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I. An o fficial r eport on the secret con­
ference of the delegates to the XI Con ­
gress of the Communist Party of China 

" ... In the progress of the secret con­
ference the delegates to the XI Congress of 
the Communist Party of China have heard 
out the report of the Chairman of the Com­
munist Party, Comrade Hua Kuo-feng, on 
"the personal ity cult and its results". An 
appropriate r esolution in this matter has 
been taken ... " . 

II. An official report on the secret res o­
lut ion concerning the personality cult 
and its r esults. 

" ... After hearing the report of com­
rade Hua Kuo-feng, on the personality cult 
and its results, the XI Congress of the 
Communist Party of China, unanimously 
approved it and entrusted the Central Com­
mittee with taking the necessary steps 
for the complete elimination of the per­
sonality cult foreign to the spirit of 
Marxism-Leninism, for the abolishing of 
its results in every area of Party, State 



and ideolog ical activities, and for the 
absolute obedience to the principles of 
Party life and collective leadership ... " 

III. The secret report of comrade Hua Kuo­
feng delivered on the XI Congress of 
the Communist Party of China: "About 
the personality cult and its results" 
(fragments) . 

"Comrades! The purpose of this report is 
not a profound critique of the life and 
activities of Mao Tse-tung. His role in 
the preparation and conduct of the Socia­
list revolution and in a fight for build­
ing up Socialism in our country is uni­
versally known. Doubtless , Mao Tse-tung 
rendered great services to the Party , the 
working class and the international work­
ing class movement. Today , we are inter­
ested in something different: How it hap­
pens that the cult of Mac's personality 
continues to grow t o the extent that he 
could at certain times become a source of 
ever-growing, serious violations of the 
Party principles, Party's democracy and 
revolutionary righteousness". 

A class enemy 

... Mao Tse -tung created the concept 
of "Class enemy". This notion had auto­
matically exempted the authorities from 
the obligation of supplying proof of 
guilt of persons with different thinking . 
This notion permitted the application of 
the most cruel repressions against any­
body who has been in disagreement with 
Mao Tse-tung, and their physical liqui­
dation . . .. The Special Commission has 
investigated the circumstances in which 
Mao Tse-tung cou ld have conducted a mass 
extermination of the members and assis­
tant-members of party's Central Commit-

tee. The Commission researched the ar­
chives of the security organs, and found 
facts proving grave violations of the 
Socialist righteousness. It became clear 
that a great number of the Party,State and 
country's economic activists , had been, 
during the period of 1947 and 1956, bru­
tally persecuted, although they were not 

enemies, spies, revisionists, or agents 
of the bourgeoisie, but to the contrary , 
they were always honest Communists. The 
Commission prepared an enormous volume of 
evidence in this respect, to the Centra l 
Committee. 

And so , it came out that, for example , 
in between 1949 and 1956 or, in other 
words, in the years when people were grow­
ing in power, millions of human beings 
were shot to death or sent to concentra­
tion camps, under the· false accusations 
of counter-revolutionary activities. Among 
them were many Communists and even the 
members of high Party organizations. They 
belonged to the, so called, generation of 
victors, which fact by itself points to 
the absurdity of accusations . How was 
it possible to suspect two facedness in 
men who in the fight for the revolution's 
victory, quite often, looked into the eyes 
of death . .. In 1951 Mao Tse-tung created 
the Peoples' Tribunals, which in time be­
came the most vigorous too1 of country 
collectivization and socialization of the 
cities. 

All this has been conducted in the at­
mosphere of hysteria and fanaticism. Mao 
ordered the creation of public trials, 
where the role of judges had been played 
by a crowd. Comrades, how contrasting to 
our traditions is this public demands for 
blood, this stirring up of the masses, and 
all of it with the help of every possible 
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means of propaganda. Naturally, we are 
still far away from the exact nwnber, we 
don't even know if it would be possible 
to arrive at the truly realistic figures 
pertaining to the magnitude of losses. 
At this moment, however, we may~~ with 
confidence that according to our prelim­
inary statistics, all the subsequent 
clean-up operations and unceasing cam­
paigns, from the agricultural reform -
gradually taking shap~of collectiviza­
tion - through the campaigns of the 
great leap forward, all, of course end­
ing in cultural revolution, had taken 
from 35 to 63 million lives. And where 
are the victims of the so called "camps 
of education through work"? We haven't, 
obviously, any accurate figures in this 
matter. But, it is sufficient to say, 
that the organization of these camps was 
done with a help of Stalin's advisers in­
vited by Mao. 

Tibet 

Comrades; Allow me to say that the 
Peoples Republic of China is proud, and 
rightly so, of being a model of multina­
tional State. Didn't we secure the full 
equality of all peoples that live with-
in our great country? On this background, 
the acts of willfulness inspired by Mao 
and violations of the Lenin principles 
of nationalistic politics, appear a mon­
strosity. It's enough to cite, the ex­
ample of Tibet. Why were hundreds of 
thousands of Tibetan inhabitants deported? 
Didn't we promise them freedom and equal­
ity? To what purpose did the destruction 
of the ancient culture and tradition of 
this peace loving country serve? .... 
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Red Book 

Comrades! The personality cult has 
reached such monstrous dimensions, first, 
because taking advantage of every possible 
way, Mao Tse-tung, personally, directed 
the glorification of himself. One of the 
most characteristic examples of it is the 
story of the "Red Book". It's not even 
worth while to look for other more drastic 
examples of self-glory, so allow me to say 
that in thi s process there was no possibly 
strong words left for expressing admira­
tion for Mao, and that all the "formulas" 
used for this purpose were approved by Mao 
personally and often post-scripted by him. 
The red book containing - as all of you, 
comrades, know - mostly banalities, has 
been printed in over 500 million copies. 
The question arises: Was the red book so 
perfect in reflecting· the socialistic 
changes of our country as to warrant such 
enormous demand? No, not at all. The red 
book reflects only the thought of Mao Tse­
tung; everything in it is connected with 
his person only. Can a true Marxist­
Leninist build in this manner a monument 
for himself? Can he allow the sky high 
exaltation of his own person? Even emper­
ors and mandarins had never gone so far .... 

What is that survived? 

Comrades! Mao Tse-tung was surrounded 
by a clique of sycophants - people without 
any principle - always ready to perform 
any task .. Designated some time ago by Mao 
himself, as his "closest companion-in-arms," 
Lin Piao (vanished in still unknown cir­
cumstances) wrote a preface to the "Red 
Book. " He wrote: "The thought of Mao 
Tse-tung is the universal truth .. Ages . 
passed by in the history of mankind, until 
happiness arrived with the appearance of 
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genius so great as Chairman Mao ... Every­
thing that agrees with the thought of Mao, 
is the truth, everything that contradicts 
it, is false and reactionary ••• " 

Comrades! The personality cult af­
fected our economy and political activities 
by applying wrong principles. Surrounded 
by a multitude of sycophants, specialists 
in false optimism and scoundrels, Mao had 
been pursuing the most catastrophic goals. 
A special commission of the Central Com­
mittee is presently investigating the cam­
paigns of Mao that are known as "A 100 
flowers~ "Great Leap forward," and, above 
all, the "Cultural Revolution". But, be­
fore the commission ends its task, we may 
say, that, first, the "great leap" has 
ended in failure causing delay in the de­
velopment of our country, that, second, 
the "great proletarian cultural revolu­
tion" resulted in enormous confusion 
of ideas, colossal losses in leadership, 
and the repulsion by the whole world of 
the China model - an example of victor­
ious socialist revolution - and created 
increased distance between the industria­
lized countries and China. From all the 
victorious "victories of Maoism", there 
survived only the personality cult and, 
connected with it, lawlessness. 

In these circumstances, we shouldn't 
be surprised that the present activitists 
show hesitation, are afraid of everything 
that is new, and lack initiative and a 
sense of responsibility. 

Ho and Teng 

It's sufficient to remind ourselves about 
the fate of Ho Lung, the hero of the 
Great Walk (this period also demands in­
vestigation; as revealed by the unpub-
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lished documents, Mao - entirely unneces­
sarily - sacrificed tens of thousands of 
people, only for the sake of his pride). 
A~ter the victory in 1949, Ho Lung, though 
without any education, was made marshal! 
and a chief of a department. During the 
cultural revolution, he was trampled in 
the mud, and died having no idea what he 
was accused of. His son, similarly to the 
son of Marshall Chen I - another victim 
of the cultural revolution - was shot to 
death in an attempt (maybe provoked) of 
escape to Hong Kong. Or, another example 
Teng Hsiao - ping, a hero of the domestic' 
war, Marshall and general secretary of 
the Party, was deposed and abused by the 
Red Guard - inspired by Mao. He returned 
to active duty in 1972, when the country 
was at the brink of catastrophe. Made 
vice-premier, vice-chairman of Communist 
Party of China, he took over the factual 
leadership during the illness of Chou En­
lai. After the death of the premier,Ten 
was acclaimed a traitor and agent of 
bourgeousie and revisionism. During the 
ten years of the cultural revolution our 
best Marxists have perished. We all re­
member how dreadful was the fate of Lin 
Shao-tsi, the president of China, acclaimed 
as "Chinese Khrushchev," deported and 
sentenced to a slow death in oblivion, if 
not in disdain. And where is Hsiao Hua, 
another hero of our revolution? Comrades! 
No wonder that this kind of treatment 
given to the best sons of our country, led 
to nothing but fear and stagnation of our 
leadership. 

cuit 

The insane cult such as the one Mao forced 
upon the Red Guard during and after the 
cultural revolution, may lead to nothing 
else but an unpardonable stupor of our 

9 



you t h. Here is a description of Mac's 
meeting with members of the Red Guard 
designated to be a lecture to youth: ' 
"The reception given to them by the 
Chairman Mao filled the guardsmen with 
undescribed strength and wisdom .•.. 
After the reception, a multitude of 
guardsmen opened the red book, and 
looking through their tears at t he por­
trait of our great leader, shouted: 
Great Chairman Mao, we saw you!! Many 
wrote down this happiest date of their 
lives, on the cover of the book with 
Mac's verses, the others on their arms 
or hands ... 11

• 

And here, Comrades, is a quota­
tion from the film of the same recep­
tion: "Respected and loved above all 
in this world Chairman Mao , day after 
day, night after night, we have 
dreamt about seeing you. And today, 
we are at your side. There is no word 
which would express our great love to­
ward you , there is no song which would 
sing about our joy ... From the bottoms 
of our hearts we wish you life without 
end . .. ". And here, how our youth was 
forced to write about these kinds of 
events : "We s hook hand o f Chairman 
Mao. No , we did not , because it was 
s uf ficient to touc h slight l y his hand 
in order to feel the powerful stream 
of warmth which overf lowed our bodies 
and warmed up our hear ts. It gave us 
a feeling of power impossible to tame ... ". 

Insanity 

Comrades! There is nothing strange 
that these conditions led to real in­
sanity. Nobody had the courage to 
show up without the red book. Every 
article in our press, independently of 
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a theme , had to be in line with the i r on 
formula: after a short lead i ng s entence 
there must follow a citation f rom Mao 
Tse-tung, and its exegesis. Decisions had 
been replaced by reading Mac's citations. 
A ~ea: of improvisations and independent 
thinkin~ made every meeting changed into a 
collective reading of citations from Mao• 
nobody a~t~pted the risk of saying some~ 
thing original, everybody prepared his 
appearance in advance - never changing 
the text, even if the facts were contra­
dictory. 

The thought of Mao has been appearing 
as_a magic and universal key, as a lever 
which could move a mountain. A citation 
from Mao could let a postman decipher an 
~!legible address. A truck driver stated: 

I apply Mac ' s thought while I'm behind 
the wheel". A garba·ge collector was 
telling that Mac's thoughthas remarkably 
improved his efficiency and output. A 
doctor was stitching the cut -off fingers 
of his patient's hand, owing to "thought­
maotsetung ," laborers, soldiers and ping­
pong players were getting excellent records 
owing to the use of Mao citations. 

Mi r aa ies 

Comrades! Through this kind of bid­
ding i n citations we were able to arrive 
in our Communist - materialist country, 
to many unnatural phenomena, td miracles. 
Owing to a citation from Mao the deaf re­
gained hearing, insane - brains. At the 
beginning of 1969, in Peking, the public 
was shown an unusual theatrical spectacle: 
The cured dumb performed as singers, the 
blind - lecturers of text, dancers - para­
l ytics . And all shouted that they were 
cured by "thoughtmaotsetung". Or, an ex­
ample of a group of youngsters isolated 
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by a flash-flood . According to our press 
all saved their lives, because "they ' 
didn't give up standing high on a dim­
inishing strip of land, holding high 
above waves, the portrait of Mao and loudly 
reciting his teachings". In 1969, on 
June 13, to be exact, the papers reported 
that a soldier Heo Ming-fa, did not hes­
itate to jump into a munition storehouse 
engulfed in flames. One would think that 
he did it because he wanted to save the 
~uilding and the inhabitants of neighbor­
ing homes. No, not at all. The soldier 
jum~ed into the flames to save the por­
trait of Mao. When the portrait was in 
safety, he went back into flames but 
then it was too late and he was killed 
by the detonation of the explosives. 
After the earthquake in Sept., 1976, 
the press reported about the heroism of 
a man who, according to the teaching of 
Mao, first, helped to save the party 
members, and when he returned to rubble 
for his own children, he found they were 
already dead. 

Where we were? 

Comrades! You may ask: And wh~re 
were the Politburo and the Central Com­
mittee? Why did not comrades from the 
leadership step forward then against 
~he_personality cult? Why do they do 
it Just now? 

First, because many of us actively 
and faithfully have helped Mao when he 
was really one of the best Marxist, when 
his strong will, thoughtfullness and 
energy, in most cases correctly, set 
the party line of operation. In this 
period, his enemies should have been 
fought against, because they were the 
enemies of the revolution too. And 
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afterward, it was too late. To oppose 
Mac's will meant to become a victim of 
repression. To illustrate the atmosphere 
of the personality cult period, allow me, 
Comrades, to quote the words of one of 
Mac's closest co-workers, marshal! and a 
member of the Politburo. Some time ago, 
he told me how he felt after he left Mac's 
abode: "One doesn 't always know where 
all of us are after meeting with Mao: at 
home or in prison". Mao, growing older, 
was becoming more and more suspicious. 
In June 1976, several weeks before his 
death, Mao had called several of the ' 
Politburo members to appear for a confer­
ence. At one time during this conference 
he said: "Certainly, some of you wait for 
my death". When I replied that it isn ' t 
true , Mao answered: "Surely, there will 
be one to be found. " If we add that 
during many years neither the Central 
Committee nor the Politburo ever met in 
council, that the role of leadership re­
sorts has been reduced to zero and their 
wor k totally disoriented, then we can 
understand how difficult it was for the 
members of the leadership to oppose this 
or that decision of Mao Tse-tung. 

The task was the more difficult be­
cause - as comrades already know - the 
access to Mao was, in fact, impossible. 
He was surrounded by a family clique, and 
also by group of careerists known by the 
name of the Shanghai group. The security 
forces, luckily, neutralized just in time 
the group represented by the widow of Mao, 
Chiang - Ching, Mac's nephew, the other 
members of family and also other conspira­
tors - when all were preparing a false 
testament of Mao, for taking over the 
power and for nominating Chiang Ching the 
Chairwoman of the Communist Party of China. 
The conspiracy ended in a fiasco . The 
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Army and Security forces remained and shall 
remain in the service of the Party and 
the people. Let me, comrades, from this 
place, express our gratitude to, and con­
fidence in them. 

Sil e nce 

Comrades! The question of the per­
sonality cult should be investigated ser­
iously and to the end. But, none of the 
information concerned can pass outside, 
and, above all, nothing should be known 
to the press. Everything has its limits, 
we shouldn't supply ammunition to our 
enemies, we shouldn't wash our dirty 
linen in their eyes. 

Comrades! The XI Congress of the 
Communist Party of China has shown with 
new forcefulness the indestructible 
unity of our party, its will for real­
ization of the great aim: Building up 
Communism (boisterous applause). The 
disclosure of a complete discussion 
on all aspects of the personality cult 
proves the great moral and political 
strength of our party (long applause). 

We are convinced that our party, 
strengthened by the resolutions of the 
XI Congress shall lead the peoples of 
China to the new victories on the road 
marked by Lenin (boisterous and long 
lasting applause). 

Let Leninism live - the victorious 
banner of our party!! (Boisterous, long 
lasting and turning into a standing 
ovation, applause,everybody stands up). 
(Remark: the choice of fragments, titl e s 
and subtitles, is the work of editorial 
staff of Ku l tura ). 
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LV. A public ~nd my own report about the 
nonoccurrence of the XI Congress of 
the Communist Party of China, and 
about the nondelivery of the secret 
report. 

The secret report published today 
exists, for the time being, only in the 
imagination of the author. the XI Con­
gress had not been convened yet, and it 
isn't known when it will be convened . 
But it is known that it surely will be 
convened and that a secret report, such 
as the one above or a similar one, will 
be delivered. It's also known that not 
a single word from the secret Chinese 
report published today in Ku l tura has 
been feigned. All the facts are taken 
from the history of China and all the 
statements, exclusive of unavoidable cos­
metics, had been taken from the secret 
report of Khrushchov, delivered on Feb. 
24, 1956, on the secret XX Congress of 
the Communist Party of the USSR, in Mos­
cow. 

Of course, emerging from it, the 
contour o f Mao's person is somewhat 
ludicrous. Every specialist is able 
to write ad infinitum about things char­
acte ristic of Mao and his P,ast, so much 
easier because up to now there is no book 
that would contain an official biography 
of Mao. 

He was a brilliant man. He led, 
without looking at costs, a colossal 
ope r a tion of delivering China from hunger 
and sickness, from the mandarins' oppres­
sion; he made China independent from the 
USSR a nd the US, brought her to a position 
of a super-power which doesn't threaten 
the s ecurity of our world yet, but which 
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is felt indispensable in our vital prob­
lems. Mao was a politician and activist, 
philosopher and a poet, orgauizer and 
inspirator, but, above all, he was a man 
and a tyrant. But, because Mao, a man 
and tyrant, allowed himself to be deified 
during his lifetime, sooner or later he, 
therefore, shall have to step down from 
the altar, or, rather, he shall be hurled 
down from it. 

v. Public report about the necessity of 
the secret report. 

Truly speaking, Stalin wasn't the 
only creator of gulags or purges, but 
despite this, the most serious text 
about him which was - so far - written 
in the USSR, was a 100 page secret re­
port of Khrushchev, a secret list of 
Stalin's crimes. A similar text about 
Mao must be created too. For two basic 
reasons. 

Somebody must take responsibility 

First, because somebody must pay 
for the mistakes and crimes of the past. 
As after the death of a boss power is 
held by the same privileged group, there­
fore, is not the system and the party 
responsible for everything, but, at the 
best, a certain one man, de priference 
dead one. A dead, but active tyrant, 
is one of the best inventions ye t dis­
covered by Socialism, and the only form 
and an opportunity to write something 
under the name of "secret report on 
the personality cult~. In the country 
in which it was possible to conceal 
from 800 million people the fact of 
landing the first man on the moon, the 
composing of such a report is no less 
difficult job than anywhere else. 
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Second, because the tyrants such as 
Stalin or Mao have successors but do not 
have the successor, it is natural that 
hardly a tyrant closes his eyes, Me±ng ,,l:,;"'.J 
before the fight for power errupts. Dem­
ocracy has elections. In dictatorships, 
the successors are made by intelligence, 
intrigue, manipulations, and, sometimes, 
like in the westerns, by the speed of 
shooting from a colt. After Stalin's 
death there was the troika of Beria, 
Malenkov, Khrushchev. In the first stage 
of the game, the second and the third 
shot the first, and then, the third 
finished the second. After Khrushchov's 
fall, there was the troika: Podgorny, 
Kosygin,Brezhnev . The first two ~re of 
no great importance. In China things 
won't be any different. 

The fight for power in Peking burst 
out immediately after Mao's death. Brief­
ly speaking, in the Chinese leadership the 
two wings - radical and moderate - are 
fighting each other, both, by the way, 
such extremists that to the left of them 
there is nothing but a wall. The fight 
is not for principles, but for power, 
consequently, it is inexorable. At the 
time of Mao's death, the radicals were 
on top. In April 1976, they were able to 
provoke revolts and unlash a purge which 
resulted in dismissal of Ten Hsiao-ping 
and making him and his group spies and, 
of course, saboteurs. 

But the moderates were wiser. The 
funeral of Mao was delayed, the mourning 
ceremonies had an intimate character, 
only one million people received permis­
sion to the official spasms, and, above 
all, everything went peacefully - without 
shooting, even the cadaver vanished and 
nobody knew 1f 1t ever existed. 
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At the same time Hua Kuo-feng emerged 
as the chairman of the Central Committee 
and the chairman of the military Commission 
of the party, or, practically, a chief of 
Mac's successors' group. From cablegrams, 
it appears, that the first to react were 
the commanders of the military districts 
sending to the Central Committee very 
humble dispatches. The most important 
commander, the one from Peking, added that 
the "Peoples' Army is ready to defend the 
revolution at any time and at all circum­
stances". 

Several days later it became obvious 
what the most important commander had in 
mind: The army (and the police too) sup­
ported Hua Kuo-feng in a decisive fight 
for succeeding Mao. Sinologists, who for 
a month paraded in front of the world's 
TV cameras simply, were mistaken. For 
a month, when these ladies and gentlemen 
(mostly ladies were in love with Mao) 
couldn't stop demonstrating their wisdom 
concerning the role of the masses in his­
tory, unceasing revolution, and eternal 
thoughts of Mao, in Peking, under a false 
facade of unity, the merciless fight for 
power was going on among the factions. 
Finally, Hua liquidated (it seems, rather, 
brutally) the partnership of nepotism 
and careermindedness. Mac's wife and 
nephew, and , also, two pretended sons-in­
law, were removed, just as, for example 
the son of Stalin, was removed and sent 
into alcoholic death, as Adjoubey -
son-in-law 0£ Khrushchev, or, as will 
vanish in the day of Ceausescu's death, 
his wife and sons with whom presently 
the Romanian dictator shares the reigns 
of governing the country. 

Of course, the victory of Hua is in 
accord with the Soviet model (even the 
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testament has been found). Socialism 
didn't invent any better model, yet. In 
China, as in the USSR, as in Poland in 
December 1970, the party apparatus whose 
dominating role establishes in a maximal 
degree the unperturbed growth of the new 
bourgeousie was victorious. From all the 
defeats of Maoism, this one is the greatest: 
A month after the death of the Great 
Helmsman, as a result of just a common 
maffia style operation and at a total dis­
regard for the masses, which , generally 
speaking, knew nothing, and even didn't 
have, it seems, interest in all of it, 
in Peking, the bureaucracy, the same 
bureaucracy fighting against which Mao 
sacrificed everything - including China's 
progress, was triumphant. The clean-up 
operation is underway, the 5 year plan is 
being revised (exchange with the West is 
supposedly to be increased) and in Peking 
appeared Teng Hsiao-ping again, pre­
tender to Chou En-lai's position, the same 
who was refuted by Mao for supporting 
"submission of China to Western technolog­
ical domination 11

• 

From Oct. 9, 1976, Hua is the only 
authorized interpretor of "thoughtmaotse­
tung," and of everything that comes out of 
it. Very beautiful career _for an ex-minis­
ter of security. 

The question is how long will it last. 
Personally, I suppose that the test of 
power is only a matter of time and it wi ll 
take place pretty soon. The army remembers 
that although Marshall Moskalenko, per­
sonally, on the request of Khrushchev, 
shot Beria, and Marshall Zhukov saved 
Khrushchev and his friends (among them 
Brezhnevl from the anti-party group of 
~olotov: the nominations of marshalis and 
generals of the army in the USSR concerns 
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only the l eaders and strategists of the 
class of Brezhnev and Ustinov and the 
bosses of KGB , Andropov and Shchekolov . 
And, a s to the c o l lect ion of works " f o r 
poste r ity ~ and t he crystal cof fin (t o 
give to the pr oletariat something to 
pay homag e to) , I r emind you, that o nly 
3 years elap s ed and Stalin's body was 
secre tly t aken o u t from the mauzoleum 
and thrown under t he Kremlin ' s wa l l , a nd 
t ha t about "Coryphaeu s of sc ience" none 
o f the seriously thinking Marx i s t s t a lks 
today, unle ss for anti-nostalig i c p u r ­
poses. In Peking t oo , tears dry fast 
and the unavo ida ble o peratio n o f demaoi­
zation of China shal l beg in . 

The Kremlin - without mistake. 

