 
appear in the court to give testimony to the 
truth in defense of the persecuted . 

Silence is not always golden. Most 
often it is a cowardice dictated by opportu­
nism. 

For those who have the courage to face 
the truth - the problem is clear: For as 
long as we attempt to defend our prosperity 
at the same time accepting the misery of 
2/3rd of world's population, we won't be 
able to defend our democracy, passively 
accepting the violations of human rights in 
the countries which are under the communist 
system. 
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It was found that a dog in England 
during 1 week eats more protein than the 
inhabitant of India during 3 months. Only 
an irresponsible man may consider this 
situation as "normal"; as a status 
q u o which should be defended. 

The European Community and the United 
States represent 500 million people who 
liv e in luxury in both a material and spi­
ritual sense. We consume 70% of the high 
quality food and we have taken for our­
selves 90 % of the freedom attainable by man 
of this planet. We must share with hundreds 
of millions who starve, even for the price 
of rationing the food in Western world and 
we must actively fight for the freedom of 
millions deprived of basic citizen's rights. 

Politicians such as Nixon and Kissinger 
will be greatly disillusioned. They dream 
that with billions of transistors, thousands 
of radio stations and hundreds of communi­
cation satelites uniting the world in the in­
formative area, one can govern the nations 
by "conferences on the summit level". One 
could play Metternich in the days of stage 
coaches but not now in the era of electro­
nic technology. And presently nobody seems 
to accept our legacy and our "untouchable 
rights" to welfare and freedom at the cost 
of poverty and the slavery of millions of 
less privileged. 

Let's repeat once more. Science and 
Christian churches should give the alarm 
and try to convince the rich Western demo­
cracies that today the philanthropy, 
whether in the form of Oxfam or of "Radio 
Liberty" is not enough. Our blindness and 
hipocrisy are something more than Watergate. 
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Nill one, some day, say about Western Eu i:ope , 
using the words of Solzhenitsyn who commented 
on the Watergate scandal: ''What can one ex­
pect from democracy which has no moral s ystem 
built in it?" 

To us, Western people, these words sound 
pathetic . Politics never had anything in 
common with morality . But the inv ention o f 
nuclear arms changed the situation . Ther e 
i s nothing left to oppose the absolute uni­
versal d oomsday, e xcept morality . Th e ba lance 
o f terro r won't sav e us . We may be saved 
by the balance of moral levels, meaning the 
acceptance of common definition of wr ong­
doing . What is wrong in London - must be 
accepted as wrong i n Moscow too . For the se 
r easons the problem of nuclear arms over­
s hadows the expanse of politics . Politician s 
i n this matter may only "hope fo r a better 
t omorrow" . The question of how we should 
behav e i n order to live in safety and peace 
holding i n our hands t he potential of our 
own destruction, should be answered by 
organized Science and organized Christianity. 
So far, both, along with the politicians, 
"hope for a better tol'.lorrow". 

Juliusz Mieroszewski 
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FOREWORD 

This issue contains two themes 

First is Brukselczyk's article on the 
woi:.ldwide arms t r ade p.i.ctu:ted on the back­
ground of polit~cal scenario . 

People have always lived, 1.n one way, 
or ar-other, wit.h weapons "c l ose at hand" and 
the trade in weapons has always been a fact 
of life. But the extent of the current arms 
trade is something unsurpassed 1.n history 
of mankind " The author in his usual humorous 
and sa.rcastic manneL· projects to us this 1.dea. 
"Read the papers, my friend, somewhere, some­
body is shooting at somebody," is the sad and 
convincingly hopeless conclusion of this 
interesting and intriguing writing . 

The second part is an excerpt from 
" In t he Soviet Press" of Adam Kruczek, who 
writes about the atmosphere in the Soviet 
Union af t er Solzhenitsy's exile. 

I have chosen the fragment of the 
articl e which comments mainly on the Russian 
poet Yevgeny Yevtushenko and his ambiguous 
position on the question of Solzhenitsyn's 
"Gulag Archipelago." 
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The reason for publishing this excerpt 
is Yevtushenko's popularity among the American 
intellectuals, especially the influence of 
his personality (in the form of his poems, rec­
tals, TV appearances and other activities) 
on American people. Adam Kruczek questions 
the credibility of Yevtushenko's behavior. 

C . J . 
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II 
MIRAGES AND PHANTOMS 

Flight No. 442 Tel-Aviv -Paris ran 
according to schedule. The Swiss Air DC4 
was rocking slightly over Mediterranean Sea. 
In seven hours I'll be in Paris, thought 
Abdul Azzis Kerine, captain of Syrian Army. 
Good dinner, some rest, and tomorrow the next 
stage , •• Capt. Kerine was deeply affected 
by seriousness of his mission. Ahmed al 
Sheratabi, Defense Minister of Syria, one 
of the two independent nations in the Near 
East in the summer of 1948, told him yester­
day: "We must be ready to crush the Jewish 
State at once in the day of its proclamation 
of i ndependence. We must arm the Arabs. 
What we have now is nothing but scrap unfit 
fo r any use and without parts . At last we 
hav e the address of a reputable supplier and 
his quite substantial offer . Here is the list 
of purchases : 10,000 rifles, 1000 machine 
guns, armoured cars . • • " 

In the same plane, a few rows behind 
Kerine, one George Alexander Uberal, director 
of a road construction firm in Tel-Aviv, was 
reading Daw a r. Strange director. In 
his bag he had only a Bible, Faust, a tooth­
brush and a check for 1 million dollars. In 
his Palestinian passport only the photograph 
and age were correct. The real person under 
Uberal's name was Ehud Avriel, one of Hagana's 
leaders. He too was affected by the serious­
ness of his mission. Yesterday he was called 
by Ben Gur ion. "My dear, " said the "Old Man" -
"we have only 6 months, the Arabs won't let us 
live in peace. We need weapons. Here are 
the addresses in Europe and the list of 
purchases: 10,000 rifles, 100 machine 
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guns, armoure vehicles ••• " 

A few days later, while Capt. Kerine 
assisted by his charming host was leaving 
the premises of the firm with which he just 
signed the contract for supply and transport 
to Syria of 10,000 Mauser E18 rifles, and 
of 100 MG34 armoured cars, in the door a 
somewhat familiar face flashed by. Oh! How 
come? Acquaintance here? Impossible . • . 

Several hours later, Avriel too was 
affectionally bidden farewell by the host 
and was passing through the same door . In 
his pocket he had a contract similar to 
Kerine's; he just paid with a check drawn 
on Union de Banques Suisses in Geneve for 
10,000 El8 r i fles and for a 100 MG34 armor­
ed cars •.. ; leaving, he looked once more 
at the name plate and address of the firm: 
"Armoury Brno, General Management in Prague, 
20 Belchrid Street." 

Several years later, May 1955. Cairo. 
A reception at one of the embassies. "Sir ! 
Colonel! Would you like to give me a minute 
of your time?" - Daniel Solod the ambass­
ador of the U. S. S. R. asks Nasser. "When?" 

- returns Nasser. "Immediately, here," 
replies Solod and both men walk arm in arm. 
"Would Egypt like to receive arms from the 
U.S.S.R.? Sir, do you know the size of French 
su~plies to Israel? The Kremlin expects your 
quick answer." 

On the 22nd of July, Shelepilov, editor 
of PRAVDA arrived in Cairo. A discreet visit 
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as Shelepilov not Solod received Nasser's 
answer . One year lapsed and Shelepilov 
arrived in Cairo not as a newsman but as a 
secretary of Foreign Affairs of the u.s . s . R. 
on the day Egypt celebrated the departure .of 
the last English soldier, Shelepilov had in 
his pocket a contract for arms supply and was 
able to announce at the meeting in Moscow that 
"the u . s . s.R . doesn't intend to create any 
hostile feeling of Arabian nations toward 
Western powers." 

At that moment, in the port of Alexan­
dria the first crates with arms were being 
unloaded. But on the crates one couldn't see 
any inscriptions in Cirrilic alphabet . The 
consigner was Armoury Brno, czechoslovak1a .. • 

* 
Eighteen years later, center ~f ~ondon, 

2 steps from Picadilly where the hippies from 
all over the world are fifing the psalms of 
worldwide peace and of brotherhood of all . 
Mr. E . H. Holden, director of an old comp~ny 
"Cogswell and Harriman" doesn't receive_Just 
anybody. When a customer makes a good impres­
sion he is asked to leave his business card 
and to return in an hour. If everything is 
OK and bank references are clear, then 
Mr . Holden receives him with open arms ~n~ . 
offers everything from a whole panzer division 
and aircraft carrier to a modern type AK-47 
carbine of the firm omnipol . The usuallr cold 
Englishman simply cannot find words of admira­
tion for Omnipol-: "They are the most char­
ming people that I know. And how ther know 
their profession?! The arms from <?mnipol are 
al~ays delivered with all accessories ••• , 
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bayonets, cleaning instruments, even the 
~nstructions are in several languages. Today 
rrom observation of every battlefield one 
must con~lude t~at owing to its authority 
and quality of its material, Omnipol became 
a dangerous competitor of the biggest arms 
suppliers •. ," No need to add that AK-47 car­
bine and other materials so worthy of Mr. 
Holden admiration are the products of Armoury 
Brn'?, Czechosl'?vakia and that Omnipol is one 
of its commercial representatives. 

PEACE FOR 3 YEARS •• , 

Of course, the arms trade is not a mono­
pol~ of Cze~hoslovakia . It is the only branch 
of 7n~ernational trade in which neither the 
recipient nor the supplier is boasting of the 
amounts, conditions and other details of the 
contracts. It is difficult to say how large 
the deals are on the specific markets but 
they are running into hundreds of billions 
of dollars. 

Fifteen states participate in the present 
~orld arms trade. In order to avoid offend-
7ng anybody let's list them in an alphabet­
ical order: Belgium, China, Czechoslovakia, 
France, H'?lland, Israel, Canada, West Germany, 
South African Republic, U,S,A., Great Britain 
Italy, and U:S . S.R . Naturally, the list ' 
~ould look differently if we arrange the names 
in order of esteem and seniority. The u.S , A. 
al'?ne t~kes care of about 40% of the market, 
mainly in the direction of her Atlantic part­
ne~s and '?f several faithful customers in 
Asia, Africa, and Latin America; 30% is in 
the hands of the U.S.S.R. and its satellites 
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though it isn't known how they share in 
"business" because quite often Czechoslmrn ­
kia, Hungary, or Poland shield the transac­
tions that are strictly Russian - Far behind 
the superpowers are France and England compe­
ting for 3rd place . The rest are pygmies, 
though I must proudly under line the honorary 
plac e of Belgium which in many parts of the 
world is better known for the qualities of 
its small caliber products of the FN factory 
than for the riches and beauty of Flemish 
art . (Editor remark: The writer resides in 
Brussels). 

A wider discussion of the reason for my 
interests in arms trade would amount to being 
unkind to my readers , Hence , only the basic 
elements of the subject follow , 

Firstly, the arms trade is an important 
factor of national economy in all its aspects: 
investment, employment, export, technological 
progiess, etc . Let's take France as an example. 
The choice of France from among the others is 
better because it is easier to comprehend than, 
say, the American colossus, or the Soviet 
arms industry which is absolutely secret and 
hidden in 5 years plans and in budgets that 
contain several hundreds of obscure entries . 

In France 270,000 persons work in the 
arms industry; 65 , 000 of them work for expor t 
only . What does it mean? It means that the 
export of arms amounts to 8 billion francs 
and represents 8% of the total French export, 
or 25% of France's mechanical equipment export 
(this is the official name under which the 
arms trade business is operating). It is the 
only branch of industry whose portfolio of 
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customer orders is full for 3 years in advance. 
This is extremely important if one considers 
the fact that the most advenced invention of 
French technology the Concorde has been ignored 
by the industrial countries of the world and 
even the friendly interest of king Feisal and 
01 Persian shah will not suffice to save the 
future of this miracle machine . With regard 
to this situation one cannot afford to disagree 
with the statement of Mr. Galley the French 
Secretary of War who emphatically announced: 
"I have no intent:ion to reduce our export and 
~o condemn t:o unemployment our working people 
in the name of moral principles that are not 
observed by any nation • •• " 

Besides, how can one talk about moral 
principles when the foreign drafts are at 
stake? And how large are the drafts?IJ In 
order . to cover the Syrian losses in only 
the first few days of war, king Feisal sent: 
to Damascus a check for 1 billion dollars, 
which, by the way, went straight to the safe 
of Gosbank in Moscow. The American Senate 
has been more generous and passed a bill which 
gave to Israel on the spot credits for 2 5 
billion dollars to supplement the losses.of 
equipment during Yorn Kippur war. One modern 
aircra~t costs about 30 million dollars. 
According to _t~e American statistics, today's 
demand for military aircraft, projected to 
1982, for the Western world, will be 150 bill­
ion dollars. Tanks, much cheaper than planes 
are_s.elling like pretzeis . The Arab nations ' 
during 2 weeks of Yorn Kippur war lost more tanks 
than was sent by Hitler to conquer Russia in 
1941. 
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Naturally, in order to protect American, 
French, or Soviet working people .' s prosperity 
it is necessary to have, here and there, 
smaller, or bigger wars, conflicts of inter­
ests, insurrections, revolutions, quarrels, 
adventures, aggressions, diversions, domestic 
and nondomestic wars, civillian and military, 
just and unjust, cold and hot and preventive 
wars, blitzkriegs, surprise wars, provocations, 
occupations, brotherly interventions, general 
wars, coups d'etats, invasions by invitation 
and not by invitation, people's movements, 
encounters, collisions, misunderstandings, 
attacks, battles, brawls .•• 

Supplying them all is the business of 
diplomacy. This is the 2nd necessary factor 
of arms trade development. Let's have a look 
at the most absorbing market for "mechanical 
equipment". There is no need to go into long 
discussion on the subject of both superpowers' 
insistence of being "present" in the Middle 
East. Every child knows that this is a matter 
of half the world's oil production. But not 
every child knows that this is also a matter 
of Suez Canal. For the U.S.A. it represents 
an easy link between the 6th and 7th fleet, 
and simple and cheap sailing along the borders 
of Soviet influence. The same goes for the 
U.S.S.R. Instead of 11,000 miles from Vladi­
vostok, or 9,000 miles from Odessa, the Red 
fleet has only 2,200 miles to the Persian 
Gulf where long since so many attractive 
places tempt the greedy eyes of Russians. 
And one more argument: this is a matter of 
peace, which can, as we know from experience 
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exist only as armed peace. Only the balance 
of armaments gives the assurance of peace in 
this part of the world and excludes the danger 
of direct, eye to eye confrontation of super 
atoms . 

Nothing str ange then that even without 
the Yorn Kippur war , Russia spent on Egypt's 
armaments about 5 billion dollars. Is it 
too much, or too little? I answer that the 
whole Assuan Dam and steel factory in Helluan 
cost 1.5 bill i on and how much fussing about 
it we witnessed . 