At this point we should no t e the 3 
kinds o f r e action in the world . Fir s t, 
the Kremlin accurate ly reacted . In a n t i­
cipation o f the old Peking man a ppr oach­
ing death, Moscow, for several months 
openly proclaims tha t actually there 
was nothing which would d i vide the bro­
therly nations of Rus sia and China, ex­
cept the loathsome Mao . Acco rding to 
the Sov iet press, only Mao was respo n­
sible for the conflict and , at the mo­
ment of his d emise, the r e won't be any 
more obstacle s for a really true love. 
In Feb. 1976, Moscow published a false 
testament of Chou En-lai, which ex­
plicitly said that-according to a com­
mentary of TASS - the deceased premier 
"was decided•lY against further tolera­
tion of the impasse in relations betwee n 
the Soviet Union and China". Kapica 
director of Far East Affairs Depart-' 
ment in the Soviet Union, stated in an 
interview for the Italian weekly 
Es p r e ss o : We count on the new leaders 
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in Peking, with them we'll be able to 
communicate". The periodical Problems of 
the Far East reported that "the question 
of relations with the USSR was always a 
source of differences between Mao and 
his opponents in Peking, who have a vision 
wider than Mao of China's interests". In 
April, Pravda put a dot over the "i". For 
Mr. Alexandrov (journalistic pseudonym of 
the Kremlin's occupants) "Mao was the ma in 
inspirator and organizer of anti-Soviet­
ism ... the USSR will do everything to 
normalize the relations with Peki,pg". _ 

Whe n Mao died , despite the continuous 
and e x ube rant dirty campaign in Chinese 
press against revisionists - the new czars, 
not a single voice was raised in Moscow 
against China. Only the honorable mortal 
remains were subj e cted to attacks and com­
mentaries, for example, on the occasion of 
the Chinese National holiday, openly 
offering the idea of reconciliation over 
the fre s h grave o f Mao. Even before Mac's 
body cooled, Pr avda had discovered, that 
"the interes ts o f China and the USSR not 
onl y are not contradictory, but, even 
supplementing one another". 

Communis t s t r y 

Another group which accurately inter­
preted the necrologies in memory of Mao 
we re Italian Communists, and it was despite 
the fact that the Communist Party of China 
returned the Italian condolescences with 
a stamp - "recipient unknown". Alberto 
J acovielo, a reporter from Uni ta , a well 
known admirer of China, the author of a 
boo k which several years ago had provoked 
sharp quarre ls among the western Communists, 
published a short article in ~e ~o nie of 
Paris. The article accuse s Moscow of 

21 



"taking a susceptible position in view of 
Mao's death" and expresses his regret 
that "Italian and French Communist Parties 
had not talked about Mao during his life­
time in the same manner they did after 
his death". But, says Jacovielo, the 
future is important. "The nucleus of 
the quarrel is the repulsion of Russian 
hegemony by China •.• the doctrine of un­
limited sovereignty is not an invention 
of Brezhnev, but the res ult of the con­
stant practice of the Soviets, from the 
third Komintern to the invasion of 
Czechoslovakia through the attempts of 
overthrowing Tito and economic strangu­
lation of China~. 

On their knees 

And, there is, also, a third group 
called, as usual in our deliberations, 
The West, which, as usual, does not 
understand anything about it at all. Mao 
himself, an antagonist, but, also, a 
pupil of Confucius knew that death is in 
the heart of life. "When someone dies" 
- said Mao - "we ought to, in a sense, 
celebrate the victory of dialectics, 
celebrate the destruction of something 
old". Meantime, although the death of 
Mao was near, unavoidable, logical, the 
West experienced a real shock. The death 
of Mao paralyzed everybody: with the 
same sorrow and in the same words through 
the tears talked about him Marshais and 
Mitterand, Callagham and Berlinger, 
Humanitf of Paris and Times of London .... 

If long, long time ago, the press 
had existed,then with the same unanimous 
shock it would have greeted the fall of 
Byzantium or destruction of the Jerusalem 
Temple, the death of Caesar or Alexander 
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The Great. "Enormous emptiness" - ex­
ploded Le Monde. "Prominent thinker, poet 
and military genius" - observed Guardian. 
"Great scientist, poet, revolutionary and 
soldier" - stat ed SpiegeL "Military gen­
ius writing poetry" - wrote the Evening 
Standard. 

The statesmen too didn't have courage 
to soil the sanctity. "A man of great 
aptitudes and prudence," - President Ford 
competently described Mao. "The lantern 
of human thought" - poetically added 
Giscard d'Estaing. "One of the greatest 
leaders of the world" - risked Olaf Palme 
(before losing elections). "One of the 
greatest figures in the history o~ man­
kind" - overbid the Commission of the 
European Common Market. In the Western 
choir of mourners there was only lacking 
the Irish: "Oh! what a beautiful corpse". 

Even if someone remembered a little 
about the two-faced past of Mao, it was 
only for defending him against slanderers. 
"Mao wasn't a tyrant" - stated Times -
"in the beginning of his career he was, 
even , against shooting the opponents of 
revolution and his rivals." So, according 
to the Times a tyrant is not s omeone who 
shoots others in general, but only the one 
who shoots his opponents and rivals. The 
one who shot several million people didn't 
deserve the name of a tyrant. "Mao elim­
inated poverty, epidemics and ignorance" 
- hastily added the Observer. And what 
about Franco? - I'm asking the Observer -
why is it so, that he who elimi~ated 
poverty and epidemics too, continues to 
be, 1n thP eyes of lb server - a tyrant? 
~/hen Pinochet will have eliminated pov­
erty and epidemics would r.e become "the 
lantern of mankind?" The one who could 
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s o brilliantly disabl e 8 00 millio n people 
tha t t h e y for a d ish of s t i nking rice 
l ost al l the t a ste of f ree dom, even, if 
he wri tes poetry, is not a tyrant? 

And the vict im s ? 

Among not too numerous men in the 
West wa s, a s u s ual, Ione s cu . Fig ar o 
courageou s l y pr i nted his !).r tic le "On 
their knees in front of Mao". Ionescu 
deride d a ll t h e cre eping before a s hadow 
of t y r ant and the Wes t ern i nf e r ior ity 
complex , writing, among t he o the r things: 
"We had dealt with t he s ame p henomenon 
at t h e time of Stalin's death. However, 
there is a litt l e difference. At that 
time t h e madness wa s 4 times smaller, 
a s we have o nly 200 millio n Rus s ians , 
and Chinese - 800 . Today , onl y a 
chi e f t ain of a small Af rican tribe is 
a c ontemptible tyran t . The bo ss o f 
Alban ia , who rules over 2 mill i on p eop l e , 
deser ves a lesser degree of respect . 
Decisions of Romanian o r Hungaria n 
dictator are the subjects o f car eful 
considerations . In o r der to b e a g i a nt, 
a dicta tor mu st rule over millions a nd 
wh en he d ecides abou t the fate of hun­
dreds of millions of people , he be comes 
a god . . . " 

Statesmen, who were choking t hem­
selves in trying to f ind the whee dling 
formu la to hono r the g l orious memory of 
Mao , refused o u t of cowardice, to appear 
at the ceremo ny o f u nveiling , in London, 
the monument of Ka t yn murder victims. 
Their absence in the modest London ceme­
tary is sadden ing , bu t not surprising. 
No doubt , in Katyn , only 1 5 , 000 Polish 
officers died . If several mil l ions fell 
f r om a bullet in t he neck it could have 
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been qui t e a di fferent story. Then , p e r­
hap s, no t o nly the deifie d tyr ants , but 
the i r vic t ims c o uld have been honored. 

Of course , onl y t he dead victims . 

Napoleon Bo naparte sa id : "Whe n Chi na 
wakes up , the world shall t umble~. 

But then i t will be t oo late . 

BRUKSELCZYK 

P . S . On t he family wreath laid down a t 
the c o ffin of Ma o by his wife were 3 names, 
one male and 2 f emale, as we can gue ss , 
b elonging t o his childre n . In t his way , 
for t he fir st time t he ir existe nce came 
t o the attention of the public though i t 's 
still unknown wha t they do and where t h ey 
live . However, we should remember, tha t 
14 years a f t er Stalin's death , his daughter 
Swie tlana t oo k advantage of being on a 
vis i t t o India t o choose freedom and asyl um 
i n the US . The last grandson o f Stal i n was 
born i n Ca l i fornia and i s an American . 

Wr i t t en Oct . 1 5 , 1976 
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MALRAUX 

l-1alraux is dead. Now, is it possible 
to write about him when a ll the newspapers, 
radio and TV are full of reminiscences ~nout 
him, or o f the t exts taken out from his 
works? 

Is it possible to do it without fur­
ther contemplations, rereading his books 
which inf luenced not just my generation, 
without falling into generalities written 
so many times about him? It would be neces­
sary to think over not only his books and 
actions . (L ' homme est ce qu ' iZ fait - is 
his saying) , but his deep incentives, con­
tradictions and irresolutions - from his 
o bsession of death, suicide, from the al­
ways accentuated agnosticism and his constant 
returns to metaphysical problems. Some 
time ago, Malraux, returning to an idea 
which he called Ze sacre , wrote angrily, 

"An action doesn't replace the absolute, 
but it allows one to forget about it". Con­
nected with this was the abuse of religious 
lexicography, when he talked about art, 
creating a confusion of art, aesthetics and 
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religion: Strange,_ because it is religion 
ab?ut_which we may find in Malraux so many 
b:i::illiant thoughts. ·What was dominant be­
hin~ all the motives of his decisions and 
actions, of all his undertakings - from 
revo~utionary China to Bangla Desh - was, 
as first, the defense of captive, oppres­
sed, downtrodden man - wherever that man 
wa~ - and this is what had gained him 
friends, compan'ions, followers in the world. 
the warrior Ma~raux has been imbued in the' 
myths of all times and civilizations, which 
he ~new and always returned to,which he ex­
perienced through his multifarious cultu 
and_s~updenous ubiquity. (Truly, when h:e 
remin 7sced a~out Prometheus we were never 
sure if he didn't simply look for a_ b 
of matches" wrote one of his friends) ox 
There was also_in him a theatre, a th~atre 
that was sometimes unbearably pathet · 
This pathos (his speech at the funer!~·of 
Jean Moalin, his speech at the Acropolis 
etc .), expressed with the emphasis of Sa;a 
Bernhard ! Those speeches, as it comes 
to my knowledge now, had evoked and even 
today evoke among young people - enthus­
i~sm, a feeling that through them they 
disc~vered unknown, ye t spiratual hori-
zons. _rt wasn't only a "theatre"; it was 
a febrific, hasty creating of a myth 
prefabrication of reality, lighting-like 
a~d so strong, that for the people who 
witnessed certain incidents and them-
selves talked to him about them, those 
inc7dents in the texts of Malraux were 
entirely unrecognizable! 

and 
all 

But this impulse, this spontaneit 
pathos_hor7 evidence of his unendinyg 
transfiguring imagination. , 

Remembering this co~atant in so 

4 

many fights in which he always had given so 
much of himself, I would like to say one 
thing 
- Never the nobte one has been indifferent 

to me -
He too, could have had the right to say 
these· words. 

* * * 
The magic of Stalin, fear of him, per­

sisted in the Paris of those days. There 
were whisperings about the abductions of 
immigrants, some people expected, it would 
have seemed, for the Bolsheviks to swallow 
France too, the then powerful French Com­
munist party believed in Stalin as in god 
and Jean Kanapa spoke a different tune than 
today, calling the opponents of Stalin 
v i p er e e tubri que e . At the same time Callman­
Le vy , I think, published "The Darkness at 
Noon" of Koestler. It was a great success, 
but its publisher was so terribly frightened 
because of the success, that he didn't want 
to publish its ·second edition (those kind 
of stories circulaten in those days). 

One morning , sitting in Koestler's 
hotel room, I was telling him, seemingly too 
loud about Stalin, and suddenly ·we noticed 
that'under the door somebody slipped a piece 
of paoer: "Careful, not so loud, the members 
of th~ Soviet delegation stay in this hotel!" 
"/\nd even he.re;• J:,urst out Koestler, "one 
must talk about Stalin in whispers!" 

In 1945, I visited Malraux for the 
first time after many years, just after my 
arriving from the Polish Second Corps in 
Italy, and I immediately had a feeling 
which I cannot describe better than a fee l­
ing of brotherhood. He hardly knew me some 
years past, but this wasn 't concerning me 
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personally; what was important is that 
Poland existed in his imagination• it 
wa~n' 5 a question of t _he popular French 
Cliche: La Pologne digne et malheureuse 
nor "Poland fascist country" - a cari- • 
~ature propagated then by the Communists; 
it seemed that he had touched a hidden 
nerve and a sense of our history and 
latest tragedy; he was passionately in­
terested in everything I could tell him 
about Soviet Russia (another matter 
that he had remembered and after many 
ye~rs repeated in "Antimemoires" a fact 
which I told him about, pathetically 
misconstruing it to the extent that r 
could hardly recognize its origin). 

In those first meetings in 45, he 
told_ me, among many other things that 
de Gaulle had in French translations of 
all texts and books of Pilsudski. 

Already then he said: "I am very 
busy (~f I remember well, he worked at 
that time on "Le Voix de Silence") but 
whenever you will need something, turn 
tom~ - I 11 do whatever I can". We 
didn t abuse his readiness to help us 
but several times, when we asked - he' 
indeed, helped as much as he could. A~d 
in 1954, wh~n we were thrown out of the' 
house at Maisons-Laffitte and Kultura 
had no place to go and we almost stopped 
our work, he wrote a text for us which 
appeared in the press and greatly im­
proved our chances. I quote this text 
in the Polish translation: 

To the Editors of "Kultura" 

Dear Friends, 

The experience which we did not 
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forget allows us at once and in a brotherly 
spirit'to recognize in "Kultura" the period­
ical of an "occupied country". You are right 
in saying that in a fight you conduct you 
are a group so ver~ lon~ly as every~ne who 
says "No" to the vzct~rzous op~resszon 
lonely is; this relatzve lonelzness repre­
sents a price of what your well founded 
pride has a right to express as moral, po­
litical and material independence. That 
"Kultura" has Been forced to leave the home 
in which it dwelled for seven years -
appears to be a guaranty of it all; the 
heip , with which you me~t from Sw~den_to 
Lati n America - seems ezther provzng zt, 
exactly , because that help is not sufficient; 
never mind that: the best guaranty for 
"Kultura" is each number it publishes. 

If the world inadequately under~tands 
your d rama , it is, it s eems to me, f:rst 
of all , because it consider:s the Polzsh ~ul­
ture a Slavic culture - akzn to the Russzan. 
Forgetting that, though ther e exis~s a 
Russian genius , th ere isn 't a Russzan cul ­
ture in a sense in which we talk about ~he 
cultures of western nations; rather a tze 
complicated and ambiguous , from t .h~ _B yzan­
tium; and that the Polish culture ,zed up 
with the Latin world , is one o f the cultures 
of the flest . Hence it is th~ ~ultu,:al 
occupat i on (not a cultur~l tz~ . ) whzch 
hangs ove r you equally wzth lzteral occu­
pation . Hence the historical sense of your 
intellectual activity. 

De fending Poland, neither in the name 
of Versailles Treaty, nor i~ the name of 
Capitalism - because _you_r~Jec~ both, 
pointing out the soczal znJustzce whose 
victim in the name of justice you,: country 
became , defending the f1•eedom agaznst occu­
pa tion which was forced upon you , you are 
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Zike us who d efended it agains t Na ai sm 
and Germans; in this you are joined 
with tho s e who between Z94 0 and Z944 
defended every kind of fre e dom, and ;ith 
so many who defended it in the pa st. You 
are sending to Po land the book of Orwell 
i~ which action you resemble our Repub- ' 
!~c~n~ who ~sed_to send to Franc~ the 
Chat~ments - ~n the hollowed out busts 

of Napoleon III. And, doubtless, it is 
t~me f o r the West to understand that it 
s~ould be _in union with you , because re ­
s~stance ~s a matter of perserverance 
and fighting readines s demands spirit~al 
power . 

Andre MALRAUX 

Malraux departed, but he did not 
stop talking to us. In the beginning o f 
the next year, his book "La p ~rennite de 
l'honune et la litterature" is going to 
appear; _he del ivered this book last year 
to ~allimard , a gain, took it back for an 
entire rewriting; for long hours in the 
last months of his life he worked on it. 

In addition to all that I've said 
t~er7 was something in this man that I ' 
didn t know how to accept: this fever­
ish, as t~o ugh e~er decreasing mastery 
?f verbosity , this unceasing mythiciz­
ing of everything he wrote or talked 
about; I still wonder who this man was 
who had flashes of a genius a man of 
g~eat generosity, who took ~art in every 
historic shock of our epoch, who thought 
so much about what had happened in the 
w?rld, who wrote about the art of all 
times and cultures and brought them 
closer to us . 

But, perhaps, most important in 

8 

l this man was, that he knew how to be a 
friend. 

Malraux who wrote: "An action doesn't 
replace the absolute, but it allows one to 
forget about it," a man of febrific acts, 
living always in a crowd o~ close peo~le, 
companions and friends, dyin~ lonely in the 
hospital, without a woman, without a 
friend, without a priest, in the chambre 
sterile, to which nobody but a ~octor could 
enter, perhaps experienced a sudden_gra7e 
of silence and deliverance - man thirsting 
for t he a bsolute, was , perhaps, afflicted 
by this silence , and, maybe then, could say 
words which he certainly knew, as he knew 
everything - "Lord, I am not worthy to re­
c eive you, but only say the word and my 
soul will be heald". 

Jozef CZAPSKI 

CORRESPONDENCE FROM ROME 
(excerpts) 

A well known, Roman socialist daily 
ta Republica , especially popular in the . 
academic circles, fell victim to t~e Polish 
Peoples Republic authorities. In its Dec. 
1 issue of the last year, its special envoy, 
Pierro Benetazzo, describes his experience 
in the Warsaw airpor t , after~ l0 _day stay 
in the Polish capital. Here is, in short, 
his report under the title "Polish custo~ 
officers in the cold war style": "A police­
man, after opening my suitcase orders· the 
custom officers: 'Sequestrate'. In the 
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suitcase is everything a newsman must 
have at hand for his job: archival cutt­
ings from the press, . notes from talks 
and meetings. My notes nota-bene refer 
almost entirely to the official talks 
with trade union leaders, directors of 
planning commissions, functionaries of 
the Office of the Religious Denomina­
tions, edi~ors of the leading papers, 
and economists, prearranged by the Inter­
pres~ (which mediates in all contacts a 
foreign correspondent makes.) Anything 
else which could have been of interest 
t? the police (the notes from the talks 
~ith the o~position, and the texts of 
its communiques), had already 'vanished' 
from my room at the European hotel a 
few day~ before. My protests only stiffen 
the attitude of the policeman who is in 
charge_of the operation; he orders even 
the seizure of the official reports of 
the_PAP (Polish Press Agency) and trans­
lations from Trybuna Ludu. Then, they 
u sher me into a windowless room, order 
to take off ~ll my clothes, search and 
t~ke everything they find: my personal 
lis~ of addresses and telephone numbers, 
bus:u,ess cards, even the hotel bill creates 
~nxiety and discussion. I leave Poland: 
in my P?cket I have only a passport, 
plane ticket, hotel bill and declaration 
of. sequestration (I refuse· to sign it), 
which says that 'the material will be 
ret~rned, if the public prosecutor's 
office considered it appropriate'". 

The chief editor of la Republica 
demanded that the Italian Foreign Office 
~ho~ld ma~e an official protest against 
this s7rious act of violation of free­

dom of information and the Helsinki 
~ccords" .. It~lian Fedesstampa, the lead­

ng organization of newsmen trade union 
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took analogic position. On Dec. 4, 1976, 
the local press informed the public that a 
speaker of the Polish Foreign Office"con­
firmed the fact of revision and promised 
an immediate return of the sequestrated 
material". On Dec. l, it was reported, 
that the Italian Secretary of State, Fer­
lani (the ex-general secretary of Christian 
Democratic Party) ordered the Italian Em­
bassy in Warsaw to intercede immediately with 

the appropriate Polish authorities. 
Forlani defined the incident as a "Vivid 
violation of the Helsinki accords and gen­
eral principles of freedom of information 
and views". The Italian State Secretary, 
in a letter to la Republica, states: "The 
Polish Foreign Office confirmed that the 
Italian newsman asked the Interpress agency 
to help him in the arrangement of meetings 
with some of the dissidents and that he had 
met with some on his own initiative result­
ing from the refusal of the a~en~y to coop­
erat e." A very important admission. 

What moral comes out of it all? For 
the editors of la Republica it means the 
end of an illusion with regard to the auto­
matic evolution of eastern "Socialism". 
No one should doubt that the Polish Em-
bassy in Rome, knowing about the visa i~sued 
to the Italian newsman, had sent a warning 
dispatch to its chief office. As a result, 
the Polish secret police had trodden down 
upon his heels, ransacked his h?tel room 
and organized the show at t~e a 7rport. Con­
clusion: The Polish embassies in the We~t 
serve not so much for the diplomatic acti­
vities on behalf of the Polish Foreign Office, 
as for the serving the Polish police. The 
Polish Ambassador, Sidor, the author of 
ant i-semitic pasquinade and unsuccessful 
pretender to the post of the Polish state _ 
secretary, will very probably cut short his 
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career here. "He is not an ambassador, 
he is the agent of the Polish secret po­
lice, who knows, if not of the KGB" -
stated a very well informed high dig.ni­
tary of the Italian Foreign office. 

Dominik MORAWSKI 

IN THE SOVIET PRESS 
(excerpts) 

The severe demands of the editor and 
printing office force me to write this 
review a week before the event, about 
whose happening the Soviet press has been 
writing for 2 months, assuring everybody 
that "with a beating hearts all the pro­
gressive people" of the planet expect it 
to happen. We shoul d guess, that the one 
whose heart doesn 't die in expectation of 
this event - is not progressive. Thee­
ve~t will happen on Dec. 19, 1976. on 
this day the Gene ral Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Russian Com­
munist Party, Marshall of the Soviet 
Union, Leonid Brezhn ev will be 70 years 
old. 

For the Soviet leader, celebrating 
h~s ?Oth birthday is an easy and also a 
difficult problem. Easy, because there 
were already two precedences: Dec. 21, 
1949, mankind celebrated the 70th birth­
day of_Stalin; on April 17, 1964 - . the 
70th birthday of Krushchev. And diffi­
cult because in each consecutive cele-
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bration there is less and less splendor 
and vigour. In 1949, the Communists of the 
world collected gifts for the leader of na­
tions, the 'stage of Moscow Bolshoi theatre 
could not accomodate all the vassals who 
gathered in order to pay homage to the 
geniu~ of all times and peoples. In 1964, 
there wasn't much splendor and the vass~ls 
were not numerous. In 1949, even Mao him­
self arrived in Moscow, with gifts. 

In 1976, the celebrity himself must 
travel to collect gifts and medals: before 
the jubilee, Leonid Brezhnev received a 
star in Belgrad, then, later, in Bu7harest 
(Warsaw will s urely deliver it to h 7s home) . 
I was very happy reading in the Soviet 
press on Dec. l, 19? 6 : "The Go~den Medal ~f 
the Peruvian Community to Leonid Brezh~ev 
Here it is - I thought - how the Peruvian 
people love Leonid Brezhnev. But from 
small print of the text I've learned that 
it was only the Soviet-Peruvian Cultural 
cooperation Society that offered the medal, 
after receiving - o f course - the order 
from Moscow. As we can see, nowadays, one 
must collect the gifts among one's own 
kind of people . 

However, in the Soviet Union, the 
pr e parations for the holiday grow with every 
passing day. There are the movies made: 
"The history of a Communist" (of c?urse, we 
know which one), "Leonid Brezhnev in. 
Kazachstan", "Program of the People in 
Action " and "Different Road Toward the 
Peace" - in all of them, the general secre­
tary in main role. There was a~so p~b-
lished an a l bum of photographs Leonid " 
Brezhnev: pages of life, pages of the ep?ch • 
And, fina lly, there appeared the book writ­
ten by the celebrity himself, under the 
title: "The Problems of Management of the 
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Developed Socialist Society" . Prawda 
(Nov. 30.76) published a review of the 
book briefly, but convincingly , under a 
headline: "A Lesson How to Win". 
Leonid Brezhnev teaches in h i s speeches, 
reports and appearances collected in the 
book. The review stresses the important 
characteristic of Brezhnev's "ar~of 
winning": "Care ful and attentive approach 
toward the elite". Taking the place of 
Khrushchev - who considered himself a 
dictator and a master-landlord - Brezhnev 
based his internal politics on - im­
mobilism. According to Prawda : "Un­
reasonable shifting and frequent changes 
of workers, came to an end". Of course, 
i t applies to the "elite" and "managing 
workers". All of them expr e ss ing satis­
faction, do not spare words of love and 
admiration for the leader. On the con­
ference of the Supreme Council of the 
USSR, an actress of Tiflis theatre, 
S.M. Chiaureli, in the name of all the 
women of Gruziya, asked for permission 
of: "pouring our feelings in the enorm­
ous ocean of veneration, g r atitude and 
love which all the peoples of this planet 
feel for you, Dear Leonid I l yich! We 
thank you for our peaceful life, for 
your fatherly care - we are grateful to 
you for the smiles of our children". 

The gratitude for the "smiles of our 
children" one may easily e xplain a s being 
caused by her edity - the actress of Tifl is 
theatre is the daughter of Michael 
Chiaureli - Stalin's famous film d irector. 
But, how can one explain the answer of 
Gen. Ivan Shabrov , who, when asked by 
newsmen wha t is t he source of the Soviet 
strategy, answered: "It is the leading 
and guiding role of the party and person 

14 

I 

I. 

of combrade Leonid Brezhnev"? There is 
only one explanation: the cult of person­
ality is a ~oundation of theSoviet system. 
In relation to this statement, we shouldn't 
be surprised to read commentaries about 
"the law for preserving historic and cul­
tural° monuments", decreed 59 years after 
the revolution, and that one of the most 
important aspects of this law will be the 
preservation of the monument - a bust of 
the hero of the Soviet Union and the hero 
of Socialist achievements, Leonid Ilyich 
Brezhnev; its unveiling in "May 1976, t~e 
Soviet people greeted with enormous satis­
factionand warm hearts". 

I suspect, that on Dec. 19, Brezhnev 
will be decorated with the third star of 
the Soviet hero - it will give him the 
right for erecting his own monument ~n 
the capital of the Soviet Union, bes ide 
the monuments of Lenin, Mar x and Engels 
time will s how. Stalin after his jubilee 
held power for 3 1/2 years, Khrushchev 
only 6 months. 

At the end of Nov., when al l the prep­
arations for Brezhnev's 70th birthday werE; 
in full swing, o n the l ast page of Iz v es t~a , 
there appeared with a 3 day delay news about 
the death of 78 year old Trofim Lysenko. 
No one , probably - not counting Stalin and 
Hitler - has ever done so much damage to 
the Soviet Union, than this agronomist, 
one of the greatest mystifiers in human _ 
history. Hundreds of monuments were built 
for him, but the most astounding was the 
monument - a bench: on a gypsum made bench 
sit Stalin and Lysenko. But, if in the 
normal compositions in which Stalin is the 
central person and all ~he ~ther _peop l e 
look at hi s mouth - as if listening to 
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words of wi sdom or thoughtlessly following 
him - on the bench the leader of Nations 
attentively looks at the tricks that are 
shown by Ly senko ·_ transformer of nature. 

Lysenko became "a miracle man" who 
had magic influence on Stalin and Khrush­
chev, like Rasputin had had on the last 
Russian empress, only because all of them 
- ~lexandra Fiedorowna, Josif Vissariono­
vich and Nikita Sergeyevich - all their 
l ives expected a miracle. And, when there 
appeared a man who said, that it is enough 
to change an environment and the natural 
characteristic of living things will 
change too, he was received with open arms. 
From oats, which Lysenko had changed into 
wheat, there was only one step toward 
transforming the ex-citizens of Russian 
empire into the new Soviet people - the 
changing of environment Stalin took on 
himself. 

The Soviet readers are so much 
accustomed to the glorification of their 
leaders, that, surely, they would feel 
uncomfortable and lonely without com­
paring general secretaries to an ocean. 
However, for a great majority of the 
Soviet citizens, a complete novelty 
were 2 matrimonial advertisements in 
Literaturnaya Gazeta (NO. 46). In the 
twenties and earlier, this kind of ad­
vertising had been appearing, and there 
even existed some private matrimonial 
~gencies. ~ut, during the past 50 years, 
~t ~as considered an example of capital­
is~ic degeneration. Presently, and 
quite often, the Soviet press writes a­
bout the increasing demographic crisis. 
"Why Fewer Children?" - is the title-of an 
article in Literaturnaya Gazeta in 
which "a single man, with humanistic 
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education, leading sedentary life," expres­
ses a desire for meeting "a blond, age -
to 35, an admirer of the theatre and sym­
phonic music," and "a divorcee, with a 6 
year old child," wishes to meet_ "a man 
interested in sports, full of life, and 
abstihent". 

In comparison with 1960, the popu­
lation growth decreased one million per­
sons a year. Fewer and fewer children. 
Today, the only question ~s - why_is it 
so? The Soviet demographists begin to 
conclude, that the "present birth rate 
decrease, mus t be caused by the evident, 
spontaneous answer of women to the prob­
lem of being overworked," an answer of 
women to a difficult situation they found 
themselves in. Emanuel Todd, the French 
historian and demographist considers the 
birth rate decrease as convincing proof 
of dissatisfaction with the system. 
"Silently, but universally, the Russian 
peopl e propagate the strike against the 
cradle," - writes Todd, adding, that the 
absence of the "pill" forces people to, 
constantly, practicing the traditional pre­
ventive measures, which in effect proves 
the necessity of the "strike". 

The Soviet State did not, so far, find 
any method to combat these "strikes". 
That 's why the fight for increased popula­
tion growth rate goes on another front. 
The statistics say, that the number of 
unmarried men and women is on the constant 
increase . According to Sonin (Nediela, 
Oct . 76), almost 25 percent of men age 25-
29 and over 11 percent age 30-~4, are un: 
married. The number of unmarried women is 
much greater. In 1970, there were 2.26 
women verus 1 man. The new front for the 
fight for increased population growth rate 
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is conc entr ated on evoking the increas e of 
ma rriages. To the question why the Soviet 
people are not _marrying - there are many 
answers. The one, most popular among 
demographists, is a fact, that men and 
women remain unmarried because they have 
no place to meet. Consequently, a task of 
the Soviet authorities, which care about 
citizens as no other under the sun, is 
organizing matrimonial agencies, or bureaus 
of meetings - as he calls them. Litera­
turnaya Gazeta rehabilitates the matri­
monial advertising, pointing out the 
authority of the German De.~ocratic Re­
public where all the dai l ies print this 
kind of ads. 

In many articles devoted to demo­
graphic problems in the USSR, more and 
more often alcoholism appears as one of 
the important causes of decreased popu­
lation growth rate. It is not incidental, 
that in one of the advertisments printed 
in Li t e raturna va Ga zeta a woman, citing 
the qualities sought in a man, mentions 
- as the main - abstinency. Prof. Sonin 
admits, that, indeed, addiction to alco­
hol negatively affect the number of 
marriages. 

The American economist, Wladimir 
Treml, analyzing the statistics in "The 
USSR in Figures", conc l udes that mor­
tality in the Soviet Union in 1975 in­
creased almost 7 per cent. According to 
his deductions , the average Russian 
family spends a n nu a lly on a l coho l as much 
as the average American family spends on 
a car. 

We may a l so s uppose , tha t one o f 
t he reason s of d e c reas ing popula t i o n 
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growth rat e in the.sovie t Unio':1 , is_the u n­
ceasing war hysteria from mo rning till 
night probipg the br ains of peopl7 with war 
menace that ha ngs over the world in 
general , and over the Soviet Unio':1 i':1 par­
ticul ar. E.Todd, having no stat i stics of 
suiciaes in the S.Uni on, c o nsiders a l c o ­
holism a pecul iar fo r m of suicide for the 
Soviet p eople. 

As we know , the average sta tistics 
may hide many strange t hings. . For example, 
the average number of decreasing popula­
tion growth rate in t he S: Union , hide an 
annoying fact that t here is a_decrease ~f 
birth rate in the Soviet Russia and a high 
oercent of increasing births in Middle 
Asia and Caucasus. In the very near future 
the number of Russians in the USSR will 
amount to less than 50 percent o f total 
population figure and this decrease wi ll 
progress. One of the most important meas­
ures which the authorities are forced to 
apply in order ·to contradict t he "de~us­
sification," is the comp u lsor y l ear r:i ing 
of Russian l anguage i n t he non- Ru ss i ar:i 
republics. The chairman of the ~ouncil of 
Nationalities of the USSR, Wita l i Ruben, 
writing in Literaturnaya Gazeta (NO . 48) 
in connecti o n with t he hol i day celebrating 
the Sovi et Constitut i o n , stated that "long 
time ago, there were many 7ffor ~s made f or 
the creation of great mul t i-nat ional em~ 
pires , beginning f r om _Al ex':'nder the .. Great 
and e nding with t he Hitlerian Re i c h . 
Witali Ruben f o r some u ndisc losed r e asons, 
consider s th~ multinatio nal empires a dre a m 
o f ma nki nd, and says : "Wit h the creati~n of 
t he USSR ... immemoria l d r 7ams of ~ a nk!nd 
have the possib i lity of be ing realiz7d . • 
I n his ideal empire "there is no official 
s tate language. But, the growth of bonds 
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among the nations leads to the ever in­
creasing importance of the Russ i an lang­
uage which became a means of communication 
of all nations, · or nationalities of the 
USSR". Ruben announces proudly, that 
according to the 1970 census , the Russian 
language has been reported the maternal 
language by 13 million of non-Russian 
people. ' 

And, how did the Russian language 
become the maternal language for the non­
Russians, asked the Gruziyan writer, 
Rewaz Dzaparidze, at the convention of the 
Gryziyan writers. He cites facts. In the 
Moscow Uc z iteZskay a Gaze t a appeared an 
article of the Gruziyan minister of educa­
tion, under the title - "Inexhaustible 
Reserve". It tells about an experiment 
in the high school at Zugidi, where the 
medium of instruction of some subjects 
taught , was the Russian language. The 
article ends in these words: "Dur i ng 
one year, children succeeded greatly in 
mastering the Russian language". So, 
announces R.Dzaparidze, the experiment 
at the Zugidi High School, shall be stan­
dardized as a method for all schools and 
the Gruziyan language shall be gradually 
removed from the Gruziyan schools. The 
university of Tiflis undertook the task 
of providing lecturers, and call s for the 
help of the most prominent Russian lang­
uage specialists . In 1975, the minister 
of High Education of the USSR, decreed, 
that all the texts books for t he higher 
education institutions must be, exclusiv­
ely, in Russian. All the graduate works, 
all materials connected with them, should 
be presented in Russian for acceptance 
by Moscow. 

Rewaz Dzaparidze talked about 
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Gruziya. The same situation exists in every 
soviet republic . But there were not many 
people of cpurage who could openly oppose 
the politics of destroying the native lang­
uages of the republics. 

The French scientist, Henri Gobard, 
who specializes in sociolinguistics, writes 
in his "L' alienatio n Lingustique"; "Rome 
was never forcing the Gaels to learn Latin 
- it, forced itself on them. Latin was in­
dispensable for all who wanted to succeed 
i n the Roman society; Gaelic aristocracy 
learned Latin in order to uphold its social 
standing ... Latin was obligatory in all 
mercantile practice s and contacts. This· 
wa y , the numerous circles o f population be­
c ame bilingual ... But the Romans never 
forced the Gaels to learn Latin. And what 
i f they did? If they used Latin in teach­
i ng at s c hools a nd un i vers i ties? .•. Very 
p robably the French people today would 
talk Italian". 

* * * 
Almost every month brings out new 

manuscripts from the Soviet Union, publish­
e d in the West. That river doesn't dry 
u p, but to the contrary, it constantly 
g rows. Among the latest books! the mos~ . 
i mportant seems to me is the diary of Lidia 
Czukowska: "The Notes About Anna Achmatowa" • 
The excerpts of it were already printed 2 
years ago, but now, the Russian publication 
in Paris - YMCA - Press - has begun publish­
ing its full text which will appear in two 
volumes. The first volume covers the years 
1938-1941. It is a real diary, written day 
by day during these years. After every 
meeting with Achmatowa, L. Czukowska, a~ 
evening or at night, wrote down everything 
they talked about. Many times she u~es 
alegories and quite often even the ciphers. 
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Preparing t he text for printing, L.Cz . , 
couldn't recollect whom of the partici­
pants in thes~ meetjngs she recorded 
under some strange word. But this fact 
increases the astounding atmosphere of 
the book: A monstrous world outside the 
walls of a little room in which 
Achmatowa lives, a world entire~y un­
realistic; what's real, is the past and 
poetry in which lives a great writer. 

It seems to me , that nobody yet 
was able to show the invincible power 
of poetry, the dominance of the spirit 
over the unhumanly cruel reality - as 
L.Cz. was in her diary. The unusualness 
of the book lies in simplicity of its 
contents: one's son and the other's 
husband are in prison; their wanderings 
through jails, and their half-starva­
tion and their daily life problems. 
And, constantly the verses written and 
recited by Achmatowa; mostly memorized 
by Cz., be cause making notes of every­
thing is too dangerous. The boo k about 
poetry . The book about heroism. 

Adam KRUCZEK 
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Tt-E THIRD WORLD WAR (I) 
(Excerpts) 

Did the West lose the Third World War? 

When Solzhenitsyn raised this question in the 
Western press and answered it positively - the words of 
the great writer were received in the Western political 
circles, as o literary metaphor. 

Not until the incidents in Angolo, ot the end of 
1976, did such on important body as the Research 
Institute of Conflicts in London, look at Solzhenitsyn's 
thesis, and conclude that the peace of the past 30 years 
is fiction - dangerous fiction - because it conceals the 
truth. The director of the institute, Brain Crozier, in o 
study under the title "Security and the Myth of peace -
the question of enduring the Third World War," agrees 
with Solzhenitsyn, that the world is, indeed, at war, but 
rejects the fatalistic statement of the writer, that the 
war hod already ended in the defeat of the West. 

In order to understand be tte r the enduring course 
of the "Third World War," let's imagine for awhile, that 
the mop of the world, spread on the staff-table, is a 
chessboard on which two players ploy. In short, 
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let's co l I them "the West" and "the East". 

The game began with the East seizing a half of 
Europe to the Elbe river and the borders of Greece. In 
the list of subsequent conquests of the East Crozier 
includes China, N.Korea, Cuba, Vietnam (North and 
later South), Laos and Cambodia, and lastly - Angola. 
The full picture of the shifts on the chessboard of the 
world_ <; learly ~pears when, within the perspective of 
our vision, we inc lude also these "f ields", which at the 
end of the World War 2, belonged indivisibly to the 
~estern s~her_e of influence, and today find themselves 
either behind 1t, as so called "disengaged countries" or 
passing in various stages under the influence of Mo~ow' 
became her dependents. It is when to these dependent; 
are added the satellites that we, taking into account a 
neu~rolized area of "no man's land," are able to fully 
realize how greatly the Western area of influence with 
regard to territo.ry, population, economic potential and, 
above al I else, sources of strategic row materials - has 
shrunk. 

It doesn't mean that the game always looked like 
an un~roken cha in of East successes. Expansion -
excess ive spread of power and influence - by itself 
produces separatory tendencies. The most painful blow 
to the East was the split in the centrally controlled 
from Moscow Communist monopoly, i.e. the Sino-Soviet 
split preceded by the break-off of Yugoslavia and 
Albania. Another symptom of the same tendencies 
we re the revolutiona ry movements inside the Soviet 
orbit: in East Germany ( 1953), in Poland (four times) in 
Hungary and Czechoslovakia. And the latest sympt~m 
is the slowly emerging Euro-Communism. 

Sometimes, the expansionist tendencies of the 
East met with local obstacles, which necessitated the 
ceasing, seldom the backing-off in one or the other 
defined point. The local disarrays, even defeats, did not 
we~ken the will for continual push forward, for the 
t~k 1ng advant?ge of every occurring opportunity to 
widen the Soviet range of possession or curta il ing the 
extent of inf luence and power of the ddversary. 
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The West from the beginning resigned from any 
offensive undertakings which would have led to the 
defeat of the other side. Facing unending pressure on 
al I fields of the world chessboard, the West complies 
with the self-imposed rule that eliminates it from the 
game of counterottack. It limits itself to shielding and 
defensive movements. 

At least until mid-fifties the US had in its hands 
the absolute monopoly of nuclear power. Several years 
after Hiroshima, the stockpile of nuclear weaponry was 
suffic ient to destroy in half an hour the Soviet Un ion, 
it s conventional armies, its municipal and its industrial 
cen ters. Never before the preponderance of one power 
over the potential enemy was so overwhe lming. In 
those yea rs the US by just a threat of using this means 
of mass destruc t ion could not only push Russia without 
war bock to within her boundaries, but also force upon 
her terms that could have secured the peace and 
securit y of the world, perhaps for a century. 

The roll-bock - pushing Russia without a war -
proclaimed with political fanfare would still have been 
enti re ly possible in 1956 at the ti me of November 
revolu t ions in Poland and Hunga ry. Three years after 
the firs t experimen ta l exp losion of nitrogen bomb, 
Russia still did not have a nuclear arsena l wh ich wou ld 
enable her app lying substantial retal iation. The.politics 
of John Foste r Dulles, puffed lip with threatening 
phroseo logy of liberation, rol 1-bock, brinksmanship 
exploded like a punched balloon when the Soviet tanks 
in front of the passively observing West invaded 
Budapest. 

The re was, in those years, a lack of will and 
readiness to take any kind of risk. Worse, the re was a 
lock of courage for looking into the future - three, four 
decades ahead to the moment when the Ameri can 
nuclear monopo ly will have ended and be replaced, 
in itially by, a ba lance of power, and at the subsequent 
phase, superiority of the adversary. Nobody wanted 
ei the r to see, or to think about the consequences which, 
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sooner or later, must hove followed. The possibility of 
opplying ony reolistic preventive measures q,peored 
beyond any reasoning. 

The US conducted the politics of restraint at a 
time when it was still possible to use the politics of 
roll-bock. In 1946, just o foggy threat thot the US shall 
not passively look ot the Soviet occupational armies in 
North Persia was sufficient to force Stalin to roll them 
bock. The war in Korea was accompanied by the 
publicly declared statement that America will not use 
nuclear ormor against on aggressor. The result: a 
div ided peninsula with a fire-brand of future conflicts. 
In the defense of Wes t Berlin a, rather unbelievably 
costly, air-bridge was chosen, instead -as later in the 
case of Cuba - a threat of using a coun te rblockode or, 
simply, a force. The blockade of the exodus from East 
Ge rmany, effected by the construction of Berlin Woll, 
was received passively, though it was a violation of the 
Four Power Poet. 

So long as decisive s t rategic superio rity belonged 
to the Wes t - the politics of restraint was successfu l. 
The Marshall Pion put the economy of Western Europe 
on its feet, and prevented her conquest from within. 
The c reation of NA TO and EEC hod consolidated 
Western Europe militarily, economica lly and politica lly. 

The American ultimatum in 1962 forced the 
Soviets to pull their secretly installed mi ssiles out from 
Cuba. Reminiscent of thi s fact was on American 
nuclear ala rm which prevented the landing of the 
Soviet parachute un it s in the Midd le East in Moy, 1973. 
By then, however, the USSR felt already strong enough 
to dictate the price: the halt of the US's a lly that stood 
one step from the complete destruction of the enemy. 
In this case there wasn't, as in Cuba, a humiliating 
withdrawal of the Sovie t s, bu t the bilateral 
comprom ise. 

Two years later, North Vietnam could a llow 
itself to trampl e (with impunity) the peace agreement -
for which Kissinger received the Nobe l Prize - and to 
occupy South Vietnam abandoned by Americans. 
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The defeat of the US was a result of limitations which 
Americans imposed upon themse lves. 

The American passivi ty in facing the defeat of 
their abandoned ally and the symptoms of internal 
decoy after the Watergate affair encouraged the 
invas ion of Angolo which succeeded with the help of the 
Soviet ships, weaponry and expeditionary corps of 
I 1,000 Cubans. The scenario of future moves on the 
World chessboard, from now on, is ready. The ques t ion 
remains, when and where they will be mode. 

The end of nuclear arms monopoly. 

In order to understand the situation at the front 
in the thirty-fourth year of the Third _World War,. we 
ought to be acquainted with the evo lution of relations 
of the forces and the present sta te of the two 
opponents. 

More or less to 1966 the US hod such 
quantitative and technological _strategic weaponry 
superiority that with one stroke 1t could destroy the 
nuclear potential and by the some token baffle t~e 
reta li ation of the weakened enemy. About 1966, Russia 
obta ined the power of retaliatory nuclear thrust - _on 
assured destruction cbility. In other words, the Sov 1~t 
nuclear arsenal increased to a level which would.permi t 
Russia to survive through the heaviest attack of the US 
and to hove, after it, sufficient strength to de~;roy 
America by retaliatory strike (Wol'.er Sle><:on;:be, The 
political imp licat ions of strategic parity • 1.5.5., 
London, 1971 ). 

This moment, which, by the way, we conn~t 
precisely establish, hos decisive meaning. To this 
moment the nuclear weaponry in American hands w~s 
an elem~nt of determen t, meaning that it act_ed on ly 1n 
one direction: against the East. But from th is moment 
on, the determent acts bi lateral ly. 

However, obtaining the "ba lance of terror''. _d id 
not demand arithmetic equal ity of nuclear. copob1 lity · 
Russia attained the ability to destroy America, sev".' rol 
years before it hod reached the numerical 
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parity. In 1967, the American superiority in ballistic 
missiles equipped with nuclear warheads was expressed 
in the proportion of 3: I or 4: I. The Americans 
assuming wrongly, that their own and their opponent'; 
thoughts ru_n on the same track of logica l reasoning, 
were conv inced, that the Russians would restrain 
themselves and stop at a point of obtaining the "balance 
of terror". Since 400 nuclear missiles in the Soviet 
arsenal were sufficient to level the US - doubling this 
number at the gigantic costs, ~peored by common 
sense, aimless. This conclusion made, Americans 
stopped further production of ballistic missiles and 
bui lding . launching . sites. This simple logic in 
con~rant1ng the Russians appeared entire ly wrong. The 
Soviet ~clear arms production was going fu l I steam 
ahead 1n the area of ballistic missiles, nuclear 
warheads, permanent and movable launching pads on 
land, a~d submarines serving as launchers. The experts 
determined from various statistics, that a decision to 
?'-'tstrip the American nuclea r arms potential was made 
in 1964/5 - after the overthrowing of Khrushchev and 
the t_aking of power by Brezhnev and his team. In I 970, 
Russians outran the US in the number of ICBM's 
(I ,30~: I ,_054! but the Americans, owing to the 
superiori ty 1n the number of submarines equipped with 
MIRV and ~trategic airforce, still had double the power 
of destruction expressed in megathons (52,000 : 23,000). 
But Moscow cont inued pushing toward outstripping the us. 
MAD doctrine 

Some time ago the Maginot Line with its slogan 
on _ne posse pas disarmed the French people causing 
their defeat. The American nuclear arsenal now 
functions simi larly. The West, despite losing its 
monopoly and, subsequently its superiority in nuclear 
ar'!'s, still believed in nuclear umbrella against the 
Third World _War. This concept, however, was replaced 
by a _doc trine of Mutual Assured Destruction, in 
abbrev iated form - MAD. Ominous wo rd. According to 
the Anglo-Polish dictionary of 1959 - it means also 
"mod of fear". · 

The MAD doctrine guided the Americans at 
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the conclusion of the SALT I talks with Russia. Because 
in Kissinger's understanding, "mutual suicide" was 
depriving strategic superiority of al I its sense ("nobody 
can win the nuclear war"), America agreed to accept 
the principle of nuclear arms parity. 

The mistake relied upon ascribing to the opposite 
side one's own intentions, meaning the stabilization of 
arms on an agreed upon level. But Moscow's intentions 
were entirely different. SALT I, deceiv ing Americans, 
was to become a starting point for achieving cbsolute 
superiority . 

Affec ted by the insane MAD theory, the 
Americans neg lec ted entire defense system of the 
North -Ameri can Cont inen t against nuclear attack. Is 
there any sense in spending millions of dollars on thi s 
matter - it was thought - since the Soviet nuclear 
a ttack would result in destruction of both adversaries? 
The on ly thing they could think about, was the widening 
and modernizing powerful electronic radar insta llations 
which warn about the approaching exte rminat ion at the 
momen t of launching the death-ridden loads by the 
enemy. 

Experts calculate that in the first s trike at least 
I 00 mi 11 ion people must die. The anti-nuc lear defense 
of the US and Canada is limited to 374 pursuit planes 
designed to destroy the enemy's missil es before they 
reach the target. Hundred anti-ballistic launch ing si tes 
which were put into operation in Oct., 1975, one month 
la te r were dismantl ed in the spirit of MAD doc trine, by 
Congressional decision (The Annual Report of the 
Defense Dept. US., 1976/7). 