Do you, ladies and gentlemen, know Abu 
Dhabi? Who of you can point straight to 
this place on the map? Abu Dhabi is located 
at Persian Gulf and recently makes heaps of 
money because wherev er emir stomps the sand 
there is an oil spring bursting out. This 
country, if you can call it a country, has 
80,000 inhabitants and an annual per capita 
income 35 (exactly thirty fiv e) times more 
than both neighbouring republics. One would 
expect that the efforts and riches of Abu 
Dhabi, as well as Saudi Arabia and other oil 
producing neighbours would go for helping their 
Arabian brothers dying of hunger. Well, not 
necessarily. 

Abu Dhabi does not have any reserves 
because it has recently bought 30 Mirage-5 
French military aircraft. By buying them 
Aru Dhabi has become a super power 
as it has more hunting-bombers per capita 
than any other country in the world; more 
than the U.S.A., U.S.S.R. and Israel together. 
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It certainly looks strange, but there 
is more to say. Abu Dhabi hasn't any pilots 
of its own, so the planes are piloted by • •• 
Pakistanis (Mohometans too, whi ch is impor ­
tant) . What does Abu Dhabi need Mirage air­
crafts and Pakistani pilots for? What are 
these supersonic machines for it there is ne t 
enough room even for the takeoff; Abu Dhabi 
Mirage in one second is already ov er foreign 
land, OL abov e the sea? Kuweit too, has 
nought both Mi~ages and Phantoms, and it has 
more planes per capita than Israel . Lately 
the citizens of Kuweit may sleep undisturbed 
because their emir has bought a .•• U-boat, 
nu t he still needs a crew. I was told a 
story that there liv es a sheik who already 
has his own Mirage, a tank brigade, and a 
platoon of Russian Katiushas, but he is 
d r eaming about having a camel • • • 

The military budget of Iran for 1972/ 73 
had grown 47%. In the fifties Iran was spend­
ing annually 8.5 million dollars on arms . 
In the sixties this figure jumped up to 150 
million , In 1974 Iran will spend •. • 2.5 
billion. Is Iran going to be safer? One 
may rather doubt it. Iraq, not necessarily 
friendly with the shah, spends a lot of 
money too, the only difference is that it 
pays to a different "cash box". And Feisal 
spent 40% more on arms in 1973 than he did 
in 1972. 

"You must defend yourself against the 
Soviet threat," cry Americans. "You must 
defend yourself against Israeli-American pen­
etration," cry Russians. "You must defend 
yourself against Israeli-American-Soviet 
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penetration," cry the Chinese. "You must 
defend yourself against Chinese penetra­
tion", cry both, Americans and Russians. 
And the music box plays on •.• 

THE MODEST MR. CUNNINGS . 

"Weapon is an eternal symbol of human 
craziness . Hurray! Let's get them! This is 
the call of our civilization. This is why 
my profession is truly eternal ..• " These 
words belong to Mr. Cunnings, born 45 years 
ago in Philadelphia, until recently a citi­
zen of the U.S.A., presently a subject of 
Monte Carlo, residing in that very place, mer­
chant by profession. Mr. Cunnings has not 
too many occasions to enjoy the beauty of the 
Riviera. He seldom stays home. He travels, 
his profession demands it. Namely, he deals 
in the arms trade. This fact may not be inter­
esting, but this gentleman deserves our 
attention because the private arms trade rep­
resents 10% of the total national trade. This 
10% is valued at billions of dollars per 
annum, and Mr. Cunnings alone handles 90% of 
this 10%. 

Well, he must be a talented man. Let's 
have a look at him from a distance as he is 
watched very closely by the intelligence and 
counter-intelligence offices of all the nations 
of the world. The clients of Mr. cunnings 
are, as it is commonly known, mostly, "victor­
ious dictators and optimistic revolutionaries." 
Among them were Cuban Castro and Dominican 
Trujillo. "Dictators" -Mr. Cunnings used to 
say - "have an immense sense of order and they 
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always pay their bills on time ." Sometime 
the situation is ambiguous , In 1955 , Costo­
rican emigrants decided to dest~oy unsympathe­
tic President Figueres. Armed with the 
Berett.a pistols and Madsen machine guns they 
were deteated by the government for<.;es that 
were armed with Brownie 30 cal . mdchine guns. 
NatuLally all these armaments were supplied 
by Mr . cunnings, who irori:ediately af~eI the 
cease fire, took care of supplementing the 
losses of "mechanical equipment" of both 
fighting sides. 

Mr. cunnings started very modestly as a 
functionary of CIA. After 4 years of impec­
cable service he decided that this occupa-
tion had no prospects, quit, and became an 
independent operator . The knowledge ~nd exper­
ience obtained in the past 4 years evidently 
became extremely useful, and his first trans­
action proved that he had taken the right 
road. In 1953, Cunnings "with his last 
25 000 dollars" bought 7,000 pieces of fire­
ari:is from the Panama police. He immediately 
sold them for 75,000 dollars. A year later 
when he was only 25 years old, he took over 
all surplus supplies of Sten pistols from 
the u.s . A. Army Depots . He bought them for 
50 cents and sold them for $4.00 a piece . 
In 1958 he performed a bombshell transaction 

( a word perfectly fitting in this place): 
he bought 6000,000 Lee Enfield carbi~es from 
the British Army paying 28 cents a pie~e. 
some time later, cunnings sold the En£1.elds, 
modified at little cost, through the U.S.A. 
supermarkets for $25.00 a piece. That man 
won't die easy . Indeed there are others that 
are dying. " Inter arms" of Cunnings in a very 
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short time almost completely monopolized 
the private arms sale market. His wife, 
young and pretty (I think) waits patiently 
for her husband in a luxurious nest in Monte 
Carlo ; and she doesn't marvel at anything . 
This modern Penelope repeats only: "It's same 
as any other profession." Lately, Cunnings 
ha d been seen in Bangladesh . He bought what 
he c ould of what was left after the war with 
Pakistan . Paid cash naturally • •• and to whom 
i s he selling i t all? Read the papers, my 
friend, look at the ma ps. Somewhere, some­
body is shooting at somebody ••• 

HOW MUCH IS THE AM-30 TODAY? 

French reporter Yves Barraud too was 
interested in the subject. Once, he met, as 
he describes, an anonymous arms dealer . 

- Do you work for IRA? 
- No , they don't need me . Thousands of Irish 

people in the u . s .A. take care of it; as 
you know there is a free market for weapons 
in the U, S . A. 

- And the Japanese weapons at Lod, were they 
from you? 

- From Palestinians, of course . They hav e 
got them f rom Omnipol, o r its intermediar­
ies. Only Omnipol sells the Soviet 
Tokariev and Kalashnikov. 

- And you, for whom do you work? 
- For those who pay better . 

How much do they pay? To the interes­
ted readers I quote the prices of August 
1972. In order to make these figures up to 
date, one must make certain adjustments taking 
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into account the increases of pr i ce o f raw 
mater ial, labor and i nflation. !Editor ' s remark: 
quotations that in o r iginal article a r e given 
in French f rancs a r e calculated i n the u ,~,A, 
dollars at 1973 e xchange r ate ) . 

Hand grenade 

Projectile 105 mm 
AMX-30 

Antitank rocket 
SS-11 

Armoured vehicl e 

$1. 00 

$264 . 00 

$2,500 . 00 

$110,000.00 

Tank AMX-30 $400,000 , 00 

Artillery gun 155mm $160 , 000 . 00 

Frigate $94,000,000.00 

Mine sweeper $10,140,000 . 00 

U-boat 1200 ton $30,400,000 . 00 

Heavy helicopter 
Freton Super $3,400,000 . 00 

Mirage III 
(without parts ) $1,500,000 . 00 
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The training cost of some of the above 
"mechanical equipment" crew (including 
amortization) : 

Tank platoon leader 

Pilot of Mirage III 

Mirage III squadron 
leader 

$27,000.00 

$720,000.00 

$1,200,000.00 

WISHING YOU ALL THE NOISIEST! 

Brukselczyk 
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IN THE SOVIET PRESS 
(excerpt) 

Last month I ended my note about 
Solzhenitsyn with the words: "One cannot guess 
what will the Sov iet Union do with a man who 
i s not afraid of it." Today we know what the 
Soviet Union did . On the 12th of Februar y 
Solzhenitsyn was arrested. He was locked in 
Moscow's prison at Lefortov wher e he under­
went the stages o f prison procedure which he 
had so fa i thfully described - registration, 
personal search, change into prisoner's uni­
form . The next day he was put aboard a plane 
and flown to an unknown destination . Only when 
he saw through the plane's window the name of 
Frankfurt-am-Main did he guess that he had been 
brought to West Germany. 

For the 3rd time in its history, .the 
Soviet government has applied exile as a method 
of settling matters with its opponents . In 
1922, on the initiative of Lenin, over 200 
most important members of the Russian intelli­
gentsia were deported. This initiative was 
strongly supported by Trotsky who gave the 
theoretical explanation of thi s decision in 
an article courageously titled: "Dictature! 
Where is your whip?" During the next 7 years 
the whip had been found for Trotsky who was 
exiled by Stalin . The liberal intelligents i a 
had been thrown out of the country 5 years 
after the revolution. The Soviet republic 
of those days was too weak and feared the 
ideological opponents. Trotsky was exiled 
12 years after the revolution at the time when 
Stalin hadn't quite felt settled in his auto­
cratic seat. Solzhenitsyn was exiled 57 years 
after the revolution, when, one would think, 
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nothing, or nobody could threaten the most 
powerful Soviet State. Forcing the Soviet 
authorities to make the decision for his 
exile, Solzhenitsyn had won: he forced the 
Soviet Union to admit its own helplessness 
and its inability shown in the fact that 
after half century of being in power, the 
Soviet Union still reacts to the ideas of 
freedom and justice with nothing more but 
brute force. 

Letters supporting the decision of the 
highest organs appeared instantly in every 
Moscow paper together with a Tass communique 
about deportation of the writer. Many of these 
letters had been signed by the inhabitants 
of far away cities from where the mail 
reaches Moscow in seven to ten days . This 
time, however, the letters "flew" to the cap­
ital within hours as if they were carried on 
the wings of love to Soviet Motherland so 
badly hurt by Solzhenitsyn . 

Nobody should be surprised that not 
too many people were protesting against the 
exile of the writer. Victor Nekrasov in a 
letter TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN distributed 
among the foreign correspondents told how an 
attempt was made to force him to sign the 
statement of Solzhenitsyn's condemnation and 
about the threat to cancel the publication 
of his books. "Can an honest man join the 
choire of blackmailers?" - asks the author 
of IN THE TRENCHES OF STALINGRAD. 

Certain surprise was aroused in connection 
with the protest of Yevgeny Yevtushenko. 
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After he sent the letter of protest to 
Brezhnev, he was invited not to KGB as it 
was in the case of Nekrasov, but to the 
meeting 0£ Moscow's branch of the Soviet 
Writers Union committee where he was 
reprimanded in an old fashioned fatherly 
manner and simply told to condemn Solzhen­
itsyn. He refused and wrote another letter 
this time to the NEW YORK TIMES. 

As usual for Yevtushenko the letter was 
ambiguous. Firstly, Yevtushenko complained 
to the American readers that Soviet officials 
consider him a politically suspected person: 
him who is the author of WHETHER RUSSIANS 
WANT WAR that glorifies the heroism of Soviet 
people during the war, and of the poem KAZAN 
UNIVERSITY describing the revolutionary tra­
dition of Russia; him, the author of poems 
on Vietnam, or on bloody incidents in Chile. 
The poet complains that they want to "get rid 
of him from the Russian scene," and admits 
that he doesn't agree with many of Solzhe­
nitsyn's point of view, but "no matter how 
great are the mistakes of Solzhenitsyn, they 
cannot even be compared with the bloody 
mistakes of the Stalin period." 

He tells also about his last year's 
encounter with the young people in Siberia, 
where, during discussion, an 18 year old 
girl-student toasted the memory of Stalin, 
explaining to the shocked Yevtushenko that 
"all Russia trusted him and had won the war 
owing to the trust in Stalin." 
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Ambiguity of the letter and Yevtushenko's 
behavior are obvious: coming out with oppo­
sition against Stalin's crimes, reminding 
the American readers of his poetry, he attempts 
by all means to forget the most important 
idea, or thought of Gulag Archipelago, "that 
it all had begun not with Stalin, but with 
Lenin . " The sanctlons applied toward Yevtu­
shenko (his b,:oadoast ln Moscow's TV had been 
cancelled) have raised his esteem in the West , 

At the conference of the Writers Union, 
among the accusations of recklessness and of 
being "unwilling to listen to the friendly 
critique," one particularly deserves attention , 
Serg ei Narovchatov remarked: "Jsn' t it time 
that Yevgeny Yevtushenko, who is close to 50 
years of age, stop swinging on the seesaw on 
which he has been swinging for so long?" 
But perhaps this swinging is to the benefit 
of the Soviet Union, perhaps Yevtushenko will 
go West again to take over the task of ex­
plaining to the Western people the "mistakes" 
of Sozhenitsyn?! 

Adam Kruczek 
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FROM MALTHUS TO MANSHOLT 

"THERE WILL COME THE SECOND SEVEN 
YEARS OF SUCH BAD CROPS THAT ALL 
ABUNDANCE OF THE PAST WILL BE 
FORGOTTEN. FAMINE WILL DESTROY 
ALL EARTH". 

Genesis 41:30 

This year I decided to abandon my habit 
of cruising on board the "France". I found 
that this ship is operating at a loss (over 
20 million dollars a year), and that the 
shipping company directors had decided to 
economize. Wine won't be served~ discretion 
anymore, and what's worse, caviar will be cut 
to half its normal serving. The caviar cut­
ting alone saves about $100,000 a year , I 
don't see any reason for becoming a victim of 
"France~ inefficiency, consequently I cancelled 
the cruise. I'll stay on dry land. By the 
way, "France" is the French counterpart of the 
Polish ship "Batory" (toute proportion guard~e); 
the only difference between them is that nobody 
Jumps off the "France" ... seeking political 
asylum. 

I stay behind in order, among many things, 
to indulge myself in the delights of reading 
the daily press. As a result I have found 
that in West Africa (so-called Sahel) about 6 
million black savages (after all - men too) are 
threatened not by a shortage of caviar, but 
by death from famine and that 500,000 of them 
have already left this beautiful world of ours 
in the past 12 months having not the slightest 
idea about the difficulties of the 
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"France". Because of draught, 90% of cattle 
in North Niger and in half of Mauritania have 
already perished, and half the population of 
Upper Volta is about to follow the same track. 
At the best, 10 years will be needed to restore 
the original number of cattle herds, inclu-
ding 5 years of intensive help and rational­
ized administration to bring the Sahel countries 
to {if we may use this word) the level from 
before draught . I say, at the best, because 
if the rain does not fall, then there will be 
a catastrophy such that the oldest African 
can't remember • .• 

God's providence doesn't seem to like 
the poor; the calamity hit the countries which 
even without the draught were listed by the 
UNO as 25 of the world's poorest - kinds of 
countries which eat only when there are rains 
and which, in addition, have the recklessness 
that mother nature hasn't refused them - the 
highest natural population growth in the 
world . 