Meantime the Soviet Union concentrates it s 
greatest efforts on nuclear defense. In 1975, the 
number of airplanes designed exquisitively for catching 
and destroying nuclear missiles was 2,500 machines, 
thus assuring 7 times greater superiority over the US. 
In addition, the Soviet defense is armed with 12,000 
ant i-ba lli st ic land-to-air SAM rockets, disp layed at 
1,650 points. The USSR - a colossus of a coun try, which 
suffers pathologic centralization overgrowth, 

-9-



concentrates its efforts on shielding Moscow against 
nuclear attack. The capital of the USSR is surrounded 
with a garland of 64 anti-ballistic launching sites 
(ABM), concentrated in 4 strategic points around 
Moscow. Each of them is equipped with the Galosh ty;:,e 
rockets and tied in with the most advanced warning 
system of 5,000 radar stations installed along the 
boundaries of the USSR. Experts say that piercing 
through this barrage will be difficult, if not an 
impossible task, for the American missiles. Not a single 
ABM, as we already mentioned, defends Washington, 
New York or other cities in the US (The Military 
Balance 1975/6), while in the military complex of 
Moscow alone there are 75 huge underground shelters 
designed for accomodating military and civilian 
authorities. Some of them are hidden I 00 meters under 
the surface. 

Americans estimate that about two thirds of the 
new industrial potential of the Soviet Union is scattered 
over o great expanse, away from the great municipal 
complexes. According to one of the American experts, 
the Soviet spent, during the past 10 years, 65 billion 
dollars on anti-ballistic nuclear defense, which is more 
than half of the American defense budget of the current 
year. 

Too late, just last year, the surprised Americans 
found that the Russians, by no means, vouch the insane 
theory of mutual suic ide, but feverishly prepare 
themselves for nuclear war, most evidently bel ieving 
that owing to their achieved supremacy they wi 11 be 
able to reduce their own losses, and survive. 

At the beginning of detente politics, Americans 
thought, that organic weaknesses of the Soviet system 
would provide a guarantee for future balance of power 
and peace. Five years ago, the USSR was 15 years 
behind America in the area of scientific research and 
technological progress. Organic unproductlvity and 
wastefulness in production, permanent agricultural 
cris is - deepened by subsequent years of poor crops, the 
first signs of opposition - all this allowed Solzhenitsyn 
to conclude that: 
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"Two years ago - the Soviet leadership had 
experienced such great difficulties, that it had 
been forced to search for the road of esc~e... I 
thought this escape will be achieved through 
evolution... However, today, all the proposed 
solutions lost their practical importance. During 
the past 2 years ••• the West resigned from its 
position of the World Power, surrendered 
everything in such a haste, did so much for the 
strenthening of tyranny in my country, the 
capitulation (of the West) so quickly surpasses 
our moral regeneration, that, presently, the 
Soviet Union can move only in one direction: 
toward blossoming totalitarianism". 

Had Solzhenitsyn sinned by exaggeration? 
During 1970 - 1976, the Soviet Union and its satellites 
received credits from the West, often on favorable 
terms, in a total figure 4 times higher than the total 
amount of lend-lease received by Russia from the US 
during the World War 2(Time Magazine, 9.9.1976 -
Elliott Janeway, Washington Star, 8.8.1976). In 1970, 
the indebtedness of the Soviet bloc amounted scarcely 
to $2 billion - at the end of 1976, it had reached $45 
billion. In 1975 alone, Russia and her satellites received 
record high loans of $9 billion. 

According to the UNO stati sties, at _the be­
ginning of 1970, the trade ba lance of the Warsaw Pact 
countries showed a moderate surplus of $ I billion. 
Beginning in 1972, the situation reversed itse lf. A 
billion dollar deficit in 1973 to the end of 1975 
increased to I O billion, meaning that in only 2 years it 
increased I O times (Carl Gervitz, "The Problems of 
Raising Debt," 1.H.T., 11 .8.1977 - Allain Venzoles. Le 
Monde, 8.31.1976). Fast growing imports only in part 
paid by exports, rep resent a powerful shot in arm for 
the economy of the Eastern block countries. 

Only just last year some alarming voices began 
to raise the question: What is the aim of strengthening 
the industrial potential of a power, which openly 
proc laims the hostility toward the West? 
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It may be that the question was raised a little 
too late? Today, numerous creditors found themselves 
in the position of a banker who compulsorily continues 
to loon his money to a bankrupting client, in order to 
prevent his own bankruptcy. Defaults in paying bock 
capi tol or interest wou ld create catastrophe for the 
Western credit system. The credits and groin purchases 
of many years standing, doubtless, encbled the Soviets 
to increase the tempo of armaments and scientific 
research, and, above all else, the buying from the West 
of know how - technical data and licenses. 

In several years the technological gap - the 
dis tance of technological lead of the US over Russia -
hod been substantially reduced and in some sectors 
entire ly eliminated. Putting in its arsenal the MI RV -
nuc lea r projectiles equipped wi th multiple warheads, 
and the long range "Bockf ire" bombers that con reach 
the US, Moscow hos wiped out the American 
assumptions of nuclear par ity established in SALT I. 
The "assured mutual destruction abi lity" hos been 
di srupted simultaneously from two sides: by the 
extension of a powerful defense system and increased 
power and precision of on attack. 

The bal<I1Ce of relaxation politics 

In the declaration signed by Brezhnev and Nixon, 
first in Moscow and late r in Washington, both powers 
pledged solemn ly that neither will attempt to "obtain 
uni lateral gains at the cos t of the other". 

Again, let's take a look at the great chessboard 
of the world. 

Let's begin with the disposition of the mutual 
forces. Russia surpassed the US in the number of 
intercontinental ballistic missiles in proportion of 3:2, 
in the number of submarines equipped with missil e 
launchers in proportion of 4:3. The superiority of the 
Soviets in al I t ypes of armed forces appears to be 
expressed in propor tion of 3:2. In the number of tanks 
the disproportion is overwhelming. Russia hos 42,000 
tanks, the US - 9,000. The USSR hos at it s 
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disposal 35-40 thousand armoured cars. The US -
almost half as many. The Americans preserved their 
superiority only in air power. America has 5,000 
fighters, the Soviets - 2,550. 

On the seas, the Soviets now hove 2,441 worships 
the US - only 496. This proportion looks much better 
for American side if the units of below the 3,000 tons 
were eliminated. The relation would then be 451 Soviet 
ships to 420 of American. The bulk of American naval 
power is in 14 large aircraft carr iers and cruisers of 
large tonnage. Those units hove the lowest chance to 
endure attack in modern warfare. 

The proportion of the US forces versus the 
Soviets in Western Europe looks no better. According 
to the supreme commander of NA TO Gen. Alexander 
Haig, the Warsaw Poet coun tries have almost 3 times 
greater capability in tanks: 19,000: 7,000; twice larger 
in air power. The eastern bloc keeps 20 to 30% more 
military personnel in full battle readiness. 

However, the NATO leadership is annoyed mostly 
by the charac ter of the Soviet preparedness. A huge 
concentration of fast moving armor - tanks, attack 
airplanes and parachute units, betrays the intention of a 
blitzkrieg. Military experts worn that the Soviet forces 
may reach the Rhine river before NATO will be.able to 
bring its forces in action. Shoutd the blitzkrieg type 
offensive attain its aim, the proportion of forces would 
be radically changed in a few days. 

What is most surprising is the feverish haste of 
the Soviet armamen ts. The quoted statistics from 1975 
ore no longer actual. In general the manpower of the 
Soviet forces in al I kinds of arms, according to Gen. 
Haig, increased I million , in Europe a lone by 100,000 
men. The ex-Secretary of the US Defense Dept., James 
Schles inger states that the Soviet or1:1aments s~rpass 
the efforts of America by 30%, and in production of 
tactical oirforce planes - by 70%. The Russians build 4 
times more worships than America. The present 
American expenditure on arms consumes a little less 
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than 6% of notional gross income. The Soviets, 15-20%. 
The Hitle ri on Reich, at the_ time of t~e highest 
production, spent 19% of notional gross income for 
defense. 

However, the statistics do not reflect 
sufficiently the real disposition of power. About the 
power - besides armaments and mi litary personnel, 
there are two additional deciding e lements: a 
conven ient dislocation, and the will. If one of them is 
missing - the two remaining become useless. The most 
dangerous means of moss de~truction . beco~e a 
disorderly moss of dead matter, 1f there 1s no w,I I to 
fight. Even with small forces one co_n dest~oy a 
powerful opponent if one is able to cu t hi s arteri es at 
main junc tions. 

One such artery is the St rai t s of Hormuz which 
leads to the Persian Gulf. About 80% of Western 
Europe and Japan oi l supplies soil through it. Blocking 
the St rai t s would resul t in immobil ization of armed 
forces of the West in a matter of weeks. 

Just for this reason the Russians changed the 
port of Berbero in North Somalia into ono~he r Gibralta r. 
The heav iest bombers may start from it s over three 
kilometer long runways. Submarines operating from the 
base at Berbero and from South Yemen cannot only 
c lose successfully the Red Seo and the Persian Gulf, but 
a lso greatly di sturb the situation in Indian Oce~n. 
Soma li a, one of the most important clients of the Sov iet 
Un ion receives military assistance in the area of $132 
mi llio~ and in economic help, about $32 mi llion. About 
a thousand Sov iet "advisers" and 50 Cubans command 
the largest and best equipped army in East Africa. 

The speedy cons truction of similar bases in 
Luanda and Lobito in Angolo serve the some purpose: 
cutti ng off the sea route that goes around Cope of Go~d 
Hope and Sou th Africa, and by it, the flow of strategic 
row materials. 

Ten African countries, so fo r, hove become 
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the dependents of the USSR. The Soviet "military 
advisers" act in all of them. The Cuban "advisors" ore 
present, not counting Angolo, in Somalia and Guinea. 
All these countries - to which in the Near East we 
should odd South Yemen and Iraq, ore armed by Russia. 
During the years 1971-76 they received Russian 
assistance of $2.2 billion and economic help amounting 
to $765 million. 

The picture of the other side is just the opposite. 
At the beginning of lost year, the US Congress legalized 
the withdrawal by Oct., 1977, of all military advisers 
from 44 countries. The decision was dictated by a fear 
that their presence in those countries wou ld entangle 
the US in a new Vietnam. At the some time the 
American military assistance abroad hod been reduced 
to $0.5 billion. This economy was dic tated by concern 
abou t the taxpayers' pocketbook (John W. Finney, I.H.T. 
7. I 5.1 976). 

To attain the basic strategic aim - the cut-off of 
Ii fe sus taining routes of communicat ion of on enemy -
serves the deve lopment of the Soviet naval fleet. 

At the end of the 2nd World War , the American 
navy dominated on all seas of the world. During the 
Stalin era, the Soviet naval forces were limited to 
Coast Guard units. The decision to deve lop a fleet on a 
world-wide scale hos been mode either after the Cuban 
inc ident in 1962, or - which according to experts is 
more probable - after Brezhnev's taking power in 1964. 

220 surface ships and 95 submarines participated 
in exte nded manoeuvres under the cryptonym "Okeon 
1975" operating simultaneously on 5 Oceans from bases, 
among many othe rs, on Cuba, Guinea, Somalia and 
South Yemen. 

From the standpoint of Western Europe security, 
the most threatening situation is the Soviet 
concentration in the region of Murmansk and Kolo 
Peninsula. Murmansk and neighboring ports do not 
freeze in winter and give the Soviets free access to the 
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Atlantic. To the already mentioned 180 submarines 
which are destined to cut the route of convoys sailing 
from America to Europe, is added a flotilla of 300 
warships in which are included, among others, 9 
cruisers, 55 destroyers, 22 patrol boats armed with 
rockets, 200 reconnaissance plmes of the fleet and 300 
fighters (The Economist 7. I 7 .1976). Recently the 
Soviet North Fleet received its first powerful aircraft 
carrier "Kiev". The Norwegian military forces 
concentrated on the boundary of Norway are 
represented by 110,000 men: 2 motorized divisions, I 
amphibious regiment and 5,000 marines. In this region 
there is also the largest concentration of the Sov iet 
nuclear potential. The commander of Northern NATO 
forces, Englishman, Gen. Sir John Sharp warned last 
year that "the Kola Peninsula at this moment is the 
biggest strategic threat to Western al lies". 

In answer to the Soviet manoeuvres "Okean 70" 
and "Okean 75", the NA TO nations conducted in the 
autumn of 1976 their own manoeuvres in North 
Atlantic. 275 warships, 900 planes, over 80,000 men 
participated in them. It was the biggest military game 
1n the 27 years of NATO's existence. After the game, 
the commander of the 2nd American Fleet, vice­
admiral John Shanavan, announced at a press 
conference that the naval allied forces must fight 
battle 2-6 mon ths long before the Atlantic might be 
open for the convoys with reinforcements and arms 
from the US and Canada to Western Europe (Reuter, 
9.3.1976). 

Equally annoying is the situation in another 
strategica lly important region - in southern flank of the 
NA TO. Greece and Turkey , unti I recently were the 
main points of support for the American flee t and 
airforce in the eastern part of Mediterranean Sea. Both 
are like the portals of the gate that, in case of war, 
closes the access of the Soviet fleet to the 
Mediterranean basin. The isle of Crete is a -strategic 
key to domination over this sea, but the presence of 
Americans there and in Greece and Turkey was reduced 
to a minimum. The Sanda Boy base airfields and radar 
stations ore empty. 
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Ancara, was for a long time the mast faithful 
ally of the US. M!litory assistance to Turkey, withheld 
by the Congress did not result in winning bock Greece 
but instead, brought violation of the treaty with Turke; 
and the subsequent closing of all the American 
installations near the Black Sea. These installations 
were like a periscope that enabled Americans to spy by 
the mast modern electronic devices on the moves and 
military preparations in the depth of the USSR The 
US, breaking off from Turkey had blinded itself: The 
embargo !aid upon the supplies of arms and changeable 
~arts, senous!Y deteriorated military potential of one of 
1t~ most faithful ally. Even if the embargo be 
withdrawn, the mutual relations wil I never be the same. 

After the 6 years of relaxation politics, at the 
m~ment, when_ for t~e first time from all sides alarming 
voices are being raised, the proportion of armaments 
yielded definitively to the advantage of Russia. The US 
has today half the number of warships that it hod at the 
end of the sixties, 31 % less navy airplones, 23% fewer 
navy personnel. The land forces were reduced by 
600,000 men, the oirforce has a smaller number of 
planes. 

Two interpretations of relaxation politics 

From the very beginning the Americao inter­
pre tation of relaxation politics differed diametrically 
from the Soviets'. On the threshold of detente, Nixon 
announced to the world the irretrievable end of the era 
of confrontation and the beginning of a new era of 
negotiations. The famous words of Neville Chamber­
lain, predicting immediately after Munich and I year 
b_efore the outbreak of 2nd World War, "Peace in our 
time," found almost a literal echo in Nixon's slogan 
proc laiming "generation of peace". 

It would hove appeared, that as in the days of 
appeasement nobody looked into the pages of the "Mein 
Kampf" so in the beginning of relaxation politics its 
Amer ican architects were deaf to the words of 
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the adversary. 

At the same time, when Nixon proclaimed the 
irretrievable end of confrontations, the Soviet 
leadership openly and consi~tently was proclaiming that 
relaxation politics does not mean the end of the wor 
against the Capitalisti c West, but only o change of 
tactics and methods which leads to the definite defeat 
and foll of the Democratic West, without having 
recourse to war between the superpowers. In other 
words, relaxation only facilitates the final defeat of the 
US and her allies. 

"The peaceful coexistonce" - said BrezlVlev in 
1972 - "is based on o system of principles, which 
enables us to ovoid larger international conflict 
during the deve lopment of revolutionary process 
within individual countries" (The Problems of 
War Cild Peace, 'critical analysis of the bourgeois 
theories', Moscow 1972. Quoted by Foy D. Kohler 
in hi s "The Soviet strategy in the 70ties," Miami 
1973). 

For o better ii lustration of the problem we may 
add ano ther c itation: The announcement of Nepszo­
badog (6.12.1966) the organ of the Hungarian 
Communist Party - which calls for continual propaganda 
of the idea that "the politics of peaceful coexistence is 
nothing more than o specific form of the international 
class fight going on in the arena of international 
relations, which greatly helps in the realization of the 
ultimate goal ... the victory of Socialism in the world". 

Brezhnev's words, that the goal must be attained 
wi thout large scale military conflict are not 
con tradicting the feverish tempo of armaments which 
ought to assure devastating military super iority. The 
purpose of armaments is not the use of 
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them, but on the contrary, to attain the certainty that 
the use of them won't be necessary. It applies equally 
to the aggressor and the aggressed. An aggressor, 
mobilizes his power, to force his victim to give up 
without a fight. The aggressed arms himself in order to 
deter the aggressor from an attack. The Soviet military 
superiority or even equality is for obtaining the 
certainty that there won't be counter-action from 
Western countries against the progressing "ideological 
war". 

President Corter even before election hod 
assured everybody that he would use nuclear ormor, but 
on ly in the case of a threat to the most vital interests 
of the US. As the most vital among all vital interests is 
the survival of nation on the Earth - these words may be 
understood to mean only that no President of The 
United States will be the first to reach for the nuclear 
weaponry. Also, he will not declare conventional war, 
having no certainty that the adversary won't change the 
war into a nuclear duel. When the time comes for 
making a dramatic decision, any waiver, even as great 
as West Berlin or the whole Western Europe will be too 
sma l I in comparison with the total destruction which 
would be brought by a one hour Soviet retaliation. The 
some applies to Moscow for as long as the finger which 
wil I push the button to unleash nuclear war belongs to 
intelligent people there. Even if the Soviet defense 
wou ld allow - as experts say - to reduce the first stroke 
losses to I 0% of the population, this would mean the 
death of over twenty million people in a few minutes . 
Only o mod man would take the risk for unpredictable 
side-effects which would result from the action of such 
dimension and the universal panic and chaos connected 
with it. But, why does Moscow need the nuclear war? 
"The nuclear war" - said Solzhenitsyn in front of the 
BBC television cameras - "is not needed at all. They 
con take you, simply, with their bore hands". 

Jon l\bwok 

(Conclusion - next issue) 
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Ideological war 

THE THIRD WORLD WAR 
(Conclusion) 

II 

The super iority or even the balance of nuclear and 
conventional arms insures the Soviet Union against on armed 
worldwide confl ict, and as such al lows it to move action to 
another a rea - to ideo logical war. 

It's obvious that the term - "ideologica l war" - is a 
semantic tri ck suggesting on ly a quarrel between the two 
"ideologies", or a duel of words on the air or in the press. 

But in reality, "ideological war" is just what 
So lzhenitsyn hod in 'Tlind when talking about the "Third 
World War". Its arsenal comprises quite a wide spectrum of 
forms, methods and means. The most extreme method is 
loca l armed aggression, led not by the Soviet Union direct ly, 
but by proxy or a Moscow supported and armed substitute. 
In Indochina the role of on aggressor is played by North 
Vi e tnam, 1n Angolo - by Cuba, in Rhodesia -by Mozambique. 
In the Soviet terminology a local aggression bears the name 
of "war of liberation". 

Another form of ideological war is evo lution and 
fomentation of conflicts that arise not only from the 
premises of class-fight, but also from the issues connected 
with nationalisms, races, religious movements, and even 
from the differences in views of the present generations. 

3 



One of the factions in such a conflict, in return for 
help in arms and financing, becomes a dependent of 
Moscow. Victory of o dependent insures a further 
widening of Moscow's own influence - a step on the road 
toward the isolation of the main adversary. In Soviet 
intentions, compulsory weakness or passiveness of the US, 
means a movement toward a psychological chain reaction, 
designed to break all alliances built up by the Americans 
in the postwar era. Once the American umbrella stops 
being effective against any open or hidden aggression 
from within or from without - the only way of escape, at 
the best, will be neutrality or, if worst comes to the 
worst, looking for an agreement with an aggressor, 
meaning capitulation on the best possible terms. Better 
red than dead! Such, not the other, was the motto of the 
people in the Eastern Asia after the American defeat in 
Vietnam. Today, America still has allies or clients who 
trust in her. But it isn't difficult to foresee what will 
happen, when "accidents" of the Vietnam or Angola name 
are repeated in other places of the world. 

The most clossical weapon in the arsenal of ideo­
logica l war appears in various forms of diversion - from 
financing and arming terrorists, guerillas and saboteurs, to 
dissinformotion, bribing politicians, infiltration of govern­
mental bodies, parliaments and trade unions. One of the 
well known methods of weakening the economy of the 
highy industrialized countries is the planting of so called 
agents of influence - individuals planted within the 
leadership of T rode Unions. One of the main objects of 
dive_rsion are the forces of NA TO in Western Europe, the 
soldiers of American and German garrisons in particular. 
Directed by the Moscow underground organizations acting 
under the name "Soldados Unietas Venceremos" (We the 
united soldiers shall win) do not limit themselves to 
instigating agitation, but ore olso active in selling drugs. 
According to Gen. Haig, the problem of drugs in the 
forces stationed in West Germany has grown to a very 
danerous level. 

The embassies of Communist bloc countries have a 
peculiar role in the ideological war in the capitals of the 
world. Afte r the removal of 105 employees of the USSR 
embassy in London, the press reported that, on the 
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average, the 70% of the personnel of the Communist 
diplomatic outposts are functionaries of thE_! KG_B.. ~f 
course they don't work in espionage only. Their mmn Job 1s 
the or~onization and directing of the diversion~ry operati~ns 
we just talked about. The edifices of the Soviet embass!es 
are equipped with the western manufactured ea~~sdropping 
devices which can in tercept most secret military and 
political information. 

The Communists train their operators in terrorist and 
-guerilla actions in the Lenin Institute in Moscow. S?me 
others unconnected with Communist movements are trained 
in Ta'shkent and Odessa (Detente: "An Evolution," a 
collective article. Survey NO. 2/3, 1974). 

In the ideological war conducted secretly by 
diversion, sabotage, forgery and blackmail - the main arm of 
defense for the US is not the armed forces, but the CIA _and 
FBI - services designated to detect an_ op~onen!, to fight 
against infiltration, corruption and foreign intelligence. In 
the atmosphere of detente the Congre~s _o~ the US and the 
mass media did everything possible to d1m1nish t~e ~ecessary 
secrecy of the activities of both orgonizot1ons, to 
demoralize their personnel, to make difficult the 
recruitment of manpower and detection of enemy's age_nts. 
It seems, the e thic code which might have bee~ app_ropnote 
during peace time, hos been oppl ied in the s1tuot1on that 
cannot be described differently than the war for death or 

life. 

President Corter and his main strategic advisor Prof• 
z. Brzezinski at the beginning of their tenure called for 
bringing bock' symetry to the politics of deten te. A lock of 
symetry hos nowhere been so striking as in the area of the 
ideological war. 

The Soviets, since attaining power, ore cond~cting a 
system of two track politics, carefully separating the 
international relations from the activities of organs created 
to fi ht against the West. At the time wh~n Brezhnev was 
tend;rly shaking hands with the British premier - l.~.Koz!?v, 
an official of the Fifth Department of the KG , ac 1~9 
under cover of the I st secretary of the USSR embassy_ in 
Dublin was organizing the delivery of weapons for shooting 
British soldiers Irish Republican Army. Almost at the sar:;~ 
time when Brezhnev was announcing 
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"increased ideological war, which will be taking more 01d 
more drastic forms between the two social systems" -
Senator Fulbright was demanding that Radio Free Europe 
and Radio Liberty be dismantled as relics of the cold war. 
But at the some time, on the other side of the fence, 
Russia was developing -programs for broadcasting to 
foreign countries currently as much as 2,000 hours a week, 
broadcasting in 84 languages. Moscow did not spore any 
means for instol ling new powerful broadcasting stations 
twice as strong as the antennae of both the FFE and RL. 
These new Soviet stations con, without any trouble, 
broadcast to the listeners in the remotest port of Africa, 
Asia and South America. 

Independently from the official broadcasting, there 
hos been developed a net of the Soviet "secret" or 
"private" radio stations which openly broadcast instigating 
programs that cannot be c lossi fied in other way than 
diversionary war propaganda. The "pr ivate" radio "Peace 
and Progress" appears in the role of on advocate of 
"Soviet public opinion". It broadcasts in 14 languages. 
When in 1968, the government of India protested against 
the activities of the "Peace and Progress" in the pre­
election campaign, particularly against attacks on a 
candidate of government party, and against propaganda on 
behol f of pro-Moscow faction, - the Soviet government 
denied any responsibility for the activities of this 
"private" station. We may remark here, that in Soviet 
version of the Helsinki agreement only capitalistic 
countries ore not al lowed to interfere in the internal 
affairs of Communist countries. 

Radio "Peace and Progress" is only one segment in 
a chain of private or secret broadcasting. Radio "Espana 
lndependiente - Estacion Pirenoico" pretends to be on 
underground radio station operating from Spain. Similarly 
-"Radio Portugal Libre". In reality, their broadcasting 
s!ud_ios and transmitters ore located in East Germany. 
S1milorly, the "Oggi" ("Today") concentrating its 
diversionary propaganda on Italy - broadcasts from 
Prague. The "Voice of Truth" - designated for "taking 
core" of Greece, formerly located in Romania, is now 
operating from East Germany. The "Our Radio" 
broadcasts to Turkey from the Soviet zone. Bundeswehr 
in West Germany is on object of 
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peculiarly intensive agitation conducted by two "secret­
revolutionory" stations: "Freihetssender" and 
"Soldotensender". After the Bonn - Ponkov agreement they 
were closed with great fanfare in the press. But, 13 months 
late r began broadcasting again under the cryptony'."s "939" 
and "904". Their transmitters ore located at Burg in north­
eastern port of East Germany, broodco?ting the pr?grams 
also in Greek, Italian and Turki sh to foreign loborers 1n West 
Germany. 

In the western publication "European Radio Union" 
(1969) there was a quotation of Leni~ describing _radio as a 
"avant-garde" of revolution". It 1s to f~nct1on _as on 
agitator, propagandist and organizer. But_ in fact, in the 
Soviet arsenal of the ideological war the radio ploys a rather 
secondary and auxiliary role. Moscow hos the full freedom 
of the word in the Democratic West. The Soviet propaganda 
is conducted - most often in a camouflaged form - on the 
spot _ by means of the communistic press of a country of 
interest, its friends, or bribed elements that hove_ on access 
to local moss media. Even the complete ~losing of the 
off icial and secret radio stations of the Soviet bloc would 
not much weaken the Soviet propaganda. 

Weste rn radio stations, broadcasting in the languages 
of the Soviet bloc: RFE, RL, BBC, Deutsche Welle and 
Deutschlondfunk are the only means of reaching a multitu~e 
of listeners in the Soviet bloc. Because total censorship 
over there makes them the only truthworthy source of 
information and evaluation they hove much greater 
influence on the audiences than the broadcasts of the 
opponent hos on the Western audiences. 

Radio Free Europe in relaxation era 

As the director of the Polish Section of R_odio _Free 
Europe until Jan. 1st, 1976 - to the dote of my res1gnot1on,_ I 
hove hod occasion to observe the shock(ng lo~k of sy~etry in 
the American politics of relaxot1on 1n relation to 
broadcasting. 

In contrast to the Russians, American diplomacy 
rejected any idea of the double-track oppr~ch to probler,:is 
and principles of Detente. Consequently, 1mprovemeng in 

mutual relations on governmental levels have hod to r~ Rt°t 
on programs, or rather, on the fate of both the RFE on · 
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With the exception of some people of great wisdom 
and vision, a majority of bureaucrats in the State Dept. 
and the personnel of the embassies in the capitals of 
Eastern bloc has been unfriendly toward the RFE, seeing 
it as an obstacle which renders difficult the negotiations 
and good relations with totalitarian governments. After 
the fall of Nixon, who understood the importance of direct 
dialog with people in the Eastern bloc, the climate of 
detente provided reasons for discontinuation of both 
stations, or at least, modifying them in a manner in which 
the "Voice of America" was modified. Nevertheless, since 
the defeat of the Fulbright proposal, the demolition has 
been progressing gradually, in stages, under the pretext of 
necessary economy by means of the Board of International 
Broadcasting, strictly speaking, by its chairman David 
Abshire, the ex-undersecretary of the State Department 
and his personnel. 

The result: During several years, the Polish broad­
casting stations lost their most talented writers and re­
porters, without a chance of replacing them by a younger 
generation of people with similar qualities. 

For fear of the reaction of pressure groups and 
public opinion, all the reductions were made in the name 
of watching the pocket-book of the taxpayers. It all 
doesn't seem to reflect reality, considering that the 
current budget of both RFE and RL stations - transmitting 
to the countries or 380 mi( lion people - amounts to $58 
million, while, say, one B-1 bomber costs $93.8 million 
and that in view of general US budget which has noV.: 
reached the astronomonical figure of $300 billion the 
expenditure on radio-broadcasting is but a minuscule 
fraction. 

Meantime, the government of the Polish Peoples 
Republic, after the June 1976 incidents, increased by 
t~ree ti~es the number and power of their jamming. 
Since mid summer of last year the RFE is not audible in 
Warsaw, Cracow and other big cities. 

Let's add that the Communist regimes discovered a 
new, more effective way of silencing the two most im­
portant Western broadcasting stations than by jamming. 
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Efforts are being made to extend - not without success - the 
censorsh ip of the Western broadcasts indirectly, by 
diplomatic pressure on the American embassies in t~e 
countries of the Communist bloc. Among newsmen in 
Warsaw it is no secret, that the Polish government protests 
and attacks on any particular broadcasts of the RFE are not 
only received by the American embassy, but find also 
support of the embassy and are transferred to high~r 
authorities, with demands for limitations and changes. This 
way, the diplomacy of the US, contrary to the decisions of 
,the Congress, took responsibility for the programs of the 
radio stations, which, by the way, were supposed to be 
independent. 

The pressures of a political nature stopped for a whi le 
as a result the reaction of public opinion against the so 
called Sonnenfeldt doctrine. They were not heard about 
during the presidential campaign, but came back to life 
immediately after the end of the campaign. In Jan. I st, one 
month after the election, new political instructions were 
issued, introducing restrictions which ga much furthe_r t~an 
the previous directives of 1972. To be sure, the principle 
that the RFE and RL represent the free press is upheld, but 
a long list of restrictions remains in shocking contrast to the 
meaning of freedom of the word. 

New 
adversary. 
follow. 

restrictions are a unilateral gift to the 
No reciprocal concessions of the other side 

However the problem doesn't concern the RFE/RL 
on ly. In December, 1976, there was a strike of the personnel 
of the "Voice of America" against increased censure of news 
and commentaries by officials of the State Department. 
Four years ago the French government close~ !he broadcasts 
transmitted to Eastern Europe. All the polit1cal substance 
had been removed from them much, much earlier. West 
Germany cancelled on Feb. I, 1977, "Deutsche Welle", a 
station comparatively independent from the government, 
which has been an object of unceasing attac~s and_ prote~ts 
of the Communist bloc, incorporating 11 with 
"Deutschlandfunk" a station under the full control of 
government. 
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Presently, after the union of the FRE and RL, Mr. 
Abshire puts forward somenew proposals that lead toward 
further fusion - this time with the "Voice of America". 
The first step on this rood is to be the junction of 
technical equipment of both stations. In the some 
direction would probobl¥ go the project of moving 
RFE/RL in port or entirely to the US, which is still under 
consideration. 

And, finally, the latest news is, that in accordance 
with the spirit of detente, Mr. Abshire proposes changing 
the name of Radio Free Europe, which during its 25 years 
of existence hos won the right of citizenship no less than 
the initials BBC, to Radio 1-tJmon Rights (David M. 
Abshire: "International Broadcasting," page 82). To the 
millions of listeners who from childhood were used to the 
present nome, it would mean its end. 

Such is the briefest story of the unsymetry in the 
ideological war in the era of detente. 

Will the West survive the Third World War? 

In 1961 a certain American scientist wrote: 

"The United States con't afford another decline of 
its power •. _One more 15 year period of worsening 
of our pos,t,on, such as we hove observed since the 
2nd World War, will reduce America to a position 
of a fortress entirely isolated from the surrounding 
world". 

Since 1961, when this warning fell, 15 years hove 
passed by. Surely, America today is not an isolated 
fortress yet, but unceasing erosion of her power in the 
~ace of constantly increasing power of the adversary, 
inexorably tends toward this situation. The author who 
predicte? !his process was Prof. Henry Kissinger;* this 
same K1ss1nger, who I O years later become the main 
architect of "relaxation" paid for with unilateral 
concessions and, consequently, severe weakening of the 
United States position. 

It seems that 6 long years of detente were needed 

*H. Kissinger, The Necessity of Choice, 1961 

10 

to make people fully realize the measure of the Soviet 
armaments and what might follow. And just after the 
invasion of Angolo the alarms were sounded sirniltoneously 
from both shores of the Atlantic: in Washington, in Bonn, in 
London, and Brussels. And forthwith some publicists ond the 
members of the Congress stepped out trying to slight these 
alarms as just common, yeorly monoevering of military 
establishment striving for arms credits. However, this time 
the warnings were too numerous, the facts too formidably 
convincing to let them pass without reaction. The Congress 
voted the largest defense budget in the US history of $113 
billion. A wide streom of funds began to flow into the 
modernization and production of new weopons, and 
specifically into research. New revolutionary inventions, 
which might eliminate tanks and submarines are predicted, 
like the machine-guns and tanks eliminated cavalry. But 
this obvious increase in expenditures on arms doesn't go 
along with the increase of expenditure on the instruments of 
ideological war. All the three American radio stations 
continue to be choked under the pressure of restrictions and 
lack of funds. It al I proves, that the American strategists 
sti 11 do not understand the essence and the character of the 
present conflict. 

The process of gradual isolation of the US cannot be 
stopped by the increased expenditure on defense only. The 
politics of "restraint" stopped being effective the moment 
America lost first, her monopoly , and later the superiority in 
nuclear arms. The situation today is reversed. Today, 
Moscow under the cover of military .superiority C1r even 
balance, can apply the politics of rol~bock - pushing their 
opponent out of one position to another, without recourse to 
genera l armed confrontation. The Soviet Union, conducting 
expansionist politics by means of "ideological war" -
including the local wars of liberation, can easily stand on the 
assumption that no United States president wi 11 bring 
destruction to his own people in defense of any other 
country in the world, and the American people, after their 
experience in Vietnam, will not allow sending expeditionary 
corps to distant parts of the world to defend al lies against 
aggression. The armaments alone wi 11 not effectively stop 
the Soviet expansion. 
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There is a definite lack of any premises on wh ich 
we could build a calendar of consecutive Soviet moves. 
Churchil l some time ago was to say, that if Hitler could 
have attacked Poland not in a few months, but severa l 
years after he had annexed Czechoslovakia - England 
could not have moved a finger in defense of her attacked 
ally. The Russians are better gamblers than Hitler was. 
They do not hurry. They know how to wait and, if need 
be, how to move one step back. Revolutionary ideas 
which we proclaim - said Brezhnev on the XXIV Congress 
of the CPUSSR - are not just empty words. Even if full 
decades pass from sowing to harvest. 

The restoration of symetry in relations East-West 
foretold by Carter and Brzezinski, should have begun from 
the repulsion of fiction built on false hopes and wishful 
thinking. The startin.9 point must be a recognition of the 
naked reality of the fact, that the United States and her 
allies are de facto at war, which has been forced upon 
them and openly declared and that today the aggressor in 
this war is not far from victory - without recourse to 
nuclear arms. 

Only the conclusions from the evaluation of that 
understood state of affairs can return the lost symetry 
and stop the accele rating sliding downward toward the 
precipice. 

The shifting of the point of gravity by the Soviet 
Union to the area of "ideological war" demands a para I lei 
shifting in the strategy and tactics of the West. What is 
necessory is an ideological counteroffensive directed to 
the weakest point of the opponent. Surely, by a defense 
voluntarily limited to half or quarter measures, nobody 
ever won even in a chessgame. 

The aggressor openly declares that his ultimate 
goal is worldwide destruction of the Democratic system 
and the forces that defend it. The progress toward this 
goal forces on the West the necessity of endeavor, by all 
available means - with the exception of armed 
confrontation - to remove from the Soviet system its built 
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in mechanism of hostility, Cl!l!J'euion cnl expansion. A 
natural ally in this ideological counteroffenslve is just born 
and for the first time in history showing no fear opposition 
in Russia. The potential ally are the masses of laborers 
whose life standard is constantly kept on a level of one third 
the standard achieved by the working class in the industrial 
West. Allies also are lhe peoples of this last colonial empire 
of the world, who number one half of the total populace of 
the Soviet Union but are suppressed by the domination of the 
great - Russian element, and by enforced russification. Ally 
is an underground revival of religious movements and 
ferments in Eastern Europe and the Baltic countries. 

The increasing dissatisfaction among the 250 million 
population of the Soviet giant, in general, is taken 
skeptically in the West. It is a fact, however, that either 
the poli tical scientists of the West, or dissidents arriving 
from Russia, or even the organs of the KGB are not able to 
measure the temperature under the surface of its daily life. 
Gathering subcutaneous ferments have surfaced in the least 
expected manner in Poland and Hungary in 1956, in 
Czechoslovakia in 1968, and again in Poland in 1970 and 
1976. The explosion comes suddenly under the influence of 
incidents or circumstances that function like a catalyst. 

No one better realizes how big this inside ferment is, 
than the Soviet leaderhsip. The evidence of this fact lies in 
an enormous effort of building a hermetic isolation of people 
against the influence of the outside world. The monopoly of 
means of information and censorship are treated •by the 
governing bureaucracy as the condition for sustaining the 
system itself. In 1971 alone, the jamming of broadcasts of 
the West took $300 million - six times more than the total 
cost of Western broadcasts transmitting to the USSR in that 
year. Actions conducted through diplomatic, diversional, 
propagandist channels, against Western radio is sufficient 
proof of the fear in which the Soviet leadership live. A 
deadly fear arouses the approaching era of sate I life 
television. 

In anticipation of the arrival of the satellite, the 
USSR in 1972, already demanded the resolution of the UNO, 
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which would make illegal the transmitting of TV programs 
to foreign countries, without permission of their govern­
ments. Since then, the Soviet Union perseveres unceas­
ingly in feverish attempts to abolish by international law, 
the transmitting of TV programs via satellites. 

These kinds of react ions of Communist government 
are the best roadsign for the ideological counter-offensive 
of the West. When at the conference of Polish scien tists 
in Montreal there fel I the question: What should we do? -
Prof. Leszek Ko lakowski retorted: Send books to Poland! 
The audience answered in a sa lvo of laughter. 

But the Professor was not joking. At the beginning 
there was the word. Spoken or printed. No t a shotgun and 
not a nitrogen bomb, but the word. Whole nations were 
conqured by the words of the creators of religious 
movements, philosophers, writers; the fathers of new 
ideas have attracted multi tudes of followers, un leashed 
powerful resources of human energy, evoked readiness for 
unlimited sacrifices and deeds, armed ones and disabled 
others. 

Lenin, who considered propaganda as the road 
toward power, before revolution, did not have any other 
instrument than the emigration publication "Iskra". Kul­
tura and its publications which are closer to Po li sh leaders 
have had a bigger influence during a third of a century on 
the e lite in Poland than all the Polish periodicals published 
inside Poland. 

The Soviet system is loaded wi th internal con t ra­
dictions. There exists an enormous distance between the 
military power - maybe the biggest in the world - and the 
interna l weakness of the country. The weakest point, 
probably, is a lack of a mechanism of succession, which 
fact hides the possibilities of a prolonged fight for power 
in the midst of leadership. We have seen in the examples 
of Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia and presently of 
China, how easily the f ight, which begins within a narrow 
c ircle, can widen, when the rivals attempt to draw as 
their allies the multitudes of intelligentsia, youth 
movements and the working class. 
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Time for a summary and postulates. 

I/ The methods of the continued fight by Moscow 
during th~ detente, demand, beside arms, the elaborating of 
a strategic plan that would assure the effective defense and 
victory in "ideological war." Such a plan should most 
explicitly, define the choice of the main thrust on which the 
greatest attention and forcefulness be concentrated. 

2/ An ideological counteroffensive cannot be con­
centrated on the peripheries of the Soviet orbit. The main 
thrust must be directed into the Soviet Union itse lf. The 
freedom movements limited to the activities inside the 
sate! lites do not have any chance of success as long as the 
center of power in the Krem lin is not attacked. 

3/ The most impor tant weapons of the West in the 
ideological war aga inst the oligarchy in the Kremlin are the 
mass media: Radio, TV, free press and publications. In the 
hierarchy of the US strategical means, they should be given 
a proper priority - according to their importance. Radio 
s tations must receive necessary funds for the full utilization 
of technological developments to, effectively, block the 
jammings and, for reaching without any obstruction, the 
great municipal and industrial centers in the entire territory 
of the Soviet empire. 

4/ As exemplified by the Soviets, the instrument-s of 
ideologica l war must be strictly separated from those bodies 
of state power, which deal in maintaining interri'ational 
relations. The mass media, acting on the population of the 
USSR and Eastern Europe must be free from their present 
limitations, bureaucratic control, interventions and 
pressures of diplomatic services. The TV, radio or 
publications cannot, under the censorship, function as a 
convincing free press. 

Pluralism - the essence of freedom, - demands main­
taini ng a separate existence of such stations as RFE/RL, 
BBC, Voice of America, etc. Each of them has a different 
charac ter and represents a different point of view. 
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5/ The peoples living under the Communist bureau­
crati c power must be treated os a political ally, not as an 
objec t of American propaganda. Today, one such act ive 
ally, is the dissident movement and opposition inside the 
Sovi et bloc, and those acti vists who - as fo rced exi les -
are in the West. Radio Free Europe and Radio Liber ty are 
a fo rm of help for a ll kinds of internal opposition, by 
serving as not only a liaison and a suppl ier of informa t ion, 
but a lso as a conveyor belt between the dissidents inside 
the Sovie t Union and in the West, and large masses of 
Soviet people. 

6/ A proper utilizat ion of the mass media in the 
ideological war demands a c lear realization of their 
enormous potenti a l and thei r li mitations (underest imated 
wherever the radio and the televis ion are treated as an 
exquisite source of a,;,usemen t). 

The question a rises whether such a modestly in tro­
duced plan of offensive today has any chance of realiza­
t ion? The present course of the Third World War points 
out that the greatest weakness of the West is not a lack of 
deffensive means a nd materia l streng th , but a lack of wi 11. 
Lack of wil l for bear ing risks and sacrifices - even the 
most modes t, have paralyzed dur ing the past 30 years 
many possibi lit ies of counterat tack - even a t t imes when 
the re was a lmost a cer tain ty of success. 

Not long ago, in 1959, a c ertain Ame rican po litical 
scienti s t wrote: 

"The Sovie t leadersh ip is able to blackmail the 
West by its power as well as by it s weaknesses. We 
shudder before the Soviet power, but we a lso fear 
to take advantage of the Soviet weaknesses. A 
lack of will for under taking risk in the West, is the 
basic source of Soviet superiori ty in the postwar 
era, and allows the Soviets to overcome the 
bankruptcy of their own social system and the lack 
of stability in the structure of their system." 
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The scientist, who mode such an accurate diagnosis 
18 years ago was Prof. Henry Kissinger ("Nuclear Weq,ons 
and Foreign Policy". New York, 1959, page 387). 

Either today we face the same question. The 
question on which the future, maybe not too distant, of all 
of us depends. Whether at this moment when the clock 
shows 5 minutes before twelve, America and the whole 
Western world will find enough will to recognize that they 
live not in the period of relaxation, but in a real Third World 
War, and whether, a t last, they wil I muster the courage for a 
counterattack, conducted, fol lowing the example of the 
adversary, by every possible means - with exclusion of 
a rmed confrontation. 

The postulates enumerated above and which refer to 
on ly one but - who knows - if not the most important sector 
of the front - are, for certain, a program not for today, but 
fo r tomorrow. Today, the leadership of the United States 
and public opinion still are in the captivity of Soviet 
semantics. The adversary can openly proclaim that he will 
increase the forcefulness of ideological war and conduct it 
to the final victory, while the ideological defense of the 
West would be, in the eyes of Western public opinion, a 
return to the "cold war". 

However, almost half of a century of cooperation 
wi th Americans has taught me, how unsteady this par1ner is, 
how easily under the pressures of circumstances he has 
moved in 24 hours from one extremity to another, how 
amazingly fast and efficiently he was able to mobilize his 
gigantic power and resources, when there was a need for so 
ca lled crash progrcwns - instantaneously improvized actions. 

There is nothing more effect ive than a humiliating 
defeat. It isn't difficult to envisage, that in the near future 
the West will have to face many a defeat - maybe complete 
disaster. It would be too early, however, to renounce all 
hope, that the giant sleeping in relaxation and false 
pe rception of security wil I awake. 
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The progress of dec line reaches a paint of no return 
only when a threatened nation resigns from its plans of 
self-defense in fear that it wou ld provoke an aggression. 
Poland in XV III century was facing Russia in such a 
position. But the American reaction to Angola, though 
still eluding the essence of the confli c t there, shows that 
the turning point may be at hand. 

If all the hopes for it were to be abandoned the 
Western Democracies will not perish because of the 
inexorable acting of the historical law discovered by Marx 
and Lenin. The cause of their fall won't be the poverty of 
proleteriat, but to the contrary, the degenerating 
influence of prosperity and hedonism, which were brought 
by blossoming technological progress provided by a li bera l 
system. "If a society puts comfort and money above 
freedom" Joseph Luns, the general secretary of NA TO, -
not long ago warned - "it wi 11 lose not only freedom, but, 
along with it, comfort and money". 

Then, the words of D. Manuilski spoken a half 
century ago would become prophetic: 

"Our hour will strike in twenty, thi rty years. To 
achieve victory we wil I need an element of 
surprise. We should lul I the bourgeoisie. We should 
start from developing the most spectacular 
peaceful movement in the history. The electrifying 
overtures and unheard of concessions will follow. 
The Capitalistic countries - stupid and decadent -
will be cooperating in the deed of their own 
destruction. They wi 11 strive for any chance of a 
peace agreement. And, when their vigilance 
disappears -we wil I c rush them with our bare 
hands". (D. Manui lski, Speech in the Lenin 
Academy of Political War, 1930). 

Jan Now~ 
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AS SEEN FROM BRUSSELS 

T"'o schools 

Absurd by Owellian standards: Keep your 
mouth shut, or speak out? The West is able 
only not to agree upon the question of cod 
fis hing or the price of powdered milk - which 
may, but necessarily affect the standard of 
living of its inhabitants, - but also on 
where, how and when it ought to defend its 
values in confrontation with the East, which 
will - not perhap s, but for certain - affect 
not only its living standard but, simply life 
itself. 

For many years the defender of "the 
school of silence" was Prof. Kissinger. 
This school opposes "the school of speaking 
out,• and brings forth some weighty argu­
ments. According to the theoreticians of 
si lence school, any inclusion of the human 
rights problem in international politics 
means, first, that interference in the 
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internal affairs of foreign, sovereign 
and sensitive countries, i s tactically 
inapplicable and legally inadmissable; 
and second, it is a threat to d~tente 
or relaxation, which is strategically 
dangerous because it may result in blow­
ing up our planet. After all - the ad­
herents of silence accurately add - we 
have no other planet . Even Presiden t 
Carter said in his inaugural "interviews 
by phone~ that he wouldn't like to par­
ticipate in travel to the cosmos - what 
is there to say then about the common 
people. 

Both argument s which defend "silence 
politics" are worthy of our attention 
and we should attempt to find the answer 
to them. Personally, in order not to try 
the patience of my reader, I vote "no" 
for both. Why I do so follows. 

I nterference i s no t allowed 

We shouldn't inte rfere in the internal 
affairs of other countries. I don't like 
either when someone interferes with my 
private life. Only, what does it mean -
to intefere? When someone interferes? 
What are my private affairs? When grand­
ma Mary tells Doris - stop smoking! - is 
she interfering? And when uncle Adam 
plays hell with Marc - because Marc makes 
a wrong move when playing bridge - is he 
interfering? The matter is not a simple 
problem, but a "complex" one as profes­
siqnals say .•. when they don ' t know what 
to say. So, let's be seriou s. 

Was the Soviet invasion of Hungary in 
l<lSf', or wasn't it interference in in­
ternal matters? And the invasion of 
Czechoslovakia in 196 8? And the move-
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ments of the Soviet armies in 'foland in 
1956 and the following years? Stupid 
questions! You, ladies and gentlemen, think 
that the answer is clear: Of course, there, 
we have the most classic examples of inter­
ference. Not at all. Why? Because all 
these things were nothing ~ut synchronized 
actions in the defense of the holy cause 
of Socialism - which within the framework 
of brotherly cooperation binds all the 
socialist parties and states .. 

And Moscow's imposing on the East 
European countries the anti-semitic poison, 
anti-Israel madness,- anti-West German hys­
teria, was it all interfering i n the internal 
affa irs? Again, naive questions. It's 
clear that it wasn't interfering, because 
all these "episodes" belong in theory and 
practice to the true proletarian internation­
alism; they couldn't violate the p~inciples 
of sovereignty because they were created 
not in an area of politics, but of ideology 
which i s an object or subject neither of 
Yalta , nor Helsinki, nor any other confer­
ence . 

Please, be attentive now. From what I 
said above, arise certain object lessons, 
which should be properly understood, other­
wise we'll get stuck in a permanent and 
profound blunder. 

Therefore: When the USSR forces the 
UNO Geneva Commission on Human Rights, (in 
which , by the way, the seat of Fre_nchman 
Mr. Cassin, the Nobel Peace award ~aureate, 
was taken by a delegate of Uganda's Amin 
Dada ) to send a telegram to the government 
of Israel demanding an explanation with 
regard to

1

the violation of human ri~hts in 
Transjordan, this is properly conceived 
an act of concern about mankind, included 
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in the scope of the commission and its 
members. 