ONE SQUARE METER FOR ONE MAN 

Once upon a time Darwin discovered 
that a pair of elephants, after 750 years, 
will multiply to 19 million. I calculated 
that when today's conceived child in the year 
2000 will be 25 years old, it will be one of 
6.5 billion of the world's people (the number 
being twice larger than that of today), of 
which, let us add 5 billion will be living 
in the so-called developing countries and 
every fourth man on Earth will be a Chinese. 
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The same child when he reaches 65 
years of ag·e will be living in the world of 
12 billion inhabitants. It means that in 
65 years the world population will grow 3.5 
times, which is absolutely fantastic, though 
possible . If everything goes "normally", 
meaning, if the people, like Darwin's ele­
phants multiply themselves senselessly, after 
650 years one man will have only 1 square meter 
of land to live on. Hallucination? Very 
l~kely, but only to a certain degree. Theo­
r etical extrapolations are indeed very danger­
ous in the region of sociological sciences 
and there are not only sick maniacs warning 
humanity against death resulting from the over­
population . Chairman Mao, a man known for 
his modesty, already in 1957 had proclaimed 
the stabilization of China's populace at the 
level of 600 million . This proclamation 
failed, and soon there will be twice as many 
Chinese people, but it doesn't mean that 
Mao wasn't right. If I were a Frenchman I 
would vote for Rene Dumont: firstly, be-
cause I didn't like the other candidates 
for presidency; secondly, because he was the 
only serious man among the candidates and 
that instead of promising things that are 
i mpossible he was predicting things that are 
i mpossible to avoid-unless something happens . 

THE BASIC FAULT OF MALTHUS 

In order to continue our deliberations, 
it is necessary to upset two basic taboos. 
First, · the demographic-political taboo. 
Some gov ernments propagate the fast growth 
of their people bel i eving t ha t number mean s 
powe r and assure s po s i t ion in t h e world. 
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Second religious taboo. Some mediators be­
tween ~sand God's providence think that 
abortion is the opening of the door to hell, 
but they don't consider at all that living on 
50 dollars ... per year in "bidonville" is not 
caused by the grace of Lord and that it would 
offend the dignity of God and men. Neither 
the tendency to grow in number or power, nor 
believing in providence can hide the fact 
that today we have less food per head than 
we had had during the thirties of the great 
depression. That today in <leveloped countries 
the average income of man is $2,400 a year 
and in underdeveloped - only $180, That if 
things continue as they are, by 1980 the in­
come of "developed" man will rise by $1,200 
and of "underdeveloped• by only $100 a year. 

For fear that you would say "We didn't 
know anything about it", I give you some 
statistics prepared by the World Bank, an 
institut~on which shouldn't be suspected of 
subversive or revolutionary tendencies. Of 
course, let's be careful, as income per 
capita doesn't reflect all the complexities 
of the economy . But it is worth reading 
because it's educational. 

Well, the list of African nations is led 
by Libia - $1,500 yearly per inhabitant, South 
Africa - $810 . At the lower ~art of the list 
are: Dahomey and Nigeria - $100, Guinea, 
Zaire and Malavi - $90, Czad and Burundi 
and Rvanda - $60. In Asia: first is Japan 
- $2,130, then Singapore - $1,200, Hong 
Kong - $900, Formosa - $480, and at the end 
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of the list are: India - $110, N.Vietnam and 
Ceylon - $100, Nepal - $90, Burma, Indonesia 
and Afghanistan - $80, and the last, Bangla­
desh - $70 . The Near East is most contrasting: 
Kuwait leads - $3,900, Arabian Emirates -
$3.150, Kwatar - $2,370, and oil-less Israel 
$2,200 . Closing the list are: Syria - $290, 
Jordan - $260, and both republics of Yemen, 
democratic - $120 and Arabian - $90. 

Superficial investigations of additional 
circumstances will suffice to conclude that 
t he only mistake of Malthus, Thomas Robert, 
economist and Engl i sh clergyman, who was so 
thoroughly "buried" by Marks and his followers, 
was not what he was proclaiming, but that he 
had proclaimed it too soon . His thesis that 
there will not be enough room for all at 
nature's table now becomes not only t r ue, but 
also perfectly clear to everybody. Of course, 
there is a lot of truth in talks that mal­
thusianism is an argument used by "imperialism 
in the stage of decay" that tries to put the 
blame for all the evils of the world on over­
population. Of course, the limitations of 
natural growth alone can't cause a break in 
the consumptive or economic balance of Niger ia, 
or Czad . Of course, there is the need for 
sharp, decisive industrial and modernized 
actions. But, it is also clear that none of the 
cursing thrown on Malthus will not cover the 
fact that the limitation of population growth 
is a necessity. "Make money, not children", 
cried Malthus, and he was right. Only the 
criminal blindness doesn't permit the enemies 
of malthusianism to notice that every month 
there is 1 million more Hindus ($110 per 
capita) and that by the year 
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2000 the number of Philippines ($200 p.c. 
will increase from 41 million (presently) to 
a 100 million. 

ONE SMALL CATASTROPHY IN THE USA WOULD BE 
ENOUGH .. . 

The poverty of the present world is 
dynamic, as the professionals say. A few 
years ago, Lord Snow, an English essayist in 
the book "State of Emergency" warned:"The 
catastrophy will come before the end of our 
century. Rich countries will be overflowed 
by the sea of hunger which will destroy mil­
lions of human beings". Unsuccessful candi­
date for presidency Ren~ Dumont in his book 
"Utopia or Death", in 1966 was demonstrating 
that "we all go toward famine". And what 
of it? Nothing. We are already approach­
ing famine; and some already have met with 
it. Of the 2.5 billion "underdeveloped" 
60% are chronically underfed and 20% are 
on the border of death by famine. World 
population increases daily by over 200,000 
people which makes 75 million per year. Be­
cause of this "elephantine" increase (and 
the figures naturally are more impressive 
in underdeveloped countries) in West Africa, 
where from the early sixties, the production 
of food, taken globally, had grown 22%, the 
average consumption of each inhabitant (even 
without draught) went down by 5%. I don't 
need to add as we know it from our own ex­
perience, that in the same time consumption 
in our slow population growth part of the 
world had increased in value of protein by 
5% to 10%. 

Of course, let us keep calm, let us 
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not be disturbed by harmless lunatics and 
descendants of Cassandra. At least, it is 
worth knowing that this is not a matter of 
caviar only and that in the past 25 years 
the food supplies have never been so low . 
In June 1974 the global grain stock will be 
about 21 million tons which equals to 3 
weeks of global consumption (without the 
Soviet grain because ~ts stock, naturally, is 
a secret of the Kremlin). 

Every government has been watching 
the level of its 2 months supply of oil, a 
level that is called strategic . There is no 
such a level foL grain, And this is called 
the art of gov erning . Owing to this art mill­
ions of pe~ple are either dead, or are g;tting 
r eady to die, but nobody has died yet because 
of oil shortage. Pardon me, a little correc­
tion: Among those sentenced to die of fdmine 
were also some people who would have been 
saved by the fast and cheap supply of oil . 
But oil never arrived and its price increased . 
In order to assure for themselves the indes­
pensable oil, the Third World countries which 
don't produce any of this life saving fluid, 
are forced to spend more during one year than 
the total value of help received from the 
rest of rich humanity. But all this is 
another story. 

Before the 2nd World War only Western 
Europe and Japan were grain importers. 
Today, grain is imported by the whole world, 
above all by the socialist world, despite, or 
perhaps because of the victorious collectivi­
zation of agriculture. Everybody buys grain, 
U. S.S.R., Japan, China, European Community, 
Latin America and of course, Africa, naturally, 
if it has any money. 
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Only the U.S.A. and Canada, in lesser 
degree Australia, Argentina, and in lesser 
yet France, have valuable grain surplusses. 
But attention! A small atmospheric catastro­
phy in the U.S.A. would be sufficient to cause 
the death of those who wait for help in Africa 
and to create sharp tension in the countries 
that are not yet threatened. Brezhnev may 
proudly carry his chest adorned with medals 
because for the first time his statistics 
show some grain surplusses which eliminate 
the necessity of shameful though ridiculous­
ly cheap import from the U.S.A. But what 
would Brezhnev have done in 1972/3 when Russia 
had been threatened by famine if Americans 
from Iowa had been working the way the kol­
hozniks in Bielorussia work? 

Today, the American supplies of grain 
are so low that the government has been one 
step from embargo on grain export (as it had 
been with soya in 1972), that European Common 
Market took over the American export obliga­
tions to the extent of 500,000 tons, that the 
price of some varieties of grain, similarly 
to the price of oil, had tripled during the 
past year. Results? Countries rich in oil, 
somehow, made both ends meet, having even 
some surplusses for cruising on the "France". 
But the rest? What's going to happen in the 
25 countries listed at the end of statistics, 
from the list of absolute dynamic poverty? 
They will die because they are oscillating 
on the border of famine. They must live to­
day for •.• 30 cents a day. Exaggeration? 
According to the statistics of the World 
Bank, today there are 800 million people 
living on 30 cents a day. Any more questions? 

10 

SURROUNDED BY THE SEA OF POVERTY 

Let us be just. Impressed by caviar 
defficiency at Malthus' nature table the 
West did not remain deaf to the cries from 
desserts, steppes and jungles. 

At the beginning there were only emo­
tions. What a disaster! How the providence 
can be so cruel? What a fatal coincidence of 
natural phenomena! How can we poor mortals 
retaliate this nature's fancy? Sure, Sahel, 
Ethiopia, or India! It is an awful drama, but 
what can we do against God's will? 

The appeals as usual were plentiful. 
Who didn't sign them? Everybody from the 
left to the right, from governments to oppo­
sitions. You were given the number of the 
bank account. Some spent fortunes on buying 
full pages of advertising in the leading maga­
zines. And that wasn't all. When "on duty" 
signers became tired, the Red Cross took over. 
"It appears that the unavoidable fate of people 
in Upper Volta, Nigeria, Mali, Mauritania, 
Senegal and Czad, is to die before the end 
of this year", announced the gentlemen from 
Geneva. Stylistically pretty, but it can't 
be eaten, it can't prevent one from dying. 

As soon as someone else's hunger 
began to take familiar shape, when it became 
clear that children's stories about the exclu­
sively natural causes of famine will not con­
vince ·anybody, that hunger is a part of world's 
political set up, then the West woke up. 

F.A.O., the World Food Organization 
sort of the UNO for eating problems, which, 
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one must admit, for so long has rang the 
alarm bell, proposed that independently of 
the necessary instant help a "world reserve 
of grain security" should be created. This 
reserve would be (as long ago some Jewish 
youth named Joseph advised a certain Egyp­
tian pharaoh on the question of seven fat and 
seven lean cows) intervening and saving 
people in the days of hunger and draughts. 
At once, F.A.O . began its work. The airlift 
of food for dying Africa cost • • • 30 million 
dollars, or half the value of the food that 
was sent. 

The UNO, on the motion of the 3rd 
World has gathered to discuss the politics 
of raw materials . This session is separate 
theme, but here we'll only mention the fact 
t hat its results amounted to zero. Firstly, 
there is nothing in common between the soph­
isticated emir of Kuwait and dying of hunger 
citi~en of independent nation of Czad. 
Secondly, the initiators of the session did 
not want to save people from hunger, but to 
get revenge which is understandable in "view 
of lasting exploitation", or just wanted to 
practice politics, namely to unmask imperia­
lism. The only concrete result of this game 
was that the American proposition of crea­
ting the 4 billion dollars helping fund had 
been withdrawn . Thirdly, one billion people 
whose lives depended on the eventual results 
of this session couldn't, which was perhaps 
better, get acquainted with them, because 
they don't read, don't have radio or TV, 
and, above all, were busy in direct action , 
meaning in saving the remnants whose lives 
wer-€ ebbing away. 

The West invented the "green revolu­
tion". Its author , N. Borlaugh received 
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the Nobel prize for it. And justly so, 
because the cultivation of new varieties of 
wheat or rice has brought undeniable results. 
But, firstly, not so great as it has been 
publicized. Rene Dumont, perhaps a maniac 
but no doubt one of the best agriculturists 
of the world, proved that the triumph of 
Burlaugh in S. Asia had been deducted on the 
basis of comparison with the worst crop (1965/ 
66) and not with the average crop. Secondly, 
after introducing new cultivation and the green 
r evolution, the West, wrongly, decided that 
i ts mission had ended . As it turns out, the 
green revolution without an adequate intra­
structure creates new millions of superfluous 
working hands. And what do they do? They go 
to cities . And what do they do there? There 
is no room and no work there; it is estimated 
that presently about 500 million people vege­
tate on the outskirts of the cities in so-called 
"bidonvilles"; that by 1980 that figure will 
go up to 1 billion and up to 2 billion by 
1990. In this way, ladies and gentlemen, in 
15 years from now, at the present rate of pop­
ulation growth, inhabitants of the cities who 
r ead "Culture" (Editor's remark: and hopefully 
"Fragments") will be surrounded by 2 billion 
people; by the sea of hunger, poverty and hate . 
I don't know whether you understand it well: 
2 billion people in bidonvilles represe~t a 
figure 10 times larger than the population of 
European Community. 

CAINS AND ABELS 

The help of the rich to their poor brothers 
was, in principle, assessed as ?·7~ of the to­
tal gross national income. It isn t too much 
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and s hould the rich countries follow this 
asse5srnent, they wouldn't feel any loss and 
certainly wouldn't become poor. But, it 
appears that the whole idea is destined to be 
a failure if, despite all good wishes, the 
help will not, for the period 1970 - 75, be 
larger than 0.34%, or half of the assessed 
figure. Most malicious people calculate that 
even then the help returns to the givers in 
the form of percentage from credits given 
through the normal channels. The others point 
out an interesting phenomenon, namely the 
fact that the 0 . 7% limit has been reached by 
the "second class" countries such as: Holland, 
Norway, Sweden, Belgium and Denmark. Great 
Britain, Japan, and West Germany oscillate 
between 0 .38% and 0 . 45% and the U, S . A., which 
alone delivered 1/2 of the financial help to 
the 3rd World has fallen down to 0 , 24% of 
g1oss national income. 

A much worse example is given us by the 
3rd World itself. In Brazil (country of the 
miracle economy) the national gross income 
was growing 2 . 5% every year through the last 
decade. That's true, but part of this income 
allotted to 5% of richest people has increased 
from 29% to 38%, while the part allotted to the 
poorest 40%, came down from 10% to 8% . The 
majority of the 3rd world governments, unable 
to provide proper population politics and to 
administer more equitable sharing of income, 
took the easiest, but the worst direction: Let 
the speculators do the speculating, let the rich 
be richer and the poor poorer . In other words 
they practice a model of XIXth century Europe 
forgetting that in that Europe there wasn't ' 
any _probl7m of overpopulation and that capi­
talism which they are presently imitating was 
in those days in a stage of dynamic bloom. 
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That Western Europe, or America is not 
eag·er to throw money away for helping the 
blacks, or yellows, that well-fed is not able 
to understand the hungry, that a reasonable 
policy for preventing the approach of calamity 
is not worked out, all this is stupid, but in 
s~rne h1;11:1an way 7xcusable. But that inhumanly 
rich oii countries do not want, in their own 
sp~er7 of.action, to intervene instantly, 
this is simply a crime. 

And what is this all about? In 1973 the 
U.S.A, and Australia exported 100 million tons 
of grain equal to 1 year consumption of 500 
million people in the 3rd World . Today for 
saving the threatened 1.5 million tons is 
needed. Will it be found, or not? It is 
difficult to entice, say, a Belgian to pull 
out of his pocket, every Sunday, a few francs 
of his sav ings and to put them into a box in­
scribed Sahel, or Ethiopia, obtrusively exten­
ded by boy scouts, or the Salvation Army, 
while the sheiks , Islamic brothers of the 
oppressed, are having a good time in their 
Rolls-Royces, their harems and throwing away 
money on Mirages. Indeed, it is diff i cult to 
convince a Belgian or Dane that it is he who 
ought to save Sahel when of 80 billion dollars 
made by the oil owners, 1 billion is spent fo r 
covering losses in weapons during one week of 
war in Syria, but no more than 50 mill ion can 
be found and carelessly given by Feisal for 
sa~ing black brothers from hunger, especially 
since these dollars are corning in from the same 
Dane, or Belgian, or other. Do you, ladies 
and gentlemen, know how large the participation 
of oil countries is in helping their brothers 
who don't have the oil? Less than 1 (literally 
one) percent of all (insufficient) help given 
to the poor by the rich!! 
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Enough complaints. I didn't want to 
scare anybody. But, I think it would be nice 
to add a few remarks but solemnly and without 
emotion. The solution of the world's problems 
lies not only in the matters of contraceptives 
and abortions but in social conscience and 
concrete public opinion too. In August in 
Bucharest and in November in Rome there will 
gather two worldwide conferences called by 
the UNO. The first, in question of overpop­
ulation, the second, of hunger . I wish only 
to remind the respectable participants that 
from today to the time of the opening of the 
conferences, mankind will be larger by the 
next •.• 3 million consumers. 

Rene Dumont, I return to him again as he 
i s a sympathetic and intelligent prophet of 
destruction, said to the French people that 
they shouldn't bother about changing the 
social politics, but rather about changing 
the society. 

There is also a certain individual named 
Mansholt, whom we had occasion to meet on the 
pages of this magazin and who for the past sev­
eral years has led the campaign "zero popula­
tion growth". This socialist, ex-minister and 
premier of Holland, and ex-chairman of the 
European Community Market is talking very 
wisely. But roaming through the world he 
cries in the wilderness. 

In his opinion, today's situation is just 
a l i ttle thrill in c omparison with what is 
wa i ting for us in about 1985, or practically 
t omor row . I f mankind and consumption contin­
ue to grow wi th today's rapidi t y, in 15 
years there wi ll be no oil , no gas, and no 
food ; a nd none o f t h e conferences , poli t ical 
capitulat ions, or arms trade will find any new 
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resources. It is necessary to c ut down both, 
natural population growth and consump t ion, be­
cause the abyss between poverty and richness 
is growing exactly in direct proportion t o 
the population growth. There is no need to 
add that Mansholt has been barked at abun­
dantly by left and right, by politicians and 
moralists, capitalists and syndicalists. To 
some - a subversant, to the others - an enemy 
of progress and an opponent of working class 
betterment ideas. When asked whether his 
world would look rather sad he stated that, 
firstly- unnecessarily, because this depends 
on what one is enjoying, and secondly- that 
it is better to have the world sad but aliv e 
•.. you would say, you are a maniac Mr. 
Mansholt .•. 

And then I happened to run into a little 
book entitled "For better life of 2 billion 
people", full of figures and remarks, quite 
closely agreeing wlth the thoughts of Dumont, 
Malthus and Mansholt, warning the world against 
the suicide from overpopulation, illiteracy, 
and starvation; ful of slogans literally 
taken from Rousseau, or from the HIPPIES. The 
author is McNamara, president of the World 
Bank, ex-Secretary of Defense in the Kennedy 
administration. He ends his writings with a 
sigh: "Let us hope that a certain minimum of 
common sense still governs the World". 
Incorrigible optimist. 

B. 
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IN THE SOVIET PRESS 

(excerpt) 

The reporter's duty is to write quite 
often about the celebrations, anniversaries, 
jubilees and common joyous_ho~idays to which 
the Soviet press devotes million of words 
daily. Today, for the first time I must 
write about the event which is not going to 
take place. Exactly 250 years ~go Peter t~e 
Great signed a decree for creating in Russia 
the Academy of Science. For a few years the 
entire Soviet nation was making preparations 
for celebrating this great day. Many people 
from many countries of the world were invited. 
The invited had already bought tickets to 
Moscow, acquired the gifts and received the 
visas. And suddenly - 2 weeks before the 
festivities all foreign guests received from 
the secretariat of the Academy of Science of 
the u.s.s.R., letters in which they were asked 
not to bother to come, because the anniversary 
had been cancelled. 

One must assume that the cancellation 
had been made in such a hurry that there was 
no time for inventing any reasonable pretext. 
In the letters, the foreign would-be visitors 
were informed that because of June 16th elec­
tions to the Supreme Soviet, the May 14th 
Academy anniversary could not be celebrated. 
The date of founding the Academy is known for 
250 years and the elections to the Supreme 
soviet take place cnce in 4 years; something, 
somehow doesn't fit ... 

We may suppose that the anniversary has 
been cancelled for quite different reasons. 
Lately, the Soviet authorities are more and 
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dissatisfied with the behavior of some 
of their scientists (Academician A. 
sakharov, for example), who don't want to 
be robots that perform the functions orderea 
by the party and the government, and who de­
mand freedom for scientific research. It is 
well known that in the Soviet Union "there 
are no indispensable men" and that it is 
possible to deal with disorderly scientists 
using well-known methods. However, what seems 
to be disturbing the minds of the leaders is 
a new element in the form of solidarity of the 
scientists in the Soviet academic circles. 
The Academy of Science refuses to exclude A. 
Sakharov and Vieniamin Levitch. During the 
press campaign against Sakharov only 25~ o~ 
academicians joined the slanderers. This is 
far, very far from the majority of scientists. 
Besides, the scientists from all over the 
world have shown a sense of solidarity with 
their Soviet colleagues. In August 1973, the 
American Academy of Science threatened the 
Soviet authorities with sanctions should A. 
Sakharov be arrested. In April this year, 
more than 80 prominent French scientists sent 
a telegram to Brezhnev expressing anxi7ty in 
connection with persecution of the Soviet 
scientists. And the British Kings College of 
psychiatrists passed the resolut~oi:i "condemning 
common use of psychiatry for political re­
pression in the U.S.S.R.". 

The last ominous sign which convinced 
the Soviet leaders that the presence on 
Soviet soil of important personalities from 
abroad is dangerous to the system, was the 
appearance of· •Edward Kennedy at ~he Univer~ity 
of Moscow. owing to various political esti­
mates, the Senator from Massachusetts was 
greeted in Moscow with wide open arms. He at­
tained, entirely unknown in history of Russia's 
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relations with the West, honor - he was 
allowed to address an audience of students. 
In fact, crowded into the auditorium was a core 
of ideologically faithful students of KGB 
and its plain-clothed functionaries, but even 
they were stunned by the words of the "un­
grateful" American . Senator Edward Kennedy 
turned to his audience with the question: "Do 
you think that the defence budget of the 
U. S . S . R , should be larger or smaller?" The 
question was so unusual, so unheard of, so 
daring, that the chairman of the meeting 
could afford only to announce: "Our guest 
suddenly feels tired and for this reason I 
consider the meeting as ended". The guest 
tried to protest, that to the contrary, he 
felt fantastic, but the chairman knew better 
how the guest should feel. 

Several days later the anniversary of the 
Soviet Academy of Science was cancelled. It is 
interesting to know that all this was happening 
while the repressions against the friends of 
Solzhenitsyn were already under way. A well­
known professor of History of Literature at 
Leningrad Institute of Pedagogy, Efin Etkin, 
after 23 years of work, was dismissed. The 
continuation of repressions should be expected . 

Adding up all the observations expressed 
in this short report one must conclude that 
the Soviet Union leaders desperately want to 
solve their internal problems without witness­
es from abroad. This was confirmed by Leonid 
Brezhnev who, at the 17th Congress of Komsomol, 
warned the Soviet people against the danger 
of foreign influence. 

Adam Kruczek 
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FOOD FOR THOUGHT 

On the 10th of December 1948, when 
Hitler's crimes were still deeply engraved 
in the memory of all, the UNO enacted "The 
Universal Declaration Of Human Rights". 
Only Christians, believers or not, but 
Christians, could enact a declaration of 
this kind. It is characteristic that the 
Soviet block, Saudi Arabia and South African 
Union abstained from voting for it. 

The anticlerical reader would, at this 
point, remark that the declaration of the 
UNO originated from the liberal, secular 
philosophy which long before had produced 
the English BILL OF RIGHTS of 1689, the 
French Declaration of Human and Citizen 
Rights of 1789, and the American BILL OF 
RIGHTS of the same year. 

The answer is simple: These declara­
tions wouldn't have been created without 
Christianity. The genetic source of Western 
democracy is Christianity not marxism. 
The church, even in the periods of its sin-
sing against Christianity, when it was 
allying with feudal absolutism and was 
sanctioning social injustice, has never 
stopped proclaiming Christian principles 
in their purest form. The church, long 
before all liberal-revolutionary declara­
tions,· was proclaiming equality of all men 
and love of neighbor, and, though it demon ­
s trated greed for riches and power, it has 
never sto pped telling the socialis t i c par abl e. 
abouc the rich man and the needle ' ~ .~ye. ChrF': 

o:::rrave a rogue in thP rcnr o.: 1Pa~.,..., >n~­
'np~ ·he~ th-s rich rnonev leJ"l 1 e ..... ror '°'

0

""i!'°~ ~ 0 
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found forgiveness in His eyes. 

The great merit of the Roman church 
is that it had never falsified The Bible, 
and this conduct, or posture, guarantees its 
endurance. Nevertheless, its interpretation 
of The Bible has always been in accord with 
the, so called, spirit of the epoch. Equali­
zation, or elimination of social injustice 
would demand radical reforms, if not revo­
lution, inside the church. And that's why 
the church has always been trying to asso­
ciate institutionalized christianity with 
conservatism. That's why the church had 
been defending slavery and later the 
feudal servitude. It has always been against 
any progressive thinking. No more than 100 
years ago the activists of trade unions, , 
with full approval of the church, were sent 
to penal colonies. Yet, these people were 
fighting against indescribable exploitation 
that was a crying outrage. 

The church teaches that one should 
humbly accept inequality because all suffer­
ings will be rewarded in heaven. But Christ, 
contrary to the church, didn't tell that 
the question of social injustice belongs 
to, beyond the grave, spiritual existence. 
He was demanding that the rich, here, on 
this earth, during their earthly life, 
should give out their abundance to the poor 
and follow Him. 

The social philosophy of Christ was so 
strange, so unlike anything that had already 
been proclaimed, that His contemporaries 
often used to say: "Hard are Your words". • 
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I came across the opinion of some intell­
ectual "madcaps" who believe that socialism 
is an "ERZATZ - religion". Socialism is not 
religion at all; we may say only that it 
could arise in a Christian society. Carl 
Marx could not have been born in Japan, 
China, or Malaya. He could have been pro­
duced only by Christian Europe. 

In time, the institutionalized Chris­
tianity had taken form of its own antithesis. 
Similarly , institutionalized socialism in all 
Eastern block countries turned out to be its 
own antithesis too . In general, none of the 
ideas can be realized without some degree of 
institutionalism though we know from exper­
ience that institutionalism is a grave for 
an idea . 

Socialism should be like a "fighting 
church", because in ideas such as Christi an­
ity and socialism, the road to the goal is 
more important than the goal itself . The 
goal in its perfection is unreachable and 
only the degree of approach to it indicates 
one's success, or defeat. This characteris­
tic leads us to another observation: The 
"acid test" for socialism is its performance 
after victory. The socialist party which in 
the free elections gains a parliamentary 
majority is able not only to induce severe 
radical reforms but is also able to brand 
any antisocialistic activity as activity 
against the whole country. We can see here 
the "acid test" in its fullness. It creates 
a gate for institutionalism; once the 
victors cross this gate - they are lost. 
Socialism won, went through the gate and fell. 
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There isn't and cannot be the social­
istic State. We can talk about socialistic 
society only. The State as a national insti­
tution may be, and should be defended by 
force at the time of invasion. But socialism 
cannot be realized, or defended by force be­
cause a socialist who uses force stops being 
a socialist. Similarly, a socialist who 
applies press censure in order to defend 
socialism stops being a socialist and the 
system which he tries to defend stops being 
socialism. 

The slaves, exploited and abused have 
moral right to revolt. But we don't talk 
about revolts, or uprisings - we dispute the 
question whether socialism is able to live 
through its own victory. 

In my opinion, socialism in the social­
istic State cannot outlive its own victory. 
In other words, as rigorous division between 
the State and church must exist, so must 
exist the severe division between socialism 
and the State, even in the situation where 
the socialists have a parliamentary majority. 
Socialism should function as a social program 
not as a State ideology . 

It appears that we are dealing here with 
a paradox. Every socialist desires not a 
partial, but the full victory of socialism. 
He desires to see socialism as a deciding 
factor which influences every branch of the 
citizens' activities . But the road to this 
goal leads not through the nationalization of 
socialism equipped with a legitimate police 
forc e. Socialism, if it is to retain that 
noble name, mut be a conviction, or view, 
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one chooses on his own free will, because 
only then it becomes the true socialism. 
A society in which only l/3rd of the people 
are socialists, real believers in socialism, 
deserves to be called a socialistic society 
more than the society in wh~ch 90% of the 
people become sicialists through opportunism, 
or compulsion. 

In other words, it is necessary to give 
up the idea of the socialistic State if 
creating a socialistic society is desired. 
It is necessary to, purposely, resign from 
institutionalized socialism in order to pre­
serve socialism alive and meaningful. If 
socialism as a dynamic social idea is to 
survive it must resign from the State ideo­
logy that relies on the apparatus of police 
force . True socialism may be built up only 
by believing, unselfish socialists an~ never 
by apparatchicks, bureaucrats and policemen. 
It must act as a vivid , never exhausted and 
never limited movement of reform and prog~ 
ress which would correct the permanent e~ils 
of institutionalism. It must be a creative, 
criticizing spirit of opposition against the 
STATUS QUO because STATUS QUO always means 
petrification of the progress into conser­
vatism. 

The communists would argue that power 
and police are needed for cutting down_th~ 
"Sacred Oaks" of capitalism and for building 
socialism on the "clearing". They wou~d say 
that when one gives up the power, one i~ 
giving up socialism too. They have an il~u­
sion that it is possible to convince 30 _mi~l­
ion people and to convert them int~ so~ialists 
using compulsion and force. (Editors 
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remark: Author has in mind the example of 
Poland and the Polish people forced to live 
under the communist heel.) 