However, when an American delegate 
proposes sending a similar telegram to 
the government of the USSR , asking 
ahout the fate ·of the defenders of 
human rights in Moscow, this act is 
scornfully branded by such indisput­
able defenders of human rights as 
the delegations of Bulgaria, Byelorussja 
Al geria and Uganda as a threa t to the · ' 
futu r e of the world. 

When in the s ame commission , the 
proposition to express contempt for 
tortures in Chile is placed on the 
agenda , the vote is unanimous without 
argument. But , when the commission 
has been called to take an interest in 
ce~tain_suspiscious circumstances in 
which bishops, ministers and several 
entire tribes perish in Uganda, the n 
by the votes of the USSR and its 
satellj tes, discussion is brought 
into naught behind the "closed doors " 
and , after , put off sine die 

When the Soviet minister of cul­
ture f orbids the Polish minister of 
culture to invite a certain zionist 
of Poli sh origin , bearing the name 
Rubinsztein, and the Polish ministe r 
o beys, this is a properly understood 
concern for the purity of culture· 
when the Soviet ambassador in Italy 
R~zov , steps forth against the ded i~a­
t ion of the film festival in Venice 
to the Eastern dissidents (in previous 
~ears_it was dedicated to the o ppos ition­
ists in Chile and of Iran ); when his 
threat to boycott the festival b y a ll 
the communist bloc, forces the Italian 
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Foreign Office to capitulate ("Italy is not 
like the us," - said the Foreign Affairs min­
ister, Forlani), and causes the dismissal of 
the festival director, socialist Carlo Ripa 
de Meana, - all this has nothing to do with 
interference because it's called the 
"ideological war". And, according to what 
Leonid Brezhnev has taught us, ideological 
war is not only inconsistent with detente, 
but to the contrary, it even is one of its 
basic components. 

When all the artistic world demands, for 
example , to set free a famous ballet dancer 
Pankov , who for several years, persecuted, 
isolated, without any chance of practicing his 
art, waits for the "freedom of peoples and 
ideas"; when an audience in the largest hall 
in Paris, signs a petition asking that 
Nureyev's mother be enabled to see her son for 
just a short while; when the western scient­
ists refuse (which doesn't happen heZas too 
often) to particate in the international 
congress in Moscow if the "internal outlaws" 
such as, for example, prof. Levich, a member 
o f the Soviet Academy of Sciences, sentenced 
to nothingness because of his desire to 
immigrate to Israel - wer mot allowed to par­
ticipate in it; when thousands of physicians 
from all over Europe demand the release of 
Dr. Stern sentenced to 8 years of gulag, for­
mally for the, would be, taking in his 30 
years of practice, bribes valued at 70 rubbles 
5 chickens and 5 doze ns of eggs, and 
actually because he did not oppose his 2 
grown up sons' immigration; when English 
psychiatrists finally recognized where the 
truth lies, and after hearing such dangerous 
madmen as Pliushch, Feinberg and Bukowski, 
asked for some details, still unclear to them, 
of medical treatment practiced by their Soviet 
colleagues - all this is a disgraceful blow 
to the sover-
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7ig~ty ?f the USSR, c lear interference 
in its internal affairs , and, of course 
- worst - the continuation of the cold ' 
war. 

i:,hen Brezhnev, with greatest pomp, 
receives and decorates in t he Kremlin, 
comrad Corvalan , the general secretary 
of the Chil7an Communist Party (exchanged 
f?r_Bukowski, about which fact the 
citizens of the USSR still don't know)· 
when_he ~braces Angela Davis, America~ 
Pas~ 7onaria and Gus Hall, the boss of 
American communists or other officia l ly 
dec~ared oppositionists to the power in 
their own countries with which the USSR 
has normal diplomatic relations; when 
Brezhn ev and com7ade Marchais , the chief 
of Fre~ch Communist party jointly sign a 
communique w~ich i~cludes the full pro­
gram of a_united fight against the pacts 
of sovereign and befriended France with 
other countries; when the Kremlin s _ 
ports_- financially and politicallyu~ 
all kinds of opposition on all the con­
tinents - all this is a completely 
n?rm~l fulfillment of the glo;ious 
mission of the firs t socialist nation 
and serves the caus e of the peace in ' 
the world. 

. _However, when President Carter 
t7midly receives - for the 10 minutes 
without reporter s and TV - Vl d . . ' 
Bukowski th • . a imir 
th USS ' i s is aggression against 

e Rann a blow to detente. 

When the KGB arrests all who have 
the co~rage to undertake the risk of 
smugg lin~ to behind the boundaries of 
:a:~cial:st camp all kinds of print ed 

h er, rom t he communi s t Unita to 
t e KultuPa of Paris or the Jewish 
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bible (in 1976, 50 western tourists were 
" removed" for smuggling it from the USSR), 
these arrests are one more victory in the 
fight against diversion, the defense of 
Socialism against the poison o f Imperialism. 

When Western editors publish 
So lzhenitsyn or Paste rnak, Havel or Goma or 
Polish writers and poets banished from the 
·bookshelves of their own countries, this is 
ideological aggression. 

When, in secrecy even from their own 
publ ic, the USSR, Poland or East Germany 
buy millions tons o f grain or butter in 
the West, this is the normal act of inter­
national cooperation. 

When Radio Free Europe reveals these 
transactions t o Poles - this is an attack 
on sovereignty and must be fought against 
by jamming - costly, deg r ading , and luckily, 
o f little effect. 

When the New York lawyer Williams wa s 
hired by the Soviet government to arrange 
the exchange of the Soviet KGB spy who has 
served a 2nd tour in performing his mission 
in the US t erritory after having s e rved 
his 1st tour in a very comfortable post in 
the Secretariat of the UNO , it was just 
banality. 

But when the same lawyer Williams is 
hired by Sol zhenitsyn to defend Alexandr 
Ginzburg in Moscow - a man dying for the 
third time in the casemate of Lubyanka -
this is such an evident and indecent act 
of interference in the Soviet judicial 
system, that Williams himself is not sur­
pr ised why r.toscow doesn't let him enter 
the Soviet Union. 
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. When - in order to close this plainly 
incomplete inventory - the Executive Com­
~ission of_t~e European Economic Community, 
in a surprisingly stupid and inconsequent 
manner, annuls a signed and almost executed 
agreement on the sale of a mountain of 
butter to the East, for which sale the 
European taxpayer must pay additional 
hundr7ds of ~ill~ons of dollars, the step 
K7emlin -_this time quite justly - con­
siders this act a ·s discrimination. 

Mr. Jenkins, the new chairman of the 
commission, committed in several days more 
go?fs than ~is predecessors in 4 years, and 
owing to this the Kremlin will be able to 
brand sharply in Belgrade the violation 
by the West, of the second basket of 
Helsinki, as an act that is unfriendly 
and contradictory to ddtente. 

However, th7 Wes~ wi~l not be right if, 
gene7ally speaking, it will find courage 
- w~ich, _according to my sources of infor­
mation, it doesn't intend to find - to 
f?rth in ~elgr~de, with, albeit, a modest 
list of violations committed by the whole 
of E~st7rn Europe on the basket NO. 3 of 
Helsinki. _That's because, as we already 
know, talking about human rights in the 
countries east of the Elbe rive r, means inter
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fe7ence - a thing forbidden to us. "Be 
quiet, don't touch that coffin" cried 
Moscow and Paris, Warsaw and Bonn ••. Once 
a~ least, t o tally contradictory reasons 
dictate one kind of politics. 

Aware o~ this philosophy, the chief 
o f the American Communist Party, comrade 
Hall, s uddenly proposed to President 
C~rter a cle verly conceived idea that -
similar t o the reception he gave Bukowski, 
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intended to get acquainted with the situation 
of opposition in Russia - he should also 
invite Corvalan, in order to get acquainted 
with the situation of opposition in Chile. 
Although I doubt that President Carter is 
not oriented in Chilean opposition, but if 
I were President Carter, I would accept 
Hall's proposition. Under one condition, 
though: that on the same day Brezhnev 
receives Bukowski . Surely, I would. 

Po Zish profe s sor after German pro fessor 

So much, hriefly, on the first thesis 
of the prophets of silence. Now, let's 
move to the second thesis: let's keep our 
mouths shut because brandishing human rights 
in international politics threatens d~tent e 
or relaxation . This very wide and powerful 
front that stretches from the western 
gentlemen Giscard d'Estang, Marchais and 
Bahr, to the eastern comrades Brezhnev, 
Ceausescu and Tito , through the more or less 
e ngaged Mrs. Ghandi and the military or 
petrodollar Amins, Boumediennes and Persian 
shahs, all of them warn us: Don't speak out 
about human rights in our countries because 
it is not a profitable occupation. The 
noise about dissidents as an instrument of 
world politics, leads to destabilization, 
cold war, and changes in international 
relations. 

Let's be truthful that international 
politics have changed. Not only because 
Carter opened the same door for Bukowski 
that Ford had shut for Solzhenitsyn. And 
not only because the moralization ?f.Carter 
replaced in diplomacy the real-politics of 
Kissinger. A change has come, because 
the principle, the starting point of eva l ua­
tion and undertaking decisions based on them, 
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has changed. 

Kissinger and his assistant Sonnenfeldt 
based their political reasoning on a diag­
nosis derived from their approach to mono­
lithic disposition of relations between the 
countries of eastern Europe and the USSR. 
As there is nothing we can do to change 
these relations ' or, in other words, to 
change the satellitarian character of 
relations between the USSR and the nations 
of Peoples Democracies - the chieftains of 
the "Prussian faction" of the White House 
were saying - we should bind these nations 
by a more "organic" but less vassal type, 
or forced and explosive ties with the 
USSR. It was, supposedly, to bring a 
better stabilization in· the East, reduce 
a threat of explosion and, consequently, 
of the Soviet intervention, and would put 
the USSR in a net of different, fr equent 
and cooperative economic agreements with 
the West. It was to bring a general nir­
vana and everything was to be "fine and 
dandy?" Human rights in general, and the 
rights of millions of individual human 
beings in the East in particular, were to 
come, unavoidably, later. 

. I don't know if in theory all this was 
right. In practice - not really. Terror 
it's true, has decreased and changed, but' 
not because the US sold grain and European 
Common Marke~, butter to the USSR, but 
because the internal situation of the 
Soviet bloc dictated changes: Pyramids 
c~n be built by slaves, computers - no. 
With regard t o other matters, we may note, 
that never since Stalin there have been 
so many dissidents sent to prisons, never 
(even in ~he Stalin days) has the empire 
extended itself so far to distant countries 
(Uganda, Somalia , Cuba), stabilization in 
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the East has never been so fragile, and the 
number of occupational forces never so great. 
Besides, these forces are not in the satellite 
countries just for preventing the invasion 
by Luxembourg, Andorra or even by NATO. 

Now in Washington there is our ex­
countryman, Prof. Zbigniew Brzezinski. 
Some time ago KuZtura published my interview 
with him, when Brzezinski wasn't yet fasion­
able , when nobody could have .dreamed that 
"Zbig" would become Carter's right hand: I . 
titled this interview: "Professor Brzezinski, 
do you like Prof. Kissinger"? Zbig, as he 
is called by my American colleagues, answered 
me by a letter sent from Warsaw, in which he 
wrote - "I just read KuZtura in the company 
of several of your friends," and that the 
interview is O.K., but he doesn't like its 
title, because his views are not based on 
his feelings toward Kissinger, but are a 
result of anylyzing his politics. And 
indeed, I would say so. 

In the hundredth anniversary number of 
the English Quarterly Survey , I think, the 
most Kremlinologistic publication in the 
wor ld edited and published by a combination 
of co~puter and Leopold Labedz, Brzezinski 
published an article he w1;ote ~efor~ h e 
entered the White House, in which, indeed, 
he expresses no feeling toward K~ss~nger, 
but views on his politics and - indirectly 
- on monolithic states. Brzezinski postu­
lates that a principle of "Communistic 
pluralism" be accepted in forming Ame1;icar:1 
diplomacy. What does it mean? Br~ezinski 
explains: "Pluralism of the Communist world 
is an indispensable element of more plural­
istic world in general .•. We should, conse­
quently ,, confirm once more our constant_ 
support for independence of such countries 
as Yugoslavia or Rumania and we ought to 
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avoid any allusions which may give the 
impression that the US is an adherent to 
the idea of the world divided into the 
spheres of exclusive influences ••• "· 

Although the name of Brzezinski is 
hellishly difficult to pronounce in the 
West, his concept is clear. He doesn't 
foretell any American crusade against the 
Eas~, _doesn't ~repose changes in the 
political system of the Soviet camp 
doesn't wish to arouse any unhealth; and 
unfounded hopes in the East. Carterian 
Ame:ica ~s previo~s ~ericas is equally 
against intervention in such situation as 
for example, in Czechoslovakia in 1968. ' 
C~rte: himself excluded such a possibility 
even if, - as he somewhat recklessly 
anno~nced dur~ng his election campa ign -
Russia would invade Yugoslavia to claim 
the inheritance after Tito's death. But, 
on the other hand, we may assume, that 
certain reactions of Carter and Brzezins ki 
would be different than Nixon's and 
Kissing7r's were. Acc ident de par cours, 
a certain French politici an said about t he 
inv~sion of C~ec~oslovakia, and Washington 
- _sile~t and indifferent - entirely agreed 
with him. I suppose that Carter and 
Brzezinski would have different opinions 
and would express them. I don't know if 
their awareness would save Czechoslovakia 
from another invasion, as unfortunately 
only t~e_history can prove the reliability 
?f political theories - nevertheless the 
idea of pluralistic Communism has spread 
all over the world, especially in the East, 
and_b7came an element of international 
politics. 

Don ' t mix things ! 

The differences were not theoretical. 
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The diplomacy of Kissinger consisted mainly 
in discretion. We cannot and should not -
taught Prof. Kssinger - exert any pressures 
on the USSR. It's a great power - he was 
saying - and we cannot push it to the wall, 
especially the Berlin or a wall made of 
human bodies. That's why - he was saying -
the proposal of Sen. Jackson, subjecting 
grants in trade tariffs to liberalization 
of Moscow's immigration policies is aimless. 
We cannot blend these matters. together. 
As today Giscard d' Estang, Marchais and 
Bahr insist, so then, Kissinger insisted 
that detente must have first priority, 
that without detente one couldn't prattle 
not only about human rights but even about 
men who have no rights at all, - with the 
exception (and here appears the Kissinger -
precursor) of a right to free vacations 
in gulag. 

This view was heartily applauded by 
Brezhnev. It was exactly in line with his 
basic idea on the Helsinki conference aims: 
foremost, the two first baskets - security 
a nd intangibility of the boundaries, and 
economic cooperation, then after, may follow 
the question of taking care of human beings. 
We shouldn't mix up these matters because 
i t threatens d ltente and delays relaxation. 
These words were followed by acts. When 
the American Congress enacted Jackson and 
Stevenson amendment which limited the low 
percentage of credits guaranteed by the US 
government to a ceiling of $300 million 
(That's enough for peanuts" - prophetically 
exclaimed Kissinger), Moscow exploded. 

"Subjecting trade concessions to our 
immigration procedure is just a vulgar 
interference in our internal affairs. All 
kinds of mixing up of such different matters 
i s absurd. This song will not pass because 

15 



business is business and the KGB, the 
KGB" - announced the Kremlin, refuting 
Jackson's apparent, but Stevenson's 
factual amendment and suspended the · trade 
agreement with the us. The Kremlin was 
right. The amendment meant interference 
in the affairs of the USSR, and its in­
clusion in the trade agreement was a 
mixing up of different matters. 

But, here in the· oval Office appears 
Carter. And what happens? The new 
President doesn't mix up anything with 
anything, doesn't subject anything to . 
anything. Every question, he says, as 
if he were reading Brezhnev's thoughts, 
should be looked at separately. We 
shouldn't - he says - subject the pro­
gress in one kind of talk to concessions 
in another. Carter, at the beginning 
of his tenure said that he is interested 
in, for example, fast progress in a new 
agreement on limitations of strategic 
weapons (SALT II}, in increased trade 
exchanges. But simultaneously he 
announced certain initiatives - treated, 
of course, as separate problems - for 
example, in the area of human rights. 
Then, he answered politely to the l e tter 
of Prof. Sakharow - after all, the laureate 
of Nobel Peace Award,- · received Bukowski 
in the White House, expressed his surprise 
at the strange manners of treatment 
applied by the Prague police to the 
authors of s uch an innocent document as 
"Charter 77;" and, in a most unexpected 
decj_sion, threw out - in absolute inde­
pendence from other problems - a corres­
pondent of TASS, in answer to the ex­
pulsion of correspondent of AP from the 
USSR. 

Rage in Moscow. What does it all 
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mean? Doesn 't Carter understand that every­
thing is connected, that there can't be any 
successful talk on atomic disarmament with 
Russia when simultaneously some people re­
joice in warning Moscow about the human rights. 
Less megathons - more human right? Would it 
be possible that in such a way formulated 
formula Mr. Carter doesn't discern a threat 
to detente? Or is he just pretending not to? 

Now we know, everything becomes clear. 

In Ford's time, the peace was threat­
ened because Washington was mixing up dif­
ferent matters and reciprocally subjected 
them o ne to another. In Carter's time peace 
is threatened because Washington doesn't 
mix up anything and, furthermore, it wants 
to conduct its actions independently one 
f rom another. Where lies the truth? Would 
it be possible that there is not a thing 
which would suit Moscow , in the same manner 
a certain lady at the wheel of a car, who 
did not move an inch at a stop sign, re­
gardless of the fact that all the lights 
had changed from red to yellow and to green, 
and who was asked by a policeman: "Lady, 
don't you like any of our traffic lights"? 
Is it possible that Russia is not pleased 
with any color, and is there a way to please 
her? 

As Za ng as ... 

The truth lies somewhere else. In 
fact, it doesn't matter to the Kremlin 
whether the White House mixes things up, 
or not. Russia doesn't give a damn about 
it. Surely, the Kremlin would prefer it 
if Washington wouldn't touch certa in matters 
at all; the Kremlin has enough troubles 
even without Carter's letters. But in 
reality, the crux of the matter is: Moscow 
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will practice det e nte for as long as 
it will suit her interests . When Russia 
needed Americ~, Nixon was treated fash­
ionably in Moscow, drank champagne and 
was hugged and kissed by Brezhnev, despite 
the American bombs that were dropped on 
Hanoi and Haiphong, , killing not only 
unimportant natives, but also Russian 
sailors. The priority of American help 
was of such great weight, that Brezhnev 
did not hesitate to throw out of the 
Politburo a certain individual bearing 
the name of Shelest, because he opposed 
the line of agreement with the US. 
Several years later, Corvalan, under the 
auspices of Moscow, d~~anded to stop all 
the help and trade exchange with Chile, 
until Pinnochet begins respecting hwnan 
rights, in other words - he demande d 
the application, of the exact replica of 
Jackson amendment that was so rigorously 
rejected by Brezhnev. 

On the other hand, the fact that, in 
order to please Brezhnev Ford did not 
receive Solzhenitsyn, did not preve nt 
the sea-land operation by which the 
Cuban Africa-Corps colonized in the 
name of the USSR the independent state 
of Angola. The fact that Carter wrote 
to Sakharov or received Bukowski will 
not stop Moscow from buying grain in the 
US or butter in Western Europe. Similarly, 
throwing out of Amalrik from the gate of 
the Elysee Palace or the lesson about 
the Realpolitics taught him by Bahr 
will not stop Russia from blackmailing 
the festival in Venice or from return-
ing the idea of "West- German r evenge" 
to the Pol ish or Czechoslovakian propa­
ganda. 

The indebtedness of the East block 
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amounts now to $45 million, of which more 
than half falls on the USSR; the Soviet­
American trade exchange in 1976 amounted to 
over $2.5 billion, of which the US sold to 
Russia goods for $2.3 billion , and Russia to 
the US the balance - for an insignificant 
$200 million. None of the presidential 
letters or his receptions will change this 
picture. The credits and goods will continue 
to flow to the East (even the handcuffs on 
the wrists of Bukowski when he was flown to 
Zurich for the "meeting" witn Corvalan were 
made i n the USA) for as long as Russ i a wants 
them and industrialists will want to trade, 
notwithstanding what Amalrik writes or talks 
about. The letter of Carter has no effect 
on Russia's technological gains in the trade 
e xchange with the We st, and only the immanent 
i ndolence of the Soviet bureaucracy, chained 
to t he priori t i es of party dogmas, proves 
that the progress of contemporary USSR is 
smaller than the progress of Europe at the 
time of Marshall Plan. 

As long as this enlivening stream flows 
from the West to the East, as long 
American presidents can write letters to whom 
they wish, and beyond the cries in Pra v da , 
nothing, indeed nothing, will happen. All 
Moscow 's ideological offensive against 
instigators is just a common mystification 
and it may frighten only those, who, even 
without it, are frightened. Nobody today 
wants a cold war, nobody sees any reason 
for it; there won't he any cold war, despite 
l etters to Sakharov and demonstrations of 
t he Dutch minister trying to save in Prague 
the honor of the West acting like a snivelling 
child. 

Me ss ag e or Massage 

The essence of the question is some-
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where else. The Brezhnev's USSR has 
nothing to say to the world. It repre­
sents the most conservative country which 
has the most reactionary foreign 
politics in the world. Marshall Brezhnev 
must have supported the Uganda of 
Marshall Amin, Brasil of General Geisel 
and Libya of Colonel Kadaffi, whenever 
they came in conflict with the us. 
This aberration has its roots. 

First, in ideology. In the East there 
are no Communists anymore, In the West 
those who are Communists, are against 
Brezhnev. 

Second, in the economic and con­
sumptive area. The USSR, after 60 years 
of Communism,not only eats the American 
bread with Western European butter, but 
considers as a record of socialistic 
prosperity such things as smoking 
Phillip-Morrises, drinking Pepsi-Cola, 
chewing gum, listening to illegal 
western records, wearing original 
American jeans, and smoking hashish 
as an expression of intellectual re­
finement. 

Third, in technology. While the 
Concorde is trying for the permission 
to land in New York, TU-144 (C.J. - The 
Russian "Concorde") flies incessantly 
on the secondary routes, without pas­
sengers, waiting for engines .•• of 
Rolls-Royce, in order to begin its 
normal service. America must have 
threatened to implement an embargo on 
the sale of slightly obsolete com­
puters to Yugoslavia if Tito continued 
resell them, naturally with profit, -
but under the counter, to the USSR. 
Siberia waits for Amer ican equipment, 
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in order to start thinking seriously about 
the exploitation of its riches, etc., etc. 

There remains only one area in which the 
USSR has a meaaage to d eliver to the world. 
It is not a message but a massage . It is 
its military power. As long as detente 
doesn't threaten the balance of power in 
the world, as long as the USSR doesn't 
really feel it is threatened from the out­
side, so long as we can write. letters to 
Sakharov and talk with Amalrik. 

I don't know if mankind , preoccupied 
with sex and the laziness of the affluent 
west has time to note certain interesting 
anachronism: of all the nations which in 
between 1939-1941 were in the ties of friend­
ship with Hitler, only the Soviet Union has 
preserved exactly the same political and 
social system. Such continuation would 
have been imposing, if it were not the source 
of so many tensions. The freedom movements 
in the East are not - contrary to the Soviet 
thinking , shared by some leftist intellectuals 
in the West - a work of the CIA, or resulted 
from letters to Sakharov, or from the pro­
grams of Radio Free Europe, but are a nat~ral 
reaction of opposition against exactly this 
shield of sclerotic continuity. 

Of course, those who pronounce such 
views are suspected of immoral in~entions: 
Bukowski, for example, was asked from which 
position he evaluates the Soviet system , to 
which camp he belongs"? Bukowski . replied 
that he is neither from conservative camp, 
nor from the progressive camp, but from the 
concentration camp. Well, this is not, 
according to my opponents, a creative stand; 
from this position there will not come the 
del i verance of the world: deliveran~e w~ll 
come neither from Carter, nor Brzezinski, 
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- .- -----------~~~------------. .. 
neither from Bahr, nor from Giacard, 
neither from Sakharov, nor Bukowski, but 
only from the Euro-Communists·. Clean 
like a tear, absolutely independent 
from Moscow and Washingtqn, loving 
Democracy above all else. Only Euro­
Communists are able to build a new 
world. For they are the only ones 
who have never dishonored the freedom 
- never having power or occasion to do 
so - and the only . . ones who - because 
they have nothing - have true intent­
ions and true will to make the world 
·absolutely happy. 