Well, during past decades we have got­
ten rid of small-pox by applying compulsory 
inoculation. If it were not for compulsion, 
the epidemics of small-pox could have been 
still with us. Treating socialism as if it 
were small-pox resulted in its liquidation . 
Socialistic pragmatism must practice, liter­
ally, everything that it proclaims . The 
depth of the grave in which socialism in 
the Soviet Union is buried may be measured 
by the abyss which separates the constitution 
of the u . s . s . R. from its daily life 
practice. 

True socialism may bloom and be prac­
ticed in a democratic system only. Historic 
experiences have shown that it's impossible 
to destroy democracy, preserving, at the same 
time, the power of people . 

Democracy doesn't guarantee the blos­
soming of socialism. Parliaments with con­
servative majority quite often enact antiso­
cialistic laws. Democracy doesn't guarantee 
the blossoming of socialism but liquidation 
of democracy guarantees liquidation of social­
ism. The last 50 years existence of the 
Soviet Union and the 30 years existence of 
the satellite countries are striking, though 
grim illustration of this thesis . 

Perhaps parliamentary democracy is 
obsolete. Perhaps, we are on the road to 
the "New, Magnificent World", which will be 
governed by oligarchies supported by the 
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complicated systems of computers. But if 
democracy is fading away, so is socialism. 

I can't believe it. To me, Christ­
ianity and socialism incarnate the most 
intimate and utmost longings and desires 
of man. Some may say that those ideas 
belong to past, to mythology. They should 
be answered with a question: Does the his­
tory of human civilization from Euphrates, 
Nile, Tiber, to the Seine, Rhine and Thames 
belong to mythology too? 

* * * 
The oil crisis has caused the pre­

dictions of futurologists of the previous 
decade, though accepted as greatly author­
itative, to turn out to be an untimely 
joke . On the pages of Kultura I had dis­
cussed the studies of the Hudson Institute 
in which the authors had foretold the 3 day 
work week, the richness of consumptive pro­
ducts, permanent government pension for 
e v e r y American regardless of whether he 
worked or did not work. Based on these 
assumptions they built up a prognosis that 
the most important problem of near future 
will be a question of free time . 

Several years ago it seemed that most 
of the productive work might have been grad­
ually assigned to the automatic industrial 
complexes directed and supervised by correc­
tly programmed computers. 

A slave who supposedly was to work 
instead of us would have been energy, mostly 
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in the form of electricity. Comparison 
with ancient Rome whose might had been 
based on slaves' work would be rather 
false, because a slave as a unit of energy 
looked pretty poorly. Every American, or 
Western German who has several cars and 
numerous electronic gadgets, has at his 
disposal an energetic potential that none 
of Roman slave owners could have dreamt of . 

Those futurologistic predictions 
came to my mind when I was reading the 
s tatement of the Bank of England' s gov ernor , 
We must sav e and tighten our belts at least 
up to 1984 if we want to survive the 
present crisis . In the governor 's opinio n , 
l owering s tandards o f life, r adi cal de­
c rease of consumption , disc i pl i ne o f work 
a nd s av ing - all are the guiding lines f o r 
nearest f utur e . 

The vision of futurologi sts h a s go ne 
with the wind b e c ause of t he energy crisis . 
Our readers who , con trary to me , own car s 
will be revolted if I say that the ene rgy 
crisis is a "camouflaged blessing". 1·,e are 
not ready yet for f uturologistic "Garden of 
Eden " in which all work would be done for us 
by the spiri t less energy. 

Lenin had dreamt that socialism p l us 
electricity would create the simplest road 
to the ideal communistic State. Experiences 
did not prove it either in Russia o:i. in any 
olher place under the sun . My wife "went 
th:i.ough Russia " as we say using th:i.s corrunon 
~diem . In Kazachs t an to where she was de­
ported, there were farn.Lne, typhoid , tuber­
~ulosis , malaria , and lack, l i t eral l y, of 
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everything, except electricity. That elec­
tricity shone not upon socialism but upon 
unbelievable misery. 

Simple logic tells us that the raw mat­
erials being unrenewable, by the same token, 
are distined to become exhausted. Oil is 
unrenewable and its resources, sooner or 
later, must end. But water, or so called 
"white coal" in the ecologically regular 
economy of nature is renewable because we 
have rains every year. 

It isn't important that in relation 
to the unrenewable oil we are showing an in­
excusable giddiness . The real problem is 
that along ;,ith this voracious consumption 
of energy in the past decades, we had achie­
v ed enormous economic growth but without 
social justice. This process created situ­
ation in which the rich were growing richer 
and the poor, poorer. 

Misery doesn't preclude social justice . 
One may imagine that there may exist a poor 
country whose citizens are poor, but, at the 
same time promoting and having maximum of 
social justice . Social justice doesn't 
r ela te to the level of income per capita, 
but to the income in relation to the "loaf 
of bread" representing the total national 
income. One would think that when the loaf 
is bigger then it's easier to divide it 
justly. Unfortunately, we learned by exper­
ience that with the growth of the loaf, with 
the speedier growth of its weight and volume 
- its sharing is most unjust. 

One of the British economists calculated 
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that should the total national income of 
Great Britain be absolutely equally divi­
ded among citizens, each Britisher would 
have 4 thousand pounds sterling a year. 
Undoubtedly, on average, we all would be 
well off, assuming that pound wouldn't be 
further devaluated. But would social jus­
tice be attained in the nation whose every 
citizen had 4 thousand pounds yearly 
income? Would it be just to pay identi­
cal salaries to airline pilot and to a 
postman? Or to a prestigious physician 
and a typist in one or the other office? 

It's obvious that the basic postulate 
lies in the question of the lowest earnings 
which should assure a modest, but fully 
satisfactory living. Earnings on the bor­
der of famine are contradictory to social 
justice. Everybody agrees on this point 
but we must underline that it is the only 
point upon which there is a unamimity of 
opinion. 

The British workmen understand that 
just earnings represent not only relation 
of their earnings to the gross national in­
come, but, above all, the earnings of one 
workmen' group to the earnings of other 
groups. The main reason for miners' strike 
is their conviction that on the list of 
earners they should be put in the first 
place. They believe, quite justly so, that 
their work is dirty, dangerous and often re­
sulting in mortal disease of lungs. 

But we may say that nurses in hospi­
tals work pretty hard too. In the first 
half of January of this year, British TV, 
during miners' strike invited to their 
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studio a miner, a nurse, an electrician, a 
railway worker, a postman and a bank mana­
ger. They were asked in turn to set the 
table of earnings each of them thought 
to be just for every group represented in 
the interview. The bank manager put the 
bank managers in the first place, miner put 
miners. Only the postman didn't put postman 
as the first, allocating the first place to 
nurses. The program, beyond any doubt, 
proved that, gathered in the studio, repre­
sentatives of working people would never 
agree how to arrange the consecutive table 
that would delineate the position of a par­
ticular group of workers in relation to the 
earnings. Thus, even for the duration of a 
one hour debate it hadn't been possible to 
establish a just politics of wages that 
would be acceptable to everyone. 

This example leads us to trade unions 
which believe that FREE BARGAINING is the 
best method in solving the problem of wages. 
There is no doubt that powerful trade 
unions which by strike might paralyze the 
economy of the whole country, are able to 
obtain for themselves unproportionally lar­
ger wages than the wages of the unorganized, 
or belonging to the less important branches 
of industry workers, because the bargaining 
power of the latter is insignificant. We 
may say that though all workers are equal -
some are "more equal" than the others. 

The "Capital" of Marx was written in 
England. Marx thought that as soon as the 
British working class is organized in power­
ful trade unions, it will use its power to 
rebuild the structure of the nation. If 
"rebuilding" means communism - it did not, 
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and it will never happen. 

The organized working class is able to 
overthrow any government and to dictate to 
England any system, including communism. 
But the enormous majority of British work­
ers do not want communism. This fact is 
proven by the Parliament in which not even 
a single communist representative has a 
seat. Trade unions representing the work­
ing class attach great weight to the prin­
ciple of FREE BARGAINING. The sma~lest_ 
attempts to limit the extent of this prin­
ciple are fought back by trade unions with 
the greatest force. 

Communism liquidates the principle of 
FREE BARGAINING. The State, by unilateral 
decision, settles the wage problem o~ work­
ers and strikes are suppressed by police, 
army and tanks. 

Since the end of the Second World War 
the power of trade unions has been growing 
rapidly. But, along with it the knowledge 
of communism has been spreading too. Ro­
manticism of Civil War in Spain had been 
overshadowed by the Hungarian uprisal and 
by the invasion of Czechoslovakia. British 
workers read the press, listen to radio, 
watch TV and have for quite a long time 
had no illusions how the communism looks 
in practice. 

British communists are aware of this 
and proclaim that communism in a British 
"edition" would look differently than the 
Soviet. As a result neither Soviets, nor 
the British working class trust them. 
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Communism would conquer England only 
by force, by Soviet army which would 
occupy the country . Of course, the first 
~tep made by the occupants would be jail­
ing ~he members of Central Communist Party 
Committee for their revisionism and "right­
ist deviation". Reorganized British com­
munist party would be led by Britishers 
imported from Moscow and well trained by 
the KGB, 

This will never happen . Britishers are 
always ready to compromise, but not to cap­
itulate. They will defend their islands to 
the last. 

Marxists ought to think deeply about 
the example of England. Here is a country 
where the organized working class became 
th7 most powerful social force. A country 
which among many countries of the world is 
the least probable to choose revolution and 
communism. Consequently, we can state that 
born i~ England, communism most obviously 
found its gra11e there . The organized and 
powerful working class votes tor the Labor 
Party which, by all means, is socialistic 
but not communist . 

We may claim that British working 
class and o t her Western European working 
cla~ses ar7 egoistic, with no ideology, 
basically inclined to c are for their own 
i nteiests and assets . With regaid to this 
we must stress~ points British workers 
are the product of capitalistic education . 
The principle of FREE BARGAINING is a twin 
of FREE ENTERPRISE and free play of market 
torces . From capitalists the workers inher­
ited the idea that the only objective mea­
sure of success in life and social progress 
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is money. From them also they took the 
philosophy which proclaims that money is 
the main, worth while goal and that one 
should fight in every possible way to 
obtain possible penny. 

And the second point. Not all the 
British workers are well' paid. Those of 
well paid groups, for example the miners, 
represent the first generation of well 
paid miners. Their fathers and grand­
fathers were exploited and had lived in 
utmost poverty. Nothing strange then 
that the contemporary worker is busy and 
emotionally involved in fortifying his 
own prosperity and doesn't care about 
social problems of the world. 

The capitalistic system of England 
undergoes ever growing changes. It be­
comes clear that in future it will be not 
the workers who are going to be seeking 
alignment with capitalists, but to the 
contrary, capitalists will be forced to 
adapt themselves to the demands of the 
working class whose trade unions repre­
sent the biggest power in British social 
and economic structure. This new BALANCE 
OF POWER didn't find yet its proper form 
and the evolutionary process in this re­
spect will go through the next decades. 

The abused word "crisis" implies 
that not necessarily we are going to lose 
the battle against inflation. I am con­
vinced that it will be a long struggle 
after which the capitalistic system will 
never be the same as in the past. In 
other words, overcoming the crisis will 
not mean restoration of· capitalism in its 
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old form. The changes are breeding in our 
own eyes causing a chaos and disturbances 
which we define using a collective word 
"crisis". 

Capitalism in its classic form has 
not been overthrown in Western Europe. It 
just outlived itself, similarly to many 
earlier systems. This characteristic 
creates a mortal blow to communism which 
has always been proclaimed by its advocates 
as the only remedy for capitalistic dis­
ease. "Disease" dies faster than we would 
think; what's the use of a remedy which 
even during the capitalistic epidemics 
didn't cure anybody? 

There is only one sanctuary which 
insures capitalism against the crisis, 
against its reconstruction, or evolution. 
That sanctuary is communistic propaganda 
which needs capitalism like a fish that 
needs water. If all males in the world 
suddenly stopped getting bald, what wou~d 
be left for the multitude of producers who 
sell "miraculous" and "scientifically 
proven" elixirs for hair growing? Just 
think of it! 

Actually we haven't got any ideal sol­
ution for all social problems. The statis­
tical table of workers' earnings that would 
be called conformable to an ideal social 
justice must be avowed as just and right 
by 80-90% of workers of any particular 
country. We have not, and we won't ever have 
such a table. 

Social justice isn't a stable idea. 
It's an evolutionary process that hasn't 
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and cannot have an end. Apart from econ­
omic and political changes, every genera­
tion of workers has different criteria of 
evaluation of this as well as other 
questions. 

In my opinion, neither the social sys­
tems nor the political theories can pretend 
to be scientific. There isn't such a thing 
as a scientific socialism as there isn't 
scientific democracy. Consistent with 
science would be a system which recog­
nizes the natural characteristics of 
human development; a system built not on 
dogmas only; a system which in its frame 
allows for an organized evolutionary strug­
gle in the name of social ideas of a gener­
ation. Each evolution is a fight not 
necessarily bloody and with weapons in hand . 

The system in which the civil struggle 
for progress and social justice is legal, 
is the democracy of West European type . 
Democracy may be defined as a never-ending 
fight among generations of people, as an 
incessant battle of opinions and trends, 
and as a critique of the past which at the 
same time plans for future. In democracy 
one may find everything but peacefullness, 
because peacefullness has never been a 
characteristic of the healthy and the free 
people. Freedom is not peacefullness. It 
remains to be a battle forever. That's why 
the people in the Eastern block are not 
free. 

* * * 
Perhaps Russia, if she were a democratic 

Sta te, would practice imperialistic poli­
tics, taking advantage of superiority in 
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number of people, territorial expanse, 
army, etc. The democratic States quite 
of~en practice imperialism, but against 
this type.of imperialism one may put a 
defense line. In democratic Russia there 
woul~ exist some factions, or political 
parties which would help us, and certainly 
there would be many Russian publications 
that would be objective with regard to the 
democra~ic voices of the Polish press. we 
w~uld, in that democratic Russia, have ene­
mies as well as friends, but in any case we 
wouldn't be helpless. Democratic Russia 
would, no doubt, have a great influence on 
Poland and it would be in our interest to 
ha~e good relations with such a powerful 
neighbor .. (Editor's remark: Again, this 
paragraph is rather for Polish readers as it 
relates to Poland and Polish people under 
communist Russia's rule. I include it as 
cha7acteristic and applicable to many other 
nations.) 

_Each_to~alitarianism is imperialistic 
b~t imperialism isn't its main characteris­
~ic. Its characteristic lies in transmut­
ing ~he myth into an "objective fact". 
Atheism and religions are subjective atti­
tudes. Scientifically it cannot be proven 
that . God 7xi~ts, or doesn't. But when some 
a~h7ists ins7st that their "creed" is scien­
t7f7cally obJ7ctive truth - they are, indeed, 
riding on an inclined plane. 