We must answer to all of it 
calmly and wisely that, as we learn 
from the history of the 60 year old 
Soviet experiment, anything the Euro­
American, or Asiatic Communists will 
do tomorrow - when they will be in 
power, - absolutely will not depend 
on what they truly, very truly want 
today when they have the abundance 
of all freedoms which the system of 
bourgeois Democracy (governed by 
their opponents) can afford to give 
them. 

Both Lenin and Stalin, when they 
were in opposition to those in power 
demanded freedom, and had promised 
that, after gaining power, they would 
widen it greatly. And they too, were 
absolutely frank. 

BRUKSELCZYK 
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COMMISSION ON HELSINKI CONTROL 

(A communique from Kultura) 

Owing t o the efforts of Polonia - the 
Polish Ame rican Congress - and the Study of 
the Polish Questions , took place an "interroga­
tion" of t he Polish group on the Congressional 
Commission of Helsinki Control in Washington, 
on May 9th . In the Polish group were: the 
president of Polonia - Alojzy Mazewski, the 
chairman of the dept. of Polish matters of 
Polonia - Kazimie~z Lukomski, Gustaw Herling­
Grudzinksi, representing Kultura, and Waclaw 
Bninski from the Study of the Polish Questions. 
Lukomski made his statement and illustrated 
it to the 5 congressmen and senators. Herling­
Grudzinski made comments on the article by 
Adam Michnik, adding for the use of the 
Commission several enclosures: a brochure of 
KOR (C.J. - The Committee for Defense of 
Workers in Poland) - "In the Name of the 
Polish Peoples R:epublic," with fragments of 
the defense lawyers'speeches on the Radom 
lawsuits against workers; a commu nique of the 
League for Defense of Human Rights in connect­
ion with the arrests among the opposition 
members; a report of Dominik Morawski, on the 
s ituation of the Church in Poland, and the re­
port of the Polish Independence League, en­
titled "The Church and Catholics in the Polish 
Peoples Republic"; a translation of Stanislaw 
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Baraniak's essav about the censorship in 
PRL (C.J. - the-Polish Peoples Republic); 
an official list of ]88 foreign publica­
tions that are forbidden to appear in PRL; 
description of prof. Alexander Labedz's 
"question" from the vo lume of documents en­
titled Re s istance Movement published by 
Kultura ; and a letter of a Polish student, 
about witho ldi ng stipends for studies 
abroad in the dept. of Germanistics at the 
University of Poznan. Questions were asked 
by Senator Pell (Dern.), Senator Doyle (Rep.), 
and the chairman of the Commission, Con­
gressman Fasceli (Dern.). 

Befor e the i nterrogation by the Com­
mission, the CBS Television team conducted 
a short interview with the Polish group. 

"VIVE LA POLOGNE!" 

I. During the past several years the 
government of Poland has enjoyed a so 
called, good mark in Western Europe. News­
men writing about Poland have been stress­
ing her economic progress , describing the 
modernization of towns, pointing to a rela­
tively liberal administration, observed i n 
the passport policies that allowed Polish 
citizen to visit capitalistic countries and 
in the lack of any spectacular repressions 
against the critics of the regime. Also 
proofs that the government is aware of the 
public opinion were met with their great 
approval . For example, the regime - in the 
eyes of the Western press - resigned under 
the pressures of the public opinion from 
the proj ect of a decree "about parasites" and 
about enforced medical treatment of the 
mentally sick. 

Despite all this, incidents that took 
place during the past year show an impetuous 
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resistance of almost every strata of the 
Polish society against the politics of the 
PZPR (C.J. - Organization of the Polish 
Workers Parties) leaders. How does one ex­
plain to the French readers this not too well 
understood events in Poland? 

Let's recollect the facts. From Dec. 75 
to March 76, the Poles were observers of the 
inexorable quarrels around the question of 
changes in the Constitution proposed by the 
party leaders. In this strange debate (whose 
only trace in the official press was a short 
fragment of the speech made by the chairman 
of the State Council), against the official 
projects stood the writers and newsmen, actors 
and musicians, professors and students. The 
leaders of laymen, secular Catholics and the 
High Council of the Episcopate morally pro­
tested . According to the unofficial data of 
the Central Committee, against the proposed 
changes who se intention was the constitutional 
guarantee for the leading role of the Commu­
nist party and a permanent - eternal - alliance 
of Poland with the Soviet Union, - were 40 
thousand citizens. From the statements of the 
Ep iscopate , and from the writings of Wladyslaw 
Bienkowski and Edward Lipinski, it was possible 
to see, without any difficulties, the basic 
line of resistance of the Polish society. 

One month after the "constitutional" de­
bates, the student communities were seized 
by a wide protest in defense of Jacek Smykala, 
a student of the Medical Academy in Szczecin, 
who was removed from the institution for ask­
ing some troublesome questions during political 
science lectures and for refusal to submit 
his declaration of loyalty to the security 
organs. His removal wasn't a precedence, but 
what became precedental wa s the unusually wide 
wave of student protests. For the first time 
since 1968 several hundred students signed a 
joint document of unanimous opposition. It 
became clear to a competent observer that the 
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political situation in Poland was entering a 
new phase. Once more it appears, that demon­
strations of the intelligentsia are signal for 
a total crisis, that the reaction of intellect­
uals continues to be a very sensitive barome­
ter of general social mood. 

This diagnosis had been confirmed by the 
incidents of June 24, '76. Within one day 
the leadership of PZPR faced a general 
strike of workers, and the whole country 
f o und itself on a brink of domestic war. Let 
us repeat our question: Why on June 25th 
was the secretary of the PZPR in Radom -
similar t o the secretary of PZPR in Decem­
be r, 1970 - forced to run away from the 
party Committee building and to hide out 
from the revolting workers? 

II . The team o f Edward Gierek had un­
doubtedly learned a lot from the tragic 
experiences of Wladyslaw Gomulka. First , 
we should mention new tendencies in econ­
omic policies, seen in the recognition of 
the consumptive needs of people. Another 
effect of their December lesson was a proof 
that severe repressions aga inst those who 
think differently are useless and help to 
consolidate the popularity of the people 
in opposition. Also, the leaders of the 
party after December learned - which is an 
event of major importance - that the back­
ing off of the Power from a previously 
taken position, doesn't necessarily indi­
oate a weakness; rather it proves that they 
may have some common sense. All of this 
has nothing to do with the existence of 
liberal trend (similar to Dubczek's) in 
party leadership , but it is a symptom of 
the fact that the Power is able to, cor­
rectly, define its own interests and real­
istically estimate the possibilities of its 
defense. It is - in comparison with pig-
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headed Gomulka - doubtless, a change for the 
better. However, according to the formula of 
Tocqueville, to the bad government there is 
no worse situation than the one in which it 
tries to correct itself. 

The consumptive awakening of the popula­
tion brought increased demands for the satis­
fying of human needs. People stopped being 
satisfied that they live better and more com­
fortably than six years ago. They want their 
situation be systematically improved . These 
desires, whose partial fulfillment had been, 
just a few years ago, an unquestionable 
trumph card in the hands of the after Decem­
ber party leadership, turned, in June 1976, 
against it. Difficulties in supplies and pri c 
rises led to a violent erruption and crisis. 
It is - in its essence - a political crisis. 
The June revolution had not been a r e volution 
of hungry people, but of people who have had 
enough of being treated like a flock of stu­
pid, dull lambs. In this sense - paradoxi­
cally - the June revolution (and all other 
events that preceded it) was a reaction not 
so much against the price rise itself, as 
against its propagandistic grounds and justi­
fications. It was a product of party leader­
ship politics which understood economic needs 
and aspirations of society, but did not want 
even to show interest in them. 

Also today - in an hour of politico­
economical crisis - in fact the deepest in 
the 32 years of the Polish Peoples Republic 
history - the official propaganda talks only 
about the need for economic reforms. Premier 
Jaroszewicz, consc i ous of the unusually dif­
ficult situation, appealed in a parliamentary 
expose to "understand the efforts that are 
made by the government to normalize the econ­
omy and to bring an improvement in supplies of 
food articles". The development of the in-
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ternal politics of Poland dur i ng the past 2 
years, l et us, indeed, believe i n the politi­
ca l awa reness o f the P9lish people. It is 
c lea r t hat t his time the Polish citizenry 
will no t t rust the empty word s of the Power 
d ec l arations , t hat people will go for a 
compromise - not f or o ne more promi s e wi th­
o ~t_any guara~tee . I n o ther words the po­
litical maturity o f the Pol i sh c itizens is 
coup~ed_with the determinat i on and d e ep 
conviction tha t t he immediate , on the spot , 
attempts of the Power t o r emov e the dif­
ficu l ties in food suppl ies and a l so , i ts 
attempts at r efor ming the func tion s o f the 
national economy - t his time will not be 
sufficient. I t is c l ear t o a ll that reforms 
of the public opinion functioning is a 
necessity. 

III. The framework of such reforms is 
limited by Poland's partnership in the War­
saw Pact and by the presence of the Soviet 
a~mies in the country. The question arises: 
will the Soviet Union permit any of these 
types of change in the territory between 
Bug and Odra? 

In analyzing the complex of the Polish­
Soviet relations we should first note that 
there is a confluence of interests in the 
political l eadership of the USSR, of Poland's, 
and of the Polish Democratic opposition. To 
e~ch ?f them the Soviet military interven­
tion in Poland would be a political catas­
trophe. To the Polish leaders, such an in­
ter~ention would mean not only a crash of 
their political line, but also a dethrone­
ment or a reduction of their status as the 
17a~ers of 34 million people nation with 
limited_sovereignt y , to t he posts of police­
men ass7gned by the Soviet Power. In tur n, 
the Soviet leaders must have a v i vid memor y 
of the i n ternat iona l consequences broug ht 
about by t he invasion of Czecho s lov a k ia; 
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also they must remember the determination of 
the Polish workers in the incidents of Dec. 
1970 and June 1976. If we add to all of this 
the traditional anti-Russian feelings of 
Poles, which nota-bene was greatly increased 
by an official indecent-servilistic propa­
ganda toward the USSR, and if we remind our­
selves of the ability peculiar to Polish 
tradition to lead desperate wars (for ex­
ample, the Warsaw Uprising in 194~}, we must 
conclude, that for the Soviet leadership, a 
decision to intervene militarily in Poland, 
means a decision to enter war with Poland. 
It would be a war which would be militarily 
lost by Poland, but to the Soviet Union it 
would be a political catastrophe; it would 
be the end of the international politics of 
d~tente and a factor of many incalculable in­
ternal Soviet problems. That 's why - I 
think - the leaders of the Soviet Union and the 
leaders of the PZPR will do everything pos­
s ible to avoid a conflict of this dimension. 
The confluence of interests delineates the 
area of possible political maneuver and the 
specific relations of all parties involved 
will decide the area of possible compromise. 
All this does not mean that the Soviet inter ­
vention in Poland is not a possibility. 
It may become unavoidable if Moscow, on one 
side , and the Polish people, on the other, 
were to lose their sense of reality, modera­
tion and common sense. The Democratic oppo­
sition must clearly realize the limits of 
possible chances, and the Polish Communist 
party leaders must understand that by re­
pressions against the participants in the 
workers' and intelligentsia's protests, they 
are digging the ir own grave. 

IV . The starting point for any change 
in Poland must be a complete stoppage by the 
Power of its unwise and cruel politics of 
repressions , discriminations against striking 
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workers and prote st i ng i ntel ligents i a. The 
d eclarat ions of the l eading personalitie s of 
Polish inte l lectual communities in defense 
of the p·ersecut ed workers and a massive col­
lection of money t o help the imprisoned a nd 
their families, will remain f o r ever a t i tle 
to the pride of the Polish intell igents i a. 
The statements of men of such great au t ho r ­
ity as Edward Lipinski, Jerzy Andrzejews ki, 
Wladyslaw Bienkowski and Kazimierz Brandys, 
the actions of the Episcopate Counc il and 
of Primate of Poland, Cardinal Wyszynski , 
the unusually courageous and wise action of 
KOR (C.J. - The Committee for Defense of 
Workers) - all this, should, for the leaders 
of the Polish Communist party, be a meaning­
ful signal that the way out of political 
crisis is impossible without the total 
amnesty for imprisoned workers. 

A key to establishing a sphere of 
citizens' freedoms in Poland is the con­
solidation of freedom of work or the elemen­
tary freedom of the working class. "There 
is no freedom" - we read in the letter of 
"59", the basic document of the Polish 
opposition - "when the state is the only 
employer and trade unions are subjected to 
party resorts - which in practice hold the 
state's power. In these circumstances ••. any 
attempt at defending the interests of the 
working class threatens bloodshed, and may 
lead to very serious turmoils". The formu­
lations written in the letter of "59" appear­
ed prophetic. In the course of the June in­
cidents, the official trade unions appeared 
absolutely fictional. It is obviou·s today, 
that a condition for a relatively permanent 
compromise between the Power and society is 
the creation of independent representation 
of workers , for example , as in t he Span ish 
Commission of Workers. Only the independent 
representation o f workers may lead t oward 
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the effective defense of their own interests , 
and also, it may lead the Power t oward the 
bloodless solutions of social conflicts. 
Only this representation may provide a realis­
tic solution because it is contradicting the 
general belief of men in power in the con­
flictless character of the Polish society. 
The vision of a conf l ictless society is thor­
oughly utopian and totalitarian: its inevit­
able result is blood in the streets of Polish 
towns, and a disgrace to the .leaders of the 
Polish Communist par t y. 

v. Basic transformations are needed 
in the relations between the Church and the 
State. In Poland, the people who avow t heir 
Catholic views and participation in re l igious 
practices continue to be 2nd class citi zens. 
This inequality an.d official atheism should 
be categorically abolished. The right of 
Catholics to participate in public life, 
should be - according to the postulates of 
cardinal Wyszynski - fully recognized. Also, 
the broadening of the right for publication 
of the works connected with religious l ife , 
should take place. 

These questions are linked with the 
probl em of censorship. The nonsensical sys­
tem of preventive censure should be entirely 
changed. It ' s true, that its complete abo­
lition is at this time unrealistic. But, 
it's also true that the present state of 
affairs cannot last permanently because it is 
a situation in which the pencil of a censor 
has the power to de l ineate the intellectual 
and political horizons of the Polish society. 
Further decay of intellectual life will , at 
last , induce the intellectuals - responsir 
for the future of the Polish culture - to 
take drast i c steps ; to publishing the i r wor h­
abroad, to hawking their manuscripts.etc . 
Resulting from it a l l may be a complete break-
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ing off of any chances for an agreement be­
tween the Power elite and independent intel­
ligents i a; the consequences of s uch break­
ing off are da ngerous a nd d i ff icult to fore­
eee . Le t ' s recollect onl y t ha t the conse­
quences of t he ant i -intel l ige nt sia po l i cies 
conducted by the team of Gomulka and Kl iszka 
in 196 8 became visible t o them after two 
years, in th~ flames of the burni ng bu ildings 
of the party committees. 

For the team of Edward Gierek a solution 
would be pas.sing a law that would in part 
legalize the censorship - so far an illegal 
institution - and in part abolish it. One 
cannot sensibly justify the need for pre­
ventive cen,;iorship for publications with 
low circulation, philosophic or socio­
literary (Creativity, Sign, Odra) or 
strictly professional (The Hietorical 
Quarterly, Texte, Culture and Society) peri­
odicals. The prevention in this area should 
be replaced by a normal legal act, after, 
for example, Yugoslavia. Besides, in the 
mass media subjected to censorship, (daily 
papers, Radio, TV), room for normal political 
information must be found . Their only 
function - comforting the hearts of the 
party and administration workers - should 
end; the manner by which the Polish citizen 
must get true and essential information 
about Poland and the world from Radio Free 
Europe or other Western broadcasting stations 
cannot be longer tolerated. Accor ding to 
the Helsinki agreement, books published in 
t he West - among t hem, i mmigrati on publica­
t ions - should be allowed t o appe a r on 
r eaders ' market. 

The leaders of the Polish Communist 
party must resign from the nonsensical 
attempts of destroying pluralism in youth 
communities. Youth, students in particular, 
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must nave the legal right - as they have their 
,natural one - to organize independent scien­
t ific associations, debating clubs, etc. The 
Power itself, by restraining this right, 
pushes the Polish youth toward the road of 
illegal a nd conspiratory a c tivities, and is 
fully respons i bl e for a ny v i olat i ons of ex­
isting l aw. 

VI. It appears , that all the iss ues 
above spoken to are important to more t han 
just the Poles . On the development of the 
situation in Poland depends to a certain ex­
tent , also, the development of many events in 
Europe. The consolidation of totalitarian 
forms of governing in one part of our con­
tinent must threaten Democracy in another. 
Many things may depend on the attitude of 
European public opinion. The Poles expect 
nothing from the West, but moral support. 
The discontinuation of this support and 
indiscriminate flirting with the governing 
party elites may affect the attitudes of 
peoples of Eastern Europe, which process 
cannot be defined differently than reactionary 
attitudes, no matter whether the reaction will 
be explicated in the philo- or anti-commu­
nist language. 

The relaxation in Europe is a positive 
fact of supreme importance; also it is a 
framework for realistic politics. However, 
this framework does not declare L'ordre 
r~gne a Varsovie," at all. I t allows al so 
for proc l aiming a formula well known to the 
Fr ench Lef t- "Vi ve l a Pologne ! ". 

Adam MICHNIK 

Le Monde , Paris, 12.16.1976 
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THE CUBAN PHENOMENON 

The dirty walls of houses unpainted for 
years, windows patched with cardboards, not 
numerous shops shining with emptiness. From 
time to time, the gray deadness of a street 
is broken by the clatter of an old car - a 
junk 20 years or more old - which toils over 
the bumpy roadway. Traffic - lorries, mainly 
military, "made in the USSR", -and invariably 
overcrowded city buses. In restaurants -
crowds, although the "menu" is the same 
everywhere: rice with beans in a gray sauce. 
Banners dominate everywhere - huge, colorful, 
spread on edifices, in the parks, hanging 
on the gigantic, specially made scaffoldings. 

This is Havana Anno Domini 1977, seen 
through the eyes of a tourist arriving in 
downtown Havana from Aeropuerto International 
Jose Marti. A visual abbreviation of the 
Cuban Experiment 18 years after the revolu­
tion. A cinematographic synthesis of the 
first Pe >les - Democratic Banana Republic 
in the h1srory of Latin America; the first 
- success• 1 l ! transplant of Sovietism in 
the Westerr. Hemisphere. 

In the Leftist salons of Paris, Vienna 
and Rome - silence prevails about Cuba. At 
the bedsides of bourgeois-leftist youngsters, 
honorary places - beside the lusty pages 
from the Playboy - are taken by the portraits 
of Ho, Che, Allende, Caurilo Cienfuegos. 
From the window displays of western-Euro­
pean "Haute Couture Gauchiste" - Fidel seems' 
to have vanished. Yet, there is in the air 
that roaring symphony of fascination'. Still 
fresh in the memory of people are L~P ~um ­
ments, reports, some singing in exc;ilt:nt ion, 
some ''serious '', ''weighted", ''cooly real1st1 c 1', 

but all with a stress on "progress"; with 
always the same emerging from the verbosity 

14 

and sophistry, stubbornly hammering into the 
brains, the conclusion, that it had been 
worse, it is better, it will be much, much 
better! That Cuba, after all, will be some­
thing new; that this is going to be Socialism, 
Humanitarianism, People, a Model to imitate 
fo r the oppressed nations of the Western 
Europe! 

A legend-glued together with contra­
dicting facts - has been growing. A legend 
embellished with the tropical charm of a 
Caribbean island. A legend bedecked with 
millions of pictures and posters of tall, 
marrly muahaahos in open-neck shirts, non­
chalantly leaning on palm trees, picture­
squely bearded, with a 10 in. cigar in their 
teeth and machine guns in their hands. Sexy! 
Even Hollywood couldn't have produced it 
better. 

What has happened then? Where does 
that sudden bashful silence over Cuba comes 
from? 

"Stabilization" 

After 18 years of "revolutionary" 
changes, the economy of Cuba is incomparably 
worse than it had been before the revolution. 
The a verage per capita income is estimated -
optimistically - as $380. (For comparison: 
In Argentina - $1,250 in Chile - $680, in 
poverty striken Guatemala - $350, in 
Nicaragua - $440, in Panama - $750, in Peru 
- $539.) Contemporary Cuba is one of the 
poorest and most backward countries of Latin 
America. Statistical data are literally de­
pressing: Agriculture and agro-grocery 
industry produce 59% of the total national 
gross products. The main products: sugar 
(nota -bene - representing 85% of Cuban global 
export), tobacco, coffee, rum, textiles, 
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cattle and meat products. Of all of them, 
today, only rum is not rationed in Cuba. 
All the others - from sugar, through coffee, 
meats, textiles and ending with boots - are 
available only with c oupons . Some of the 
rationed products, for example cigarettes, 
may be obtained freely, but only at 10 times 
r e gular price. 

The average wage e a rner has nothing to 
buy for his money. Buying a house or a car 
- i s beyond his possibilities; these things 
are attainable but only by the elite. Shops 
are empty. Travel abroad is impossible. 
In these circumstances, it isn't unusual to 
watch the long lines of customers at a few 
better restaurants where sometimes a beef­
steak, fish or lobster "rejected for export" 
appear on the me nu. The same at cinemas, 
especialty whe n it happens to be a capital­
istic produce d film. In only cabare t in 
Havana, styled after the pre-revolution 
"Tropicana," tickets are sold out several 
months in adva nce. Briefly - neithe r panem, 
nor circenses . What remainsare - rum and 
the banners in gray streets. 

Despite enormous help in cash and goods 
flowing for ye ars from the USSR and other 
Ea stern bloc countries, Cuba is again on 
the verge of economic catastrophe. 

In contemporary US there is no lack of 
experts, who, from the above mentioned 
facts, attempt to draw optimistic conclus­
ions. Among the "havanologists" there exists 
a growing belief, that the Soviet Union is 
f e d up with losing on such a poor "enterprise" 
as Cuba, consequently, Moscow is encouraging 
Cuba to improve its relations with Washington, 
and that in Cuba itself there "must" fo l low 
a change "dictated by common sense" because 
the existing situat ion can no longer continue. 

1 6 

It's nothing new. It appears every 
time whenever Cuban economy hangs pre­
c ariously on a precipice. There were a 
few such situations - as effective as the 
one we observe now - in the past. Today, 
t he main propagator of this belief is 
Sen ator McGovern and his political e n­
tourage . Hi s predecessor was Sen. Fulbright. 
In every case , the regime of Fidel Castro, 
somehow, survived "tempo rary difficult ies", 
withou t making any c hange s or s erious re­
forms . The pol ice me thod s of governing never 
eased o ff ; to t he contrary , the y i ncrea sed 
after every c ri s is. Foreign polit ics, on 
the other hand , was "evolving " f r om t he 
smuggling of a rms and i ns ignificant adventures 
to ope n aggression across the ocean, in 
Angola , a nd to int erf erence i n inte r na l 
affairs o f othe r Af r ican na t i ons . Contrary 
to the hopes of naive optimists (and this 
is a species that breeds pretty f ast in our 
America), the economic crisis had not 
'' forced" Castro to apply any internal re­
forms and easing of his foreign politics; 
i t didn't even interfere with sending ex ­
peditionary corps to another continent 
a lthough it had been a v e ry costly operation. 
However, from the Moscow point of view, the 
profits from the Angola "transaction" covered 
t he losses on unprofitable Cuban "enterprise". 

The mistake in the American "havanolo­
g ists'" thinking lies in their inability to 
understand the most crucial characteristic , 
t he most important "achievement" of the Soviet 
t ype sys tem: the ability to survive economic 
c rises, without any concessions o f profound 
or permanent natur e on behalf of the c i t i zenry. 
A superficial g l ance at the histor y o f t he 
Soviet Union will s u ffice to point out per­
fect i o n to whic h t h i s ability has been 
brought t o . Contempor a r y Cuba is a par 
excellence Soviet state, app l y ing z e alously 

17 



II 

I! 

11 
' 

11 

I 
M....i.. 

- maybe even more zealously that the "Mother­
land of Proletariat" itself - the Stalin­
istic methods of totalitarian-police control 
and infiltration of the society. Dopbtless, 
Moscow helped greatly in organizing and 
strengthening the police state. However, we 
ought to render justice to Fidel Castro, 
that from the first days of being in power, 
he concentrated on the construction of the 
police state apparatus that reached every 
social stratum, to every - literally -
village and housing bloc. 

Contemporary Cuba is a solid and well 
established military-police monster able 
to survive every shock under which many con­
ventional rightist dictatorship would fall. 
The strategic buffer, which is to safe­
guard the nucleus of power against a des­
perate society - presently reached such a 
hardness and dimension that is able to 
secure for the group in power and its Soviet 
sponsors, the margin of safety. Peoples 
Democracy of Cuba is now on a level of 
"stabilization" that is as good as the 
stabilization of Czechoslovakia or East 
Germany. 