It is absurd to present unscientific 
facts as scientifically proven and this 
absurdity is a backbone of totalitarian 
po1:1er •. 1:>nd it doesn't matter whether "the 
scientifically proven facts" are in the 
~orm of atheism, racism, myth of "blood and 
iron", or a "scientific socialism". 
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Totalitarianism must rely on lying be­
cause there isn't in it any possibl7 rational 
argument that would justify its claims. . 
Religions have fideism, whi~h m7an7 a convi~­
tion based on faith. Totalitarianism, speci­
fically the Soviet totalitarianism we~t a 
step further; it liquidated metaphrsics. 
The operation has been performed ~aively and 
simply - the Soviets put an 7quation mar~ 
between metaphysics and physics. Communis~, 
in which only an insignificant part o~ soc7ety 
believes, is taught in schools and universi­
ties as a scientific theory that ha7 the 7ame 
status as Darwin's theory of evolution which 
had passed the test of time and with scarc7ly 
small number of corrections had been acclaimed 
as objectively true. 

In order to convert people into Chris­
tians it is necessary to conv ince them and t~ 
dazzle them by the beauty and goodness of this 
unique religion. But there is no need to 
convert anybody into a "belief" that 2 plus 
2 equals 4. In order.to dos~, it ~s enough 
to teach one just a simple arithmetic. _The 
Soviet totalitarianism has murdered social­
ism because it took away from it its 
"metaphysics" replacing it by the false 
physics. 

The true socialism is a conviction, a 
belief in goodness and unselfis~ness of_ 
human being; it is a psychological atti~u~e 
characterized by one's readiness to sacrifice 
and to work for betterment of others. Soc­
ialism in this context is not a "scientific 
the ory" but an idea to which people should 
b e reconciliated by all available means, but 
exc luding force. 
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Communists and reactionaries would 
say that this kind · of socialism is a utopia 
because the success of socialistic reforms 
can be obtained by an administrative compul­
sion. 

When in a democratically elected Cong­
ress the parliamentary majority passes a 
socialistic proposition, this proposition 
becomes a law to be obeyed by all. But this 
doesn't mean that socialism has become an 
ideology that should be accepted by all. 
The law should be compulsory to all, but 
socialism only to socialists. 

The conservatists who cannot grasp the 
sense of socialism and of Christianity as 
well, quite often argue that social injus­
tice results from "natural order of things". 
By nature, some people are clever and hard 
working, some others are dull and lazy. 
Some are beautiful and healthy, some others 
- ugly and sick. Nature is cruel and unjust 
and we, the humans, must accept this natural 
order of the world. 

The social mission of Christianity is 
counteracting this natural order. The com­
mandment of loving your neighbor which of 
all commandments Christ put in the first 
place demands of us to equalize, or to 
appease the harms that are caused by unjust 
nature. This is a concept of the highest 
order initiated by Christianity. Someone 
who doesn't understand it is a pagan though 
de nomine he might be a Christian. 

If the nature were just and merciful 
nobody would demand of us to practicejustice 
and mercy- because the ideal of justice and 
mercy would have been achieved. As it is 
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not so, the demand for changing the unjust 
and unmerciful world into a human world of 
order and social justice is the essence of 
both - Christianity and socialism. 

Let me stress once more. In Christian­
ity and socialism the road to the goal is 
more important than the goal itself. Society 
of truly socialistic order is a utopia, like­
wise the society ideally Christian is a 
vision that belongs not in this world. But 
the sense of life is possible to find only 
on the road that leads to a greater and 
better goal than we ourselves are. In this 
aspect humanity is a utopian concept. But 
it assigns to a man an exceptional, by reli­
gion defined as the supernatural status in 
the panorama of all existence. 

Juliusz Mieroszewki 
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ABOUT DETENTE 

There is no sense in talking about 
the fall or crisis of the so-called poli­
tics of DETENTE. If DETENTE is thought to 
mean a mutual relaxation, it might be com­
pared with an ornamental imprint on the 
cover of a book which hasn't been written 
yet. We see the title and pretend that 
something really decisive has happened. 

That nothing in the way of relaxation 
between the Soviet Union and America has 
occurred is proven by the almost 2-1/2 
years that have passed by since before the 
last visit of Nixon to Moscow. 

There was so much written about all 
this that one shouldn't even think about 
adding anything more if it were not for 
the events, which for the purpose of this 
writing, should be reminisced upon. 

The American politicians and mi l itary 
intelligence have shown their great cred­
ulity in taking Brezhnev's assurances 
which he made during the summit meeting at 
San Clemente. As an example which illus­
trates this statement is the first reaction 
of American Intelligence when the war in 
the Middle East in Oct '73 errupted. 
"When - on Oct 4th - two days before Egypt 
attacked Israel, the Soviet planes began 
to evacuate Russian families from Egypt, 
some American specialists evaluated this 
action as a sign of further Soviet-Arab 
relations' inflammation whose first act 
took place in 1972 (in throwing out the 
Soviet experts and advisers from Egypt -
Ed. postscript). In the morning of Oct . 
6th, at the time of wars erruption, the 
most authoritative reports were suggesting 
that the conflict is not unavoidable . 
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When the war began to unroll the reports 
dispatched information that it had been 
Israel who attacked the Arab nations". _/ 

As we can see from the above para­
graph, neither the American politicians 
nor the military Intelligence had ever 
dreamt about possible disloyalty of their 
Soviet partner of DETENTE. Recovery 
came later when it was necessary to pre­
vent the landing of 50,000 Soviet air~ 
borne troops in Egypt, forcing in effect 
the U.S.A. to alert its all land, sea 
and air forces. 

The history of the last 2 years -
including Soviets' efforts to widen the 
war in the Middle East and Gromyko's 
speedy appearance in Damascus for 
torpedoing Kissinger's mission - should 
demonstrate to the _American polit~cians 
how the Soviet side understands DETENTE. 

1/ Article of Theodor Draper, COMMENTARY, 
June 1974,-page 38. According to another 
relation published in NEW YORK TIME MAG­
AZINE of June 23,'74, written by Marvin 
and Bernard de Kalb, in fact the military 
Intelligence of the U.S.A. had no doubts 
that the war in the Middle East is approa­
ching and knew who will be an assailant 
in it, but counted on the peaceful inter­
vention of the Soviet Union. Completely 
surprising were the Soviet transports of 
weaponry from the first day of conflict 
not to mention Brezhnev's efforts to draw 
into action as many as possible Arab 
nations, among them - Algeria. 
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Whether it did - I don't know. There is 
nothing in the voices of senators or Con­
gressmen, not to mention American TV 
which attacks Nixon for everything he did 
or didn't dg, with the exception of 
DETENTE. DETENTE with the Soviets is the 
golden apple which should be treasured 
as a permanent quarry of American politics 
even after getting rid of Nixon Presidency 
and his eventual conviction. 

The present efficient elimination of 
the Soviets from Arab countries does not 
result exclusively from the diplomatic 
abilities of Kissinger or the initiative 
of Nixon, but from the effects of an old 
and well-known maxim: diplomacy without 
support of arms is equal to zero. If it 
were not for the mining of Haiphong in 
1972 after which the Soviets backed off, 
if it were not for the alert ordered by 
the Defense Council of the U.S.A. in Oct. 
'73, even a hundred Kissingers couldn't 
have been able to bring Sadat and the 
other Arab masters over to the American 
side. The arrogance and brutality of the 
U.S.S.R. couldn't cause it. An alterna­
tive could be the U.S.A. which at least 
at certain times stopped beh~ving like a 
humble dog on the leash of DETENTE, and 
moreover, was able to show its claws. 
The elimination of Russia's influence 
from the Arab countries - if it'll be 
finally accomplished - must be acknowl­
edged as her greatest defeat in the last 
2 decades. 

We may conclude that after the un­
pleasant experienc~s of America in the 
Middle East war, DETENTE, which appeared 
to be contradicting its own role, has 
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brought pretty good results as far as 
the restraint of the Soviet expansion is 
concerned. 

I 
However, in order to stop DETENTE 

from being such as it is desired to be 
by the Politbureau - meaning slowly pro­
gressive capitulation of the West to 
Russia - the will of the opposition and 
solidarity among the Western nations 
against threats and blackmails is needed. 
One would think that the recent events 
in this region of the world should be­
come a source of inspiration for the 
Western Europe. But is not so. 
Europe continues to be not so much of a 
partner in DETENTE as an object of the 
Soviets' patient endeavours. It's 
evident that the troubled countries of 
Western Europe not having military 
power comparable to the U.S.A. are not 
in a position to oppose Russia as suc­
cessfully as America. 

Discussing the possibilities of 
Western Europe's opposition against 
Russia as if NATO and American divisions 
over there already were nonexisting, 
might appear strange. But, such is the 
reality, and, for the time being, neither 
the declarations of the NATO partners in 
Brussels on the occasion of Nixon's 
visit on the way to Moscow, nor Kissin­
ger's consultations with premiers and 
ministers of Italy, West Germany, Belgium 
and President of France have prDduced 
any significant changes. If Western 
Europe with France in the lead, scared 
by the threat of Arab oil embargo, didn't 
wish any guidance of the U.S.A. and 
decided to come, at any price, to an 
understanding with Arab masters - not 
collectively, but individually - the n we 
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can imagine what panic would arise from a 
blackmail by a more powerful party such 
as the Soviets. FOR THE ESSENCE OF THE 
MATTER BESTS NEITHER IN WEAKNESS NOR IN 
THE BREAKING DOWN OF EUROPE. BOTH RESULT 
FROM HER ABSOLUTE UNWILLINGNESS TO UNDER­
TAKE ANY RISK OF CONFRONTATION WITH THE 
SOVIET EMPIRE. Some Declarations of 
statesmen and politicians appear to be 
expressing their belief that the Soviet 
expansionism lost its fighting spirit and 
stopped being a threat to the West. Those 
declarations shouldn't be taken too seri­
ously. He who doesn't want to fight an 
aggressor- especially an aggressor who 
doesn't point a knife at his throat 
but uses more subtle methods - prefers 
to be comfortalbe pretending that he 
doesn't see any aggressive intentions. 

On the other hand the same United 
States, which in the Middle East had 
carried the diplomatic-military game al­
most faultlessly, is continuing to act as 
an official advocate of that imaginary 
DETENTE, which in the case of Europe may 
be used only as instrument of blackmail 
in the hands of the Soviets. Western 
Europe from the standpoint of even the 
most egoistically understood interests of 
America is much more important to her than 
the Arab nations. Even taking into account 
all the oil implications which so destruc­
tively ricochet on the relations between 
the Western Europe and the U.S.A. 

To the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, the Near East defeat isn't much of 
a blow. It's simply a step backward; it 
has happened not for the first time in 
history of the u.s.S.R. Besides, the 
Kra~lin leaders know very well how to put 
on a good face at a poor game, es?ecially, 
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i.e., for their own people to whom the 
separation of Israel and Syrian forces 
has been explained as the success of 
the peaceful politics of the U.S.S.R. 
During the Nixon visit with Brezhnev in 
Moscow both gentlemen were extremely 
radiant as if nothing at all had occured 
in the last months and as if Nixon's 
presence were just a normal continuation 
of a cordial friendship which began 
2-!/2 years ago. But, what Nixon had 
offered in the name of American pro­
ducers - from whom he must have had 
something like CARTE BLANCHE is much, 
much more than a compensation for mis­
haps of the Middle East. In the whole 
matter of the trade contracts, the tariff 
of the most favored nation - meaning the 
terms on which Russia may export to the 
U.S.A. - isn't important because what 
counts isn't the Soviet export to America 
but to the contrary, the American export 
to Russia. 2/ 

The trade agreements between the 
U.S.S.R. and the U.S.A. are, of course, 
not limited to exporting articles of 
consumptive industry. American business­
men are ready to sell everything from 
Pepsi Cola to the most advanced elec­
tric machinery. No wonder, because 
their goal is making profit not 

2/ Only the tariff of the most favored 
nation and eventual federal credits de­
mand approval by the Congress. Other­
wise the normal export licences issued 
by the Secretary of Commerce are required. 
The long list of so-called strategic 
goods which sometime ago was contained 
by the export embargo to the U.S.S.R., 
has been considerably curtailed. 
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worrying about what will happen to them· 
and their monies in some indefinite 
future. Those energetic businessmen 
have the blessings of the President and 
Secretary of State. They efficiently 
mend the Soviet economic infrastructure 
which remains as one of many Achilles' 
heels of the Soviet Union. Besides 
telecommunication which will be greatly 
modernized (knowing the Soviet priori­
ties of issues, no doubt for the need of 
industry and military forces), Americans 
intend to sell them the newest equipment 
for construction of roads. It's enough 
to take a glance at the map of Central 
and Northern Siberia to have a convinc­
ing idea that the only artery which 
joins the Pacific Ocean with Central 
Russia is still the same trans-Siberian 
railway built by czar (No earlier than 
1976 the Soviets will start construc­
tion of 1860 mile main railway which 
will join the Ust-Kut on Lena River 
with Komsomolsk. The end of construc­
tion is expected to be in 1990). All 
this will be done with the help of 
DETENTE. 

Nixon's Moscow meeting whose second 
part had been arranged not in Yalta it­
self but in its suburb (in order to avoid 
any unpleasant connections with the old 
Yalta conference which 30 years ago 
had been mercilessly blasted by Nixon) 
was acquited by him in an empty speech. 
But, whatever in joint protocols, speech­
es, and toasts had been said, promised 
and guaranteed on the question of peace -
which is desired by both sides, although 
to each of them the word "peace" has a 
different meaning - one fact remains 
incontestable. In order to preserve the 
existing zones of influence in the world, 
it is necessary to have an absolute will 
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of not one, but at least two, if not 
three of the superpowers. In any case 
the will of at least both of the most 
important partners: The U.S.A. and the 
u.s.s.R. 

The U.S.A., where public opinion 
has a deciding significance, wants to 
preserve the existing division of the 
world and is doing everything to streng­
then it. The u.s.s.R., where public 
opinion is worth nothing, insists that 
it wants it too, but is doing every­
thing to the contrary. The Chinese 
Peoples Republic, where public opinion 
is the same as in Russia or even of the 
lesser significance, proclaims that it 
does not pretend to be a superpower but 
really only wants to accentuate its 
heretical position concerning the pre­
sent division of the world. The Ch.P.R. 
declares at any occasion that it is 
against the present international STATUS 
QUO. China is economically and militar­
ily too weak, feels too much threatened 
by Russia, and cannot realistically 
think about overturning the STATUS QUO 
of the world. Consequently, any 
announcements of Chinese statesmen don't 
obligate them to anything. 

The average American observer of 
what is happening in world fails to 
understand one thing: Why the U.S.S.R. 
with its never-ending list of chronic 
economic troubles is interested in 
further expansion? The list of economic 
defficiencies of the Soviets after al­
most 60 years of reign seems to be to 
the average Westerner either incredible, 
or - if accepted as true - proof of the 
complete inefficiency of the system. 
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If the u.s.s.R. struggles with many 
p roblems, if despite growing i~dices of 
production the industrial m~rgin between 
Russia and the advanced nations of the 
West doesn't lessen but grows, it's 
obvious to the Westerner that the U.S.S.R. 
should strive for stabilization not for 
the conquests and expansion. 

After Stalin's death, during the 
period that ended with Khrushchev's 
departure from the political scene, people 
still hoped for better conditions of 
life. It was believed that the political 
curves and--speaking with subtlety-­
economic defficiencies of the system were 
arising not from the system itself, but 
from the degeneration of Stalin's admin­
istration and police. That when one 
straightens up the other would follow, 
and the prosperity of the Soviet nation 
would quickly grow. That was long time 
ago, but it was true. It means that the 
hopes were true. However, after years of 
patching, reorganizing and decentralizing, 
liberalizing and deliberalizing, it be­
came clear that nothing can be straightened 
up. sometimes it looks as if during the 
so-called economic reform periods the 
Party leaders wished to sustain the poli­
tical structure of Communism which grows 
from the economic base of Capitalism. A 
dream never to be. fulfilled. As a result, 
the more realistically thinking apparat­
chiks of the highest rank came to the 
reasonable conclusion that the Communist 
system, in order to survive, must remain 
in the state of permanent instability. 
Recognition of this truth (of course, 
for inside use of the political power) 
had become the cornerstone of Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union in the 60ties 
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and 70ties. And on this base the idea -
not a bad one - was born that the dev­
eloped Capitalist countries could per­
form the function of financing their 
lame economy by means of investment and 
commodity credits - from grain and Pepsi 
Cola to the construction of chemical and 
car factories. In other words, what the 
Communist system cannot produce will be 
supplied by the Capitalists. The latter 
were given an auxiliary provider's 
function of the Soviet Union. In all 
this, the idea of accentuating the war 
industry is perfectly harmonized. Also, 
along with recognition of the true, in­
curable illnesses of the Soviet economy 
which cannot appease the daily and grow­
ing needs of her citizens, the second 
unquestionable true direction was adop­
ted. It is a fact that the exclusive 
branch of the Soviet industry - the one 
which works for war, could show much 
greater and more effective achievements 
than the shoe, textile, toothpaste, or 
phonograph record factories. The pro­
ducts of industry connected with strate­
gic production, have reached the highest 
standard of quality and quantity in 
the, world., They became the Soviets 
SPECIALITE DE LA MAISON - similar to 
yesteryear's fame of the Swiss watches. 
The fact that the Soviet industry could 
have worked so efficiently becoming an 
example to the other nations not spec­
ializing in the production destruc-
tive means, undoubtedly gives evidence 
of the progress in the Soviet economy 
because production for war is also an 
economy. There is no need to deliberate 
on how it happens or why it happens that 
the work in Kolkhoze is poor and unpro-
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ductive while in the plant of the most 
sophisticated - infallible in their pre­
cision rockets - so effective. The pilots 
and tank crews of Israel army felt this 
precision directly on their own skins, 
and also the American military from the 
Pentagon - to their unpleasant surprise -
felt it indirectly. The fact remains that 
discernment of the Soviet war industry 
has been poor. It appears that this is 
their "key" industry. In the sense that 
it gives them one of the important keys 
to dominate the world. 

Had the Soviet leaders begun to think 
about spreading their power over the world 
specificially for the reasons that their 
lame system proved to be strong - in this 
one region in which, as it appears they 
"caught up and outstripped the West"? 
We should think rather that already from 
the moment of consolidating their power 
they were dreaming about subordinating to 
them the other nations. During several 
decades the idea has been unrealistic be­
cause being weak and threatened by the 
imperialism of the West they had to think 
about their own defense and survival more 
than about conquests. The old call for 
the final "victory of Communism" began to 
take concrete shape when, on the one hand 
the proper tools - meaning war technology 
and an efficient weapons industry - were 
successfully created, and on the other, 
when the impotency of the Capitalist world, 
tormented by social problems began to be 
more clearly outlined. Although those 
ferments arise from different causes than 
the economic crisis of the 30ties, never­
theless they make the West more and more 
helpless in confrontation with the Soviets. 
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* * * 
The desire for dominating part, or 

all world existed always in the minds 
of monarchs, leaders and dictators. 
As often as they have an uncontrolled 
power, as often as they could success­
fully eliminate their competitors, so 
often they thought about the conquests, 
or about widening their influence. 
Good or bad - according to moral cri­
terion of those day - they didn't 
care about the fate of their subjects. 
At most, about their stomachs, and then 
mainly during the times when they 
dressed them in uniforms and gave them 
the weapons to handle. The world of 
those times was cruel - certainly more 
cruel then the Soviet leaders are, but 
it was also the world which didn't 
know hiprocrisy. Nobody was "liberated" 

- and if so - very seldom. Sometimes 
there were wars for the "true religion" 
but on the whole the wars were caused 
by the desire of bounty. However, if 
the sovereign wanted to have an obedient 
and disciplined army, he used to employ 
mercenaries. They were the best pro­
fessionals. It was costly, but it paid. 

Quite often, the prominent politi­
cians are highly educated connoisseurs 
of history. This characteristic lasts 
for as long as they keep their univer­
sity chairs. But after - as creators 
of history - they forget about its 
lessons, making, as I think, one impor­
tant mistake. To their opponents, who 
have an uncontrolled power, they attri­
bute, without any basis, the same 
rationale of conduct as they themselves 
practice. Owing to this, they forget 
about an old, well-worn truth of the 
role which the desire of power plays 
in human motivation. The desire of 
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power being a goal in itself doesn't 
demand any additional reasons. Ignoring 
this old, elementary rule makes decipher­
ing the USSR leaders' intentions very 
difficult. The USSR isn't bound by the 
thousands of considerations that are a 
headache for their Western opponents. 

At this point it's necessary to re­
mind ourselves that public opinion, a 
factor embracing many strata of populace, 
as a historic phenomenon is comparatively 
new. Through the periods of feudal Europe 
to the outburst of French revolution and 
even the later, the feudal states fought 
among themselves without asking their 
people for any opinion. Those were the 
wars of monarchs, princes, and feudal 
el ite. The inhabitants of those states 
beimg simply a shapeless mass that was 
unable to express neither protest nor 
approbate, treated the wars' calamities 
as they treated elemental catastrophies. 

What is most important in our attempt 
to point an acceptable parallel between 
feudal past and the Soviet contemporan­
eousness is the fact - well known to 
historians - that for ages there wasn't 
any public opinion which would influence 
the masters' politics. 

PRESENTLY IN THE CONTEMPORARY WORLD 
WITH THE EXCEPTION OP THE COMMUNIST CAMP, 
THERE DOESN'T APPEAR COMBINATION OP THESE 
TWO CHARACTERISTICS: MONOPOLIZED POWER 
WHICH DOESN'T RECOGNIZE ANY PUBLIC OPIN­
ION, ACCOMPANIED BY HIGH INDUSTRIAL POTEN­
TIAL. Co-existence of these two charac­
teristics doesn't appear in any non-Com­
munistic country. 

Socially and economically the Soviets 
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have come a long way from the feudalism 
of the czars. But, concerning monopo­
lized power, the Party's despotism out­
grows the czars'. This is the logic of 
a totalitarian state. The Party at the 
top, besides the police has at its dis­
posal all means of existence. In addi­
tion, it is interested not only in what 
the citizens think, but it does every­
thing to shape their thinking, mainly 
by means of mass communication of prop­
aganda whose voice reaches the inhabi­
tants of Moscow and of Kamchatka as wel l. 

The fact that the Communist side 
is able to, so far, efficiently paralyze 
public opinion and isolate it from parti­
cipation in power, and, to the contrary, 
the Capitalist world must depend on 
thousands of factors, public opinion be­
ing first, gives the Soviets and their 
satellites a superiority in making deci­
sions. It's the obvious price for free­
dom which neither the governments nor 
people of the West intend to give up for 
the price of obtaining superiority over 
the Soviets. In this situation, more and 
more people who hold the power in the 
West conclude that the only escape is the 
necessity of peaceful coexistence and 
that this necessity the other side will 
accept on the basis of international 
STATUS QUO. And, when regaining con­
sciousness they notice that the Soviets 
agreeing with coexistence are violating 
it, they try to impose on their opponents 
their own logic. They think that the 
Soviet politics of expansion must have 
at its base their internal problems only. 
Consequently, they believe that the help 
given to the Soviets for resolving their 
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problems will simmer down not only their 
irr"perialism, but - perhaps - will cause 
some softening of the Communist line in 
dealing with their own citizens. 

In this belief they almost make the 
same mistake that was made by their prede­
cessors in the 20ties and 30ties. They 
assume that the Soviets, abundantly sup­
plied with products of consumptive indus­
try - meaning with everything that the 
Soviet economy cannot produce - enriched 
in addition by modern American technology, 
will be "tamed" and accept the present 
division of the world and with it eternal 
peace. In the years of the Soviets' 
first 5-year plans we also believed that 
Communism would lose, thanks to Western 
capital, its revolutionary spirit. 

A revolutionary-offensive State 
which in the first years of its violent 
existence could charm many people in 
the world by the vision of a bright 
future and the romanticism of battle 
cry, turned into a bureaucratic monster 
whose imperialism during these many 
years has been restrained only by mil­
itary weakness. Now this weakness 
has vanished. We mus~ add, however, 
that the mistake of DETENTE differs 
from the mistakes of the previous gen­
erations of politicians. The point 
of difference is that contrary to the 
early revolutionary expansionism which 
died a natural death, the present 
Soviet imperialism WHICH HAS NOTHING rN 
COMMON WITH ANY REVOLUTION will never 
die. Even with further pampering and 
filling the chronically lame economy of 
the USSR by Capitalism in no way will 
cool down the expansionism because 
this expansionism doesn't 
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result from any need. Whenever the prob­
lem of DETENTE in relations of East-West 
is being discussed, often as an alter ­
native the question of "cold war" is 
brought up. Revolving between these two 
alternatives is an obvious nonsense. 
Even if the "cold war" would be under­
stood as a permanent offensive of the 
West against Communism, excluding mili­
tary action, neglecting it doesn't mean 
a necessity of helping the Soviets in 
the form of investment credits. The 
latter, as I have tried to explain, are 
nothing but supplementing by the Weste r n 
Capitalism those economic functions 
that the Communist system cannot perform. 
Owing to this, the Soviets will be able 
to a greater degree than now, to spec­
ialize themselves in the production of 
war means which consequently will in­
crease their chances of blackmailing 
any particular element of the former 
united camp which is presently broken 
up intc mutually competing members. 

Lately, the opinion of Senator w. 
Fulbright, the chairman of Foreign 
Relations Committee of the U.S. Senate, 
has been very much talked about. Accor­
ding to him, DETENTE functions only as 
a regulator of differences between the 
two superpowers so that they w9n't engage 
in nuclear war. But, if the DETENTE 
were reduced to performing such limited 
functions, it may be said without any 
reservations, that these functions were 
carried out by the system of relations 
which existed during the "cold war". 

The different methods of pressure, 
including terror, applied directly or 
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indirectly, by using the prospective 
friends against the West, remains clearly 
in connection with not only the decay of 
NATO, but also with the processes of dis­
integration of Capitalist democracies. 
What would these processes control and 
put - especially America - in a state of 
emergency, 3/ is some imprudent move of 
the Soviets, such as a completely open 
act of aggression. But, assuming that 
time is working for them to progressively 
immobilize the West by atrophy, the 
Soviets avoid any drastic move. They are 
convinced that their patience will be 
greatly rewarded since the West will 
ripen by itself to be taken without apply­
ing the media of mass destruction (who 
needs cemetaries?) and even without 
bloodshed which the West at any price 
tries to avoid. 

The influential publicists under­
estimate, while fully recognizing the 
weakness of the West, the obvious trump 
cards held by the Capitalist democracies 
against the USSR. It seems that it would 
be proper to formulate, or simply to re­
collect the most important of them. 

The basic element of weakness in the 
Communist system comes to light in re­
peatedly adapted attempts of reforming 
the economic structure without infringing 
upon the monopoly of Party power. 

3/ I don't mean the strategic alert 
that was ordered by the President of the 
USA in 1973, but the full awareness of 
all in the face of a formidable danger. 
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The attempts to shake the structure 
of this power in communist regimes, oc­
curred, so far, in the satellite 
countries dominated economically and 
militarily by the Soviets, which fact, 
as a rule, forecloses their chances of 
success. However, if the processes of 
rebellion would begin to sprout in the 
U.S.S.R. the results could be incal­
culable. So far, any manifestations of 
rebellion by the working masses have 
been kept very efficiently under control 
by the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union. But, although the Soviet working 
class appears to be passive, it doesn't 
mean that it isn't apt to absorb the 
ferments of rebellion; in Russia, they 
are, and will be acting without any 
demonstration up to the last moment be­
fore an outbreak. This strong possibili­
ty arises from the mechanics of totali­
tarianism which in comparison with, e.g., 
the present governing teams of Poland 
or Hungary, strives not only for control 
of any signs of dissatisfaction but also 
for making them invisible. Both, the 
government and the leadership of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, 
continue to believe that in Russia and 
her subordinate countries the best 
method for upholding power is to keep 
the barrel with its fermenting contents 
tightly corked up. If the Soviets were 
an economic organism which intends to 
stay in relative immobility, preserving 
at the same time the STATUS QUO, one 
would consider whether this method -
though risky - is not the only one. But 
it cannot be used because of the Soviet 
ambitions which tell them to modernize 
and develop the economy of at least some 
selected branches. Just the same way as 
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sometime ago Stalin's system of power 
built upon blind terror was in permanent 
conflict with Soviet economy, so present­
ly, in the era of computarized industry 
which demands the highly specialized work 
of labor and technician, the super-poli­
tical structure of Party monopoly - the 
alpha and omega of the Soviet system -
cannot last forever. 

The growing participation of numerous 
classes of people in the administration 
of a state whose basic functions are 
production and services, is simply a pro­
duct of development of materialistic 
civilization since at least the middle 
of XX century. As it couldn't have been 
possible to build capitalism in its early 
phase retaining at the s~me time the 
slavery, so presently it isn't possible 
to build culturally and economically a 
country keeping at the same time public 
opinion in forced lethargy. These two 
aspects cannot go hand in hand. The 
simple logic that conflicts may be sup­
pressed but by suppression not necess­
arily extinguished, should, in the first 
place be understood by Marxists. It . 
isn't even certain, however, whether in 
the countries of victorious socialism 
there are any Marxists, but we may assume 
that somewhere some of their heirs live. 

The phenomenon of ignoring the forces 
which threaten the Soviet system from 
inside of their own society (with simul­
taneous exaggeration and demonization of 
the threat from outside) doesn't change 
the fact that in the upper echelon of 
power some self-preserving processes are 
in action. Lately they can be observed 
in the centralization of their most 
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reliable mainstay of the State-Party 
bureaucracy with technocrats and those 
of the military whose specialized know­
ledge of destruction is at par with the 
knowledge of Soviet war technologists. 
The alliance of these groups, although 
exclusively elitarian, is, as we sup­
pose, for the time-being safeguarding 
the present structure of power. It 
cannot, in the long run, guarantee its 
stability because it doesn't remove the 
basic source of conflict that is created 
by the contradiction between the drive 
for modernization and archaic political 
superstructure which curbs the economic 
growth. Besides, this alliance has no 
marks of pe~anency because of the 
ambitions of groups competing among 
themselves. And here emerges ever 
increasing apparent weakness of the 
Soviet system: namely, that in party 
pol itics, decisions are made not by 
common sense which should make the bur­
eaucrats and apparatchks to submit 
their individual interests and ambitions 
to the most important goal - preserving 
the power and keeping people under 
control. When facing its people, the 
bureaucracy puts up a face of unity. 
But this show no longer deceives any­
body. It isn't a secret that since the 
time of Stalin's death the Communist 
parties have been tormented by fights 
among the factions which often get beyond 
the walls of the Central Committee. 
This fight for power uncontrolled by 
any legislative norms, developing in 
the countries of the Soviet Bloc, is, 
no doubt, an element of great potential 
which could be used by the West. 

The key problem that emerges from 
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our dispute and which should be decided 
upon if we want to save the West from 
Sovietization, is the answer to the 
question: Whether the appeasement, and 
help in unloading the tensions and con­
flicts inside the Soviet Union, are in 
the interest of the West, or contrary, 
whether the interest of the West lies 
in their inflammation? Of course, the 
answer should be positively for inflam­
mation. For this reason, the political 
events that are happening in the USSR 
cannot be treated as the internal prob­
lems of Russia, irrespective of what the 
legalists of the UNO or President Nixon 
may say. 

It is clear that from the political 
basis of certain positions, or under­
takings to their possible fulfillment is 
a long way considering the fact of how 
much the Soviet society is closed to 
the penetration from outside. 

* * * 
If, from the not-too distant perspec­

tive of the 30ties we look at the pre­
sent situation of the West in general 
and of non-Communist Europe VERSUS the 
Soviets in particular, it isn't likely 
that we will overcome our pessimism. 
Today, more than before the Second World 
War, the countries of the West believe 
in the possibilities of preserving the 
international STATUS QUO. At the root 
of it lies the conviction that the only 
alternative that's left is the nuclear 
war which equally frightens all. 
Although I may doubt in both, I don't 
intend to enter into these matters now. 
But for the purpose of this writing it 
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would be well to consider a very impor­
tant factor - the recognition of certain 
facts which greatly affect the weakening 
of the West against the Soviet expansion 
which is not the only danger to the West. 

The intentions of the Soviets coin­
cide with the period in which the capi­
list countries (including Japan) are 
passing through an unquestionable crisis 
of super-civilization and classic 
methods of economy. The Soviet realize 
how much all internal problems weaken 
the resistance of Western nations and 
rightly conclude that they have now the 
best chances for "softening" the capi­
talist democracies. Synchronizing of 
their plans isn't necessary. Putting 
it simply, the growth of their military 
power occurs at the time of internal 
weakness for the West and the USA. The 
Soviets act carefully. Their methods 
adjust to the fluctuating situations in 
the West so that weakening process would 
work undetected. 

The U.S.S.R. avoids open threats, 
prefering camouflaged blackmail. It 
doesn't threaten the West with open war 
as Hitler long before used to practice 
against the weaker European countries. 
To the contrary - the U.S.S.R. presents 
itself as an unbending champion of peace, 
organizing during the past 29 years 
numberless peace conferences, rallies 
and appeals. It's true that today these 
two-faced spectaculars don't deceive 
anybody, but on the other hand, they 
don't reveal any aggressive plans either. 
Indeed, the Soviets - at least from 
the days of the adventurous minded 
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Krushchev, even for the moment think 
about military aggression because, in 
their belief, it's purposeless for sub­
ordinating the West. Quite to the co~­
trary, war is extremely harmful and risky 
to them as it may force even the most un­
willing opponent to defend hims71~. The 
Soviets don't think about the military 
conquest of Europe and prefer to act . 
upon the parliamentary governme~ts using 
communist parties whose number in the 
industrial countries, with exception of 
England and West Germany, is qui~e im­
pressive. In the present historic phase, 
the power of the Party, or its dominating 
role in the governments of the West 
doesn't yet mean a changing of their 
systems. That's why - not excluding the 
eventual future transformations in the 
direction of self defense, I think, the 
West should look outside for help against 
the Soviet expansion. Firstly, by taking 
the advantage of international tensions 
which - as the events in the Middle East 
had shown - may weaken it. And secondly 

- inside the Soviet Bloc. 

The statement that antagonism between 
the Soviets and China came just in the 
right time is a truism. Nevertheless, 
the fact of the deepening conflict be­
tween them that appears in increased un­
controlled potential emotions on both 
sides, hasn't yet been properly evalua­
ted. China at present stage of the 
economic development, with her overwhel­
ming number of people working in agri­
culture, urgently need space. Therefore, 
it is in interest of the West and Japan 
to support China in her claim to the 
territories which many years ago had been 
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seized by czarist Russia. Along with it, 
in order to magnify risking preventing 
war by Russia, it's mandatory to give 
China all the needed economic and mili­
tary help. The fact that China is a 
communist country and that sooner or 
later she may become "another Russia" 
is highly possible, but not during the 
life of present and the next generations. 
In any case, if, as a result of rigorous 
discipline and help from the West, China 
will emerge as an industrial power of 
magnitude that she might threaten the 
rest of the world - most probably, her 
first objective of expansion will be 
the U.S.S.R. Elimination of the Soviets, 
not necessarily as a nation, but as a 
superpower remains to the West so much 
an urgent matter that it's worthwhile 
to pay a high price for the risk of 
creating and supporting a new Communist 
giant which is hostile to Russia. The 
paralyzing effects of this upon Russia 
would be felt during the next several 
years, giving Western Europe and the 
U.S.A. a break and a chance for solving 
their own towering problems. The threat 
of 800 or 900 million Chinese people -
if it ever comes to that - is a matter 
of the more distant future. Beside, in 
the present situation, the capitalist 
countries have no other choice but to 
juggle among the smaller and bigger 
dangers. 

For the same reason it's time to 
take a new look at Germany. The parti­
tion of Germany into two states is an 
historic absurdity which won't survive 
through 2 decades. Perhaps my deliber­
ations will be considered a medicine 
that is worse than the sickness itself, 
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nevertheless the realism of the present 
situation dictates that we should concen­
trate upon its most challenging aspects. 

The German Federal Republic lives 
under growing pressure of the Soviets. 
There is much talk in the press about 
"Finlandization" of Western Europe, and 
the Soviet "romance" with G.F . R. is 
considered to be its first stage. Disre­
garding the future picture of the United 
Germany we must notice that unification 
of both German states frightens almost 
all the countries of Europe, among them 
England and France. Their fears are un­
questionable and well motivated. There 
i s no doubt that the West hates this idea , 
but I would risk the statement t hat Russia 
hates it much more, because the IV Reich, 
even if it were governed by the Communists, 
would very quickly cease to be a satell­
ite. Only the weak nations can be made 
into satellites. What would be most com­
forting to Russia is a communist govern­
ment of East Germany which being weak and 
geographically too badly situated ~ouldn't 
break her ties with Russia, added to a 
capitalistic but an obedient West Germany. 
In consequence of these short remarks I 
conclude that the time COMES when the 
NATO nations should push the question of 
a United Germany. From the standpoint 
of political interests of the West it's 
better to have ANY United Germany than a 
Germany divided into a Russian satellite 

- East, and a democratic West Germany, 
free, but more submissive to Russia in 
foreign politics. I don't insist that 
the present situation in Central Europe 
is already so poor that unification of 
Germany must take place immediately, but 
I think that such a situation might arise 
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in the next few years. 
The quarrels and conflicts with 

future communist, or quasi-cornrnuni s~ 
government of United Germany will neg in 
the day after its installation. They'll 
result from the mutual relations among 
the communist nations. We have learned 
from observation that these relations 
rely on subordination - when the partners 
are extremely unequal as in the case of 
Peoples democracies and Russia, or in 
sharp and deepening antagonism i l lus­
trated by China and Russia. On ly the 
g eographical distance that s epara tes 
Russia from Cuba p rovi des Fidel Ca stro 
with a margin of political decis i o n. 
In all, it appears.that a United Ge rma ny 
being too strong to accept the s atellite 
status will become a new antagonis t o f 
the Soviets - in this case in the West 
(as compared with China in the East -
Ed. postscript). 

The consequences of these disposi­
tions may be very far reaching. They may 
cause increased chances for defreezing 
the boundaries, breaking up the gove rn­
ing systems, and liberalizati on of East­
ern European countries, and, who knows, 
if not Russia and Russian peo ple. 

In the American interpretation, one 
of the conditions of DETENTE is nonin­
tervention in internal proble.~s of the 
Soviet Union. This is strongly supported 
by the Department of State and the Presi­
dent. Senator Jackson who passes for an 
opponent of DETENTE and who is a pet of 
the American Trade Unions, demands limit­
ed intervention in domestic affairs of 
the Soviet Ur.ion as a condition of grant-
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ing Russi a the tariff of the most favored 
nation, investment credits and access to 
American technology. Senator Jackson, 
however, stresses mainly the rights of 
Russian citizens of Jewish origin to free 
immigration. As we know the Soviets dur­
ing the past 2-3 years have yielded 
substantially in this problem, giving 
passports to about 50,000 persons who 
wish to immigrate, to Israel. 4/ The 
efforts of pressure on the part of 
American politicians, concentrated on 
obtaining the rights of free immigration 
without the rights of returning to 
Russia, even if successful, in no way 
will improve the position of Western 
Europe and America against the Soviets. 
Nobody questions the fact that the priv­
ilege of leaving freely one's own country 
(with the guaranteed right to return) is 
a basic right of a citizen, but the whole 
problem is put on an improper level. 
People who desire liberalization of the 
u.S.S.R. for its own sake, should care 
not only for rights of the inhabitants 
of the Soviet Union to immigrate, but, 
at the same time for the rights which 
would allow them to live free. Winning 
the rights for immigration in no way im­
proves the fate of those remaining in the 
country. 5/ In this article I don't in­
tend to consider the liberalization of 

4/ On this occasion the U.S .S. R. govern 
ment had gotten rid of a substantial num­
ber of Gruzzian dl'.iminals who presently 
create a deal of trouble in Israel. 
5/ This problem was pointed out by Sol­
zhenitsyn in an interview on American TV 
on June 24, '74. 
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the Soviet system but I dwell upon the 
problem of security against Russia and 
from this stand-point the immigration 
to ~srael of several hundred thousand 
citizens do not weaken the u.s.S.R. 
Quit7 to the contrary - those who leave 
Russia, not only without the right but 
also without the will to return, rep­
r7s7n~ t:J_ie element of opposition. And 
diminishing the number of even the most 
passive oppositionists only strengthens 
the Soviet system. 

What really is important to the 
USSR and the rest of the world - is a 
breaking through the "iron curtain" in 
~he air. Today some European and Amer­
ican publicists write a lot about it 
but their writing doesn't echo either 
in Congressional debates or in the 
political bargaining with the Soviet 
Union. The American Department of 
~tat7 , most evidently i~ accord with 
its interpretation of DETENTE, gradual­
ly moves toward paralyzing those mass 
communication media whose job it is to 
inform the citizens of the USSR and 
Easter~ Europe about all that happens 
in their own countries and in the rest 
of the world. Most evidently - which 
isn't witqout a peculiar logic of myth­
omen of DETENTE - this kind of activity 
is an intervention in the domestic 
problems of communist nations. Since 
they don't wish to see the Soviet citi­
zens as having access to information 
which is different from that supplied 
by the Party's sources, the functioning 
of foreign broadcasting stations on be­
half of the Eastern recipients is an 
encroachment in "sovereign rights" of 
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Central Committee and Politbureau. This 
principle hasn't yet been declared by the 
Secretary of State of the U.S.A., but he 
complies with it anyway. "Voice of 
America" - the official U.S.A. govern­
ment agency - has become something like 
a broadcasting station of the "Society 
of Soviet-American friendship". The 
"Free Europe" and "Radio Freedom" -
which are under theoretical control of 
the Congress and in practice by the ad­
ministration - are increasingly limited 
in their activities. 

Meantime, informing citizens of com­
munist countries becomes more important 
today than at any time before. More im­
portant because the U.S.A. which lost the 
military superiority over the Soviets in 
both conventional and nuclear areas, still 
has a powerful trump card - telling the 
truth to those who live in the circle of 
the Soviet Empire. 

The consequences of information that 
flows from the non-communist press of the 
West, 0 Radio Freedom 11 and "Free Europe 11 

intended to serve the Russians, Ukranians, 
Poles, Lithuanians, Czechoslovaks, Hung­
arians and other peoples living in the 
Soviet Bloc, are difficult to estimate. 
Although the resistance against communist 
power in the past 29 years has been 
rather low, it cannot be denied that at 
certain times, unexpectedly, the waves of 
rebellion passed through some countries 
with a violence that was a complete sur­
prise to the West. Would it have been 
possible if the inhabitants of these 
countries were completely cut off from 
the channels of information? It's diff­
icult to answer the question, nonetheless 
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it's impossible to deny that the impor­
tant role of information which goes 
through the air across the barbed wires 
and mine fields. If the function of in­
formation were not of such importance 
the communist governments wouldn't have 
built the gigantic installations of hun­
dreds upon hundreds of jamming stations 
and wouldn't punish their citizens for 
hawking and even for possessing printed 
materials that do not bear "imprimatur" 
of communist censor. The newer and 
still improving telecommunication using 
satellites may, and undoubtedly will, 
create in the near future a gap in the 
wall of isolation imposed by the govern­
ments of Communist Bloc on their own 
peoples, against the wide river of infor­
mation. Ineffective attempts raised 2 
years ago by the Soviet delegation in 
the UNO to pass the resolution which 
would prohibit using cosmic space for 
political propaganda proves that the 
Soviets see the great danger. The invis­
ible but enormously "audible" curtain 
created in the air appears to be stronger 
than the iron one. The satellite which 
on May 29 the U.S.A. put into orbit and 
which broadcasts educational programs 
that for the time being are listened 
to by India and some African countries, 
is for the communist governments a dan­
gerous omen. 

Some years ago it seemed that the 
peoples who live in the sphere of the 
Soviet influence could count on the West, 
above all on the United States, which 
without war, with only the threat of its 
power could press the Soviets for a lot 
of things. That hope is long gone. More 
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- the situation to a certain degree has 
reversed itself. America, despite its 
still imposing materialistic power, weak­
ened by the internal problems, is not 
able to use her infinite resources until 
she finds herself facing a direct threat, 
but it isn't certain whether even then she 
wouldn't choose to capitulate rather than 
fight. The legend about the "sleeping 
giant" who was wakened 33 years ago by the 
attack of Japanese planes on Pearl Harbor 
may appear today only as a legend. Under 
these circumstances, millions of those 
who for many years have been nursing the 
delusive idea of help from the West may 
become the only reliable source of strength 
and, perhaps, the only chance which remains 
for the West in the critical times. 

No matter how skeptically we may esti­
mate the will of resistance among the 
peoples living under Communism, the fact 
remains that one of the most important 
brakes which restrains the Soviets from 
the confrontation with the weakened West 
is the fear of their own people and 
peoples of satellite countries. Truly, 
the Kremlin leaders don't know much about 
them. But one doesn't need to know much 
about them to fear them. They have a 
right to fear that in the first days of 
failure which may cause the break of the 
iron discipline, they will have against 
them several hundred million people who 
woke up from a nightmare. 

Zbigniew Byrski 

33 