Washington at a Zoss 

Cuba has a position of high priority on 
the list of the US dilemmas of foreign poli­
tics. Cuba is no longer a fourth grade 
state which - because of the coincidental 
mistakes and circumstances - found itself 
in the Soviet net. After the African 
successes, even the original role of Cuba 
as an"exporter of revolution" t o Latin 
America, which was greatly disturbing the 
U.S., had worn out . In the second half of 
the seventies Cuba became a serious and 
successful instrument of the Soviet expan­
sionism - an instrument of international 
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proportion. 

The methods of "restrictions", applied 
unti l now, appeared entirely fruitless. The 
economic blockade did not pass the test - how­
ever , not because the Soviet Union helped 
Cuba , not because the Western European allies 
o f the U.S. had begun to trade with Havana 
(when Fidel displayed his purse), and not be­
cause the other Latin American countries had 
begun trading too. It didnot pass the test 
because economic ostracism is not an effect­
ive tool in confrontation against a country 
which does not respect sacrifices suffered by 
its own people. 

The blockade had even helped Fidel in 
his numerous propaganda activities, serving 
as an "argument" which explained the deplor­
able state of Cuban economy. An immigrant 
who recently arrived from Cuba told me: "Many 
o f us believed in it. We blamed America, 
t hat, attempting to destroy Fidel, was des­
t roying innocent people who had already 
s uffered a lot". 

Similarly, also the politica l ostracism 
was a fiasco. Almost all the allies of the 
U.S., including Canada and a number of Latin 
America nations entered into diplomatic con­
nections with the government of Castro. We 
may add that there is not a thing which would 
show that Washington's nonrecognition of 
Cuba, in any degree, affects Cuba's l imita­
t ions in its activities in behalf of the 
Soviet expansionism. Some people say that the 
U.S. nonrecognition of castro's Cuba has a 
s ymbolic meaning - complete separation from 
the nation which engages in international 
aggression and adventurousness. But, also 
this is a weak argument. If America were to 
purs'ue consequently this "s¥Jllbolism", then 
she should cut off all other diplomatic con-
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~ections, for example, with the USSR after 
the invasion of Hungary and Czechoslovakia. 
The effectiveness of such a move would be 
greatly doubtful from the standpoin~ of the 
US interests, as well as of the interests 
of the oppressed nations which still see in 
America a little hope for a better future. 
This dilemma was expressively and pertinent­
ly put by one of the well known American 
publicists, who said: "We live in a world 
in which we are forced to talk with bandits. 
The point is, that we should not be allowed 
for a moment to forget, with whom we have 
the pleasure ... ". 

One of the problems connected with 
American foreign politics is the diffused 
inclination among many politicians and ex­
perts to euphoria. Directly .after the 
Second World War we had the pro-Soviet 
euphoria. In the fifties - anticommunist 
euphoria of "deliverance". In the seventies 
- euphoria of detente . Now again we have 
many politicians who are sick of the Cuban 
euphoria. They seem to forget "with whom 
they have had the pleasure". In the name 
of "normalization " - they close their 
eyes to the internal realia of today's Cuba 
and t o the role it plays in the framework 
of the Soviet strategy. 

Some time ago I read in a reputable 
American newspaper that Castro "renounced" 
his politics of adventurousness, that he 
attempts to regain the international. 
respectabiiity , that he has r e signed from 
the ambitious plans of making Cuba a 
catalyst of Communist revolution and 
concentrates exclusive ly on the solution 
of difficult internal problems of the 
country. A classic example of euphoristic 
thinking. Two weeks later the n ews broke 
that the Cuban army was fighting in Angola. 
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Fortunately, euphoria hasn't touched -
at least until now - the administration of 
President Carter. The official announce­
ments on Cuban matters, including the well 
known declaration of Carter himself, are 
remarkable for their healthy sobriety. 
Doubtless, the administration is trying to 
normalize relations with Cuba - but not for 
a price of unilateral American concessions. 
If carter will hold out on his terms, Cuba 
- for the termination of the •blockade and 
normalization cf relations with the US - must 
pay with resignation from i~s adventur~usness 
in foreign countries, and with concessions on 
the basic human rights in its internal .. 
politics. So far - judging from the official 
tirades - Castro doesn't show any willingness 
to consider these proposals. Carter's 
dec laration has been received in Havana, as 
(where have we heard it before?) "interference 
in internal affairs of Cuba". Castro added 
- with very strong determination - that C~ba 
will continue giving support to "democrati­
z ing and liberating" movements in o~her 
countries. Most evidently - following the 
experiences of the Soviets - (look: d€tente) 
- Castro believes that the pressures of the 
Washington "libe rals" will settle the matter 
in his favor, forcing Carte~ to aban~on terms 
he proclaimed and to normalize relations on 
Cuban (meaning the Soviet Union) terms. 

To Fidel and his sponsors it would be 
just a perfect solution. The role of_Cu~a 
as an instrument of the Soviet expansionism 
would not be limited, even formally . There 
would be no need for a camouflaged ~nt~rn~l. 
liberalization (a matter seemingly insignifi­
cant, but troublesome - vide: the en~ang~e­
ment of the USSR and Eastern bloc countries 
in "basket NO. 3 of Helsinki") •. And surely, 
the us - through credits, technical help ~nd 
trade - would take over the burden of paying 
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for Cuban military readiness - on behalf of 
the Soviet Union. 

Are Moscow and Fidel going to achieve 
this optimal goal? The question, fo~ a while, 
must remain unanswered because we know just 
too little about the politics of the present 
US administration, of its ability to foresee 
and to make proper evaluation of the inter­
national situation, and its resistance against 
the bearers of all kinds of "euphorias". 

In any case, it would amount to naiveness 
to expect that Castro - at least in the near 
future - will "break down" (or, perhaps, will 
be "broken down" by Moscow) and suddenly 
accept Carterian terms of normalization . 
It is possiblP. though - but or!ly on a road of 
absolute consistency. We must anticipate 
that Havana, against Washington, will con­
duct the politics of waiting and irritation, 
mingling the war slogans with the gestures 
of reconcilliation (to be used as ammunition 
by Washington liberals). Cuba has plenty of 
time. Fidel is not threatened by his 
terrorized and completely infiltrated popu­
lation. The only concrete novelty is the 
present stress on the infrastructure of the 
tourist industry. In all the US towns the 
Mexican and Canadian travel agencies freely 
sell excursions to Cuba (Ame rican firms are 
not yet allowed to do so). Castro plainly 
counts on dollar profits before any official 
talks begin. Some cash in hard currency 
will help him through the period of waiting; 
consequently, the sudden activity in building· 
hotels in Cuba. 

Essentially, Washington's tendencies to 
normalize relations with Cuba are justifie d . 
It is impossible to influence foreign 
politics - more, even the internal politics 
- of the nation with which one has no con­
tact. The point is, whether a contact is 
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thoug ht to be the element of consequential 
politics - leading to a strictly defined 
goal, or, whethe r it is just a coincidence 
(such as, for example, the internal play of 
political forces in the US or the pressures 
of this or that lobby). 

Everything points to a certainty, that 
the renewal of the trade and diplomatic re­
lations between the US and Cuba is only a 
ma tter of time. It isn't the matter of 
"whether?" but of "how?"~ The manner in 
which the US will solve this question will 
have a serious effect on further development 
in international matters - espec ially, in 
the area of the larger game of power between 
the West and the East. If normalization is 
realized for the price of unilateral or 
prevailing concessions of America - be it 
in principles or practical measures - both, 
the al.lies and the enemies of the US, will 
read it as proof, that America continues to be 
s trategically defensive, and i~ not able_to 
a fford active politics - that is effective 
i n a sense of defending her own interests. 

Lucjan PERZANOWSKI 
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WHAT'S GOING TO FILL THE VOID? 

There are two phenomena which determine 
the essence of "Eurocommunism". First that 
this newly born term means a "special form" 
;a "differe_nt path" of Communism, declared b; 
-'the West European Communist parties. It goes 
with the . rroclaimed independence from Moscow 
and recognizing the principles. of work within 
the fr_amewp rJ,; of the parliamentary Democracy. 
,Second, (hfl,t the word "Eurocommunism" reflec'ts 
a rapid growth o f influence of the Communist 
partie,ror : o·f .'Communist-Socialist coalition : 

_on the \ µ1asses 9f the rich industrialized 
· .countriei,:';;lf the West. Althottg-h Eurocommunilim 
is generally recognized foremost as relating - t t 
3 countries (Italy, France, Spain), the 
growth . of influence we talk about, has much a 
wider s cope. It is not necessarily connected 
with tttese countries. Great Britain is an ex­
cellent il.lustration o f my s tatement. 

The r e is some strange paradox, a certain 
tragic iropy in the renaissance of leftist in­
f lue nce, iri the appearance of renewed ·fascina­
tion by bankrupt programs and slogans that 
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affect millions of people in the West. Ideas 
born in the past century and postulates create d 
in radically different historical circum­
stances than the present, are on the rise 
among the masses which enjoy an unprecedented 
degree of freedom, social welfare, life 
opportunities and common affluence. Along 
with it all, the last decades have unmerci­
fully revealed the true nature of the myth 
of "building Socialism~ seen in Khrushchev's 
speech at the 20th Congress of the Russian 
Communist party, Berlin Wall, Poznan , Hun­
garian Uprising, Czechoslovakia, the revela­
tions of the "Gulag Archipelago," and many 
others. 

Why does it all happen? Where does 
this "madness" affecting millions of humans 
come from? 

Last year, the world held its breath in 
expectation o f the Italian election results. 
Although "the truce" in a form of a small 
"historical compromise"* had been achieved, 
the possibilities of the main change not only 
exist, but even widen - meaning that the 
prospects for an eventual Communist majority 
government are even better than they were 
before the elections. Let's try, however, to 
forget the situation in Italy, where t he 
growing potential of the Communist party is , 
doubtless, connected with the well known 
archaic nature of the existing social order . 
Likewise, we can abstain from entering a dis­
cussion on the situation in Spain, because 
of the peculiar historical phase this country 
is passing through. Attributing the growing 
wave of leftist influence to specific 
countries only darkens the picture and makes 

* No Communists' participation in Democratic 
government, but their cooperation in the 
precarious plans of "curing the ills". 
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it difficult to look really deep into the 
foundation of the observed phenomenon. Doubt­
less , the "advancing" Left takes advantage of 
local problems (thus increasing the c hances 
of victory) , but thephenomenon under our dis­
cussion is much wider and its ramifications 
have deeper roots than can be judged from the 
above assertions. France and England - the 
countries which cannot be classified as poor, 
underdeveloped or socially backward -- may 
best serve as examples in this respect. 

In France in 1976, two years before the 
parliamentary e lection, the weight of public 
opinion concentrated its attention on the 
quest i on whether Socialist-Communist coalition 
could come to power as early as in 1978. An 
observer is under the impression that to the 
majority of voters, this outcome is only a 
matter of time. The political forces of the 
Right and the Center are clearly on the 
defensive . One's waiting for the proclamation 
o f the i r victory , i s to no avail ; at most , 
only some doubts in an inevitable success of 
their adversary are expressed. We cannot 
explain it all just by the traditional influenc, 
of the Left in France. 

In turn, let's look at another illustra­
tion of the phenomenon under discuss ion - this 
time in England. Dr. Stephen Haseler , twice 
the Labor part y candidate to the House of 
Commons, lecturer in political science at the 
London Polytechnic, analyzes the situation 
of his country in a recently published book 
titled "The Death o f British Democracy'.' He 
sees the parliamentary system endangered by 
t he ever-increasing influence of Marxism­
Leninism wi t hin the Labor party and without . 
It's manifest ed in an open re j ect ion of the 
very principles of the parliamentary Democracy . 
Characteristically , it happens in a country 
in which t he Communists are numerically in­
signif icant. Of course , Haseler analyzes the 
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observed phenomenon from the standpoint of 
socio- historical problems of Great Britain, 
and ascribes the growth of leftists' successes 
to a general apathy of society, or to the 
unsuitability of the traditional democratic 
institutions to solve the basic problems of 
our time. His reasoning and conclusions, 
again, lead us nowhere in try ing to under­
stand the essence of the progressing "plague." 
Asserting that it is a result of Moscow's 
infiltration doesn ' t he lp much either, even 
if we assumed that the complexity of the 
problem includes this element. 

Again, why Marxism? What is s o attract­
ive to the people who live in affluence, who 
have cars, tv's and refrigerators, who enjoy 
the benefits of the hitherto unknown social 
security and unprecedented - often absurd -
freedom, in a 100 year old ideolog y that was 
born in the circumstances of misery and cynical 
exploitation? How is it possible that 
millions living in an affluent consumer society 
are fascinated by the slogans and programs 
which in their own eyes had tragically failed 
in so many countries? Are the lessons 
learned from the "Gulag Archipelago", Poland, 
Hungary and Czechoslovakia to no avail? I'm 
not referring even to the threat of the Soviet 
Imperialism - so obvious to everybody who is 
not blind. It would appear that the mechanics 
of the Communist power functioning, the 
specific party structure of the Soviet model 
which binds all the Western European Communist 
parties, should sound a dead warning . Why 
the naive proclamations that "we will do it 
differently," that "our Socialism or Communism 
will take a different road," fall on such a 
yielding ground? Would it be possible that 
the average man in the West believes in all 
of this? 

Many of us who, after personal ex-
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periences with Socialism, live in the West, 
observe with sadness all these developments. 
Let's add that to no one better is the full 
meaning of this tragic paradox so obvious than 
to the people who arrive from "over there" for 
a short stay, to the people who continue to 
live "there" after a visit of several weeks 
or months in the We st. Those people just can­
not believe what they see, and are not sure 
whe ther they hear it all right: "Have the 
people here really gone mad? What more do 
they want?" Bear in mind, my reader, that the 
word 0 more 11 exoresses a culmination of all 
the aspirations and desires of the people 
from "over there"; aspirations and desires 
long achieved in the West. However, we must 
admit that although this kind of reaction 
of the people from "over there" is entirely 
understandable, it contains a great simplifi­
cation of the question under our deliberation. 

A similar simplification is found in the 
claims of the Western leftist ideologists 
that they are, traditionally, the agents of 
reform and progress. It is true there is a 
genuine core of idealists among the Western 
leftists. Amid the torrent of absurdities 
t hey say and do, one can detect a passionate 
desire for a betterment of the world. (In 
this respect, remarkably less may be said 
about Conservatists; by definition they must 
oppose any changes). With all this, it is 
a rarity today to hear leftists call our 
atte ntion to problems such as: "How to 
organize a factory?" "How should a local 
g overnme nt function?" "What are the solutions 
to environmental problems?" "How can one 
use leisure time?", etc. These problems are 
cre ated by t e chnological progress, subsequent 
process of labor division, and the who l e 
complex of the "human predicament." The par­
adox of the successes of the Left lies also 
in the fact, that it is not the Left, or, 
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seldom the Left, that initiates attempts to 
resolve the· most importan t problems of our time. 
We should remember that the creation of the 
"Club of Rome" 10 years ago , and its 
problematique humaine had not been achieved 
by the Western Left at all, although a few 
of its members had later joined the Club. 
Quite t o the contrary: The slogans employed 
by the Left and programs it advocates, often 
reflect old ideas, concentrate on trivial 
matters, by all means avoiding questions 
which bear heavily upon our near future. Our 
expectations that the Left will advocate 
energy conservation or will call for a 
moderate consumption are in vain. The Left 
is not interested in "industrial Democracy" 
and "worker participation •.. ". Instead, it 
prefers to dig up the 19th century notions 
of the ever-conflicting interests of capital 
and labor. In sum, it would be a drastic 
simplification to explain the Left's succes-
ses by its traditional role of an agent of 
progress. 

Besides, there is also in the West a 
general disappointment and resentment of the 
permanent flaws in Democracy and the struct­
ural faults of Capitalism. We shouldn't be 
surprised that the people brought up in the 
West, who themselves never experienced the 
"blessings of Socialism," feel rebelious and 
desire changes when they observe scandals like 
"Watergate" and "Lockheed". This attitude -
being perfectly understood - throws light on 
the paradox we are concerned with in this 
writing: That the masses in the West are 
ready to exchange their realities for the 
promises of a rancid Marxist ideology; the 
certainty that affairs of the "Watergate" 
or 'Lockheed" type would never reach the 
daylight in a Socialist country doesn't seem 
to penetrate their brains. Likewise, it 
never occurs to them to ask why there are no 
strikes in the countries of "Peoples 
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Democracies: Furthermore, it seems that 
Westerners are prepared to accept the 
promises of the "Socialist alternative" from 
these politicians who themselves are re­
sponsible for unsurpassable crimes, who in 
the past had tacitly approved crimes against 
humanity - com.'llitted in "gulags" by their 
spiritual leaders. Here again, the ever­
increasing fascination by the leftist ideas 
cannot be explained merely as a dissatis­
faction of the masses with existing con­
ditions . 

Let us repeat the basic question: 
Where lies the cause of the discussed 
paradox? Is i t possible that despite the 
prolific dissemination of information, the 
West is not aware of the degradation of a 
man, trampled fundamental human rights by 
the system which they - the people that live 
in freedom - want to adopt? Perhaps the 
people of the West look - but do not see, 
listen - but do not hear, perhaps they do 
not want to know ... 

* * * 

It seems to me that the cause of the 
paradox we search for lies in the fundamen­
tals of the crisis we live in. It's a 
philosophical crisis seen in the absence of 
any prevailing answer to the basic questions 
o f 11 Why live?" and "How to live?" 

Jose Ortega y Gasset, in his "The 
Revolt of the Masses" writes about the old 
mores and -,thics which, having been re­
jected, are not yet replaced by the new 
ones. It is not hard to see that his thoughts 
fit the contemporary Western society well: 
"There is no universally accepted philosophy 
or system of beliefs anymore; there is no 
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dominating pub Zia opinion". But, as "naturs 
abhors a void - a void must be 
f i Z Zed." I think, at this point in 
ones reading of his book , one seems to be 
close to the crux of our question: Filling, 
at all cost, the spiritual void, by religion, 
ideology or a doctrine - i,hichever is close 
at hand . He says further: "Most people do 
not have their own philosophy, aonviation or 
views; they look for something that aomes 
from somewhere outside so that some kind of 
spirit u a Z guidance, what­
ever it may be must reign and the 
masses - indifferent and without conviations 
- wiZZ accept it." 

In a time when changes occur with a speed 
of light, in a time when nearly every tra­
ditional value is destroyed, or, at least 
undermined - how long can a man withstand 
psychologically the existing void? Can a 
state of allienation, powerlessness and a 
lack of purpose in life, as well as the re­
sulting epidemic of neuroses persist? 
Obviously, such an unstable state cannot 
last permanently. What is necessary is the 
adoption of some new doctrine, an emergence 
of some new, dominating belief. "Without 
conviction" - to quote Ortega y Gasset again 
- "the human community would b e in chaos ... 
without a spirit u a Z power 
(emphasis-mine), without someone who 
commands ... " 

And what in the meantime? How does a 
man living in a void behave? - He just loots, 
plunders among remains of the old order. 
"People and nations profit on living without 
rules." This statement of Ortega y Gasset 
embraces not just the permissiveness of our 
times, but also a general demand of individ­
ual human beings to have all rights and . • . 
no responsibilities. A close l ook at ruth-
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lessly looted Great Britain will suffice 
to confirm the validity of the statement 
mentioned above. And perhaps here we touch 
the first reason why millions of people 
identify themselves more an dno:i:e with a plat­
form of the Left. It is precisely the Left 
which calls for more privileges and fewer 
obligations. It shows little interest in 
the totality of a conflict of our times. 
Its full attention focusses on bribing an 
electorate by offering it immediate gains -
often against the obvious intrests of a 
society as a whole. Its most important goal 
is - gaining power . In this respect, of 
course, the t actics of the Left do not at all 
differ from those of the other political 
groups. However, the Left can avail itself 
of a "ready" and very convenient doctrine -
a most valuable asset under the present cir­
cumstances. 

Slogans of the Left, the Marxist 
ideo logy, pulled straight out of the attic, 
prove handy not just for profiting from the 
period of an emptiness. More significantly 
they aspire to, and have a good chance of -
f i 1 1 in g it. In May, 1937, Ortega Y 
Gasset wrote a long introduction to the 
French edition of "The Revolt of the Masses~ 
stressing the validity of his theses: "A 
Eurovean wants above all, to devote himself 
to s~mething w~ich would give a purpo~e to 
his Zife• he wants to escape the empt~ness 
of his' e~istence· it is not impossible that 
he wiZZ forget his objection to Communism . 
and will be attracted by it - at least by ~ts 
moral appeal, if not by its substance .• •"· 
He, proba.bly, has never thoug·ht how actual 
his words will be after 40 years. ?fall the 
doctrines, why Communism? Why Marxism? Is 
it really suitable for filling a void? 

It would be regretable indeed, if hi~to r y 
were to answer these questions in the affirma-
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tive . However, it is quite likely. Not because 
of the " Communist consp iracy", as all the 
rightwingers would readily proc l aim - and 
certa inly I am not one of them. Not even 
because of the rapid and frightening increase 
of the m1l1tary power of the Soviet Im­
perliams . 

It all is poss i ble but for Lwo quite 
different reasons: 

First, the void cannot last for long; 
it has to b e f i l 1 ed. We are 
wi nessing a f rant ic search for alterna­
tive s - ::; p i. r i tua lism ., a proli'f.e.Lat ion of tht.~ 
new religious sects, occult, environ-
mental movements - all are the s igns of this 
process. Which one o f these feeble, randomly 
appearing movements, could, successfu lly 
compete wi th the existing, ready, c oherent 
anu general - but also the convenient and 
simple - s y stem of Marxism? It seems doubt­
fu l if any of them could. Remarkably, -
what philosophy , what "system of beliefs" 
could the Right and the Center offer in order 
to compete with Marxism? 

Man doesn't require his ideas to "con­
fer to the trut h": to the whole complex 
of his contemporary reality. Once more 
Ortega y Gasset : "Deepl y i n one ' s heart, 
one doesn't care much if h is ideas are true ; 
One empl oys them as trenches for defending 
one 's life, like a scarecrow - t o escape 
reality. " Perhaps , i n the final anal y s is , 
in order to survive, we all need some fo= 
of escape. 

Second reason is no less s · gnifica t . 
If in our time - so difficult to c ompreh e nd 
- there is a common asp i ration of humanity, 
then, it is that of e qua 1 it y. In­
dividual s in society and nations, in their 
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relations with each other, aspire, above all, 
to an equal status . It is "not fair" from the 
individual or soc 1al point of view - es­
pecially, since it is not an equali tl' of 
opportunity that is called for, but an 
absolute equality. No doubt , 
the technological revolution is responsible 
for this state of mind . In rich countries, 
the masses have virtually acquired a statu s 
of de facto equality , regardless of the exis t­
i ng i ndividual o r s o c i al d ifferences. While 
profiting on the egalitarian trends of the 
"consumer society", one has difficulties in 
putting up with any kind of inequality - even 
if it were against the common sense and l ogic. 
rn sum, the re appears a need for yet a nother 
slogan. Unfortunately, the old Marxist 
doctrine - dusted, with patched holes and 
carefully pol i shed - also fulfills this need. 

What will emerge t o oppose it before i t 's 
too late? 

Jerzy BONIECKI 

'.rECHNOLOGlCAL REVOLUTI ON AND ETHICO­
CULTURAL CHANGES 

I seems that the revolution in ethics 
and morality, with its stormy consequences, 
be a i t he countries of the West ano Japan 

th b ain ing of the Sixties . As manv 
v e nts, it was bo~n in America. 

America i the las t quarter centur· 
evoKes both a feeling of admiration and 
hatred in the world. Anti-Americanism, which, 
during the Vietnam wa r symbolized the "I~1-
perliasm o f the peri shing world" - that is 
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Capitalism - was an important element, or, 
at least, a catalyst of arising changes. 
It wouldn't be a paradox if I stated that the 
craddle of anti-Americanism and ethic revo­
lution as well, was America herself . Although 
the long discriminated ethnic - racial grcups 
were the beneficiaries of ensuing changes, 
those who were the first sowers of the ferment 
belooged to the ethnically and socially, 
privileged classes. Such, by the way, is, 
and often was, the mechanism of many social 
ferments, regardless of dimensions they 
attain or had attained. In the past, their 
creators and theoreticians came out, mostly , 
not from the oppressed, but the oppressing 
classes, and worked for the sake of a 
dreamy, or a learned-theorized vision of the 
future. 

Do the ethico-cultural changes, so 
v iolently affecting the way of life and 
opinions of Westerners, have some tangibl e 
relation with the new page of civilization 
- the technotronic revolution? 1/ Because 
the technology - changing the face of the 
world - has chronologically coincided with 
the ethico-cultural changes, the question 
arises, whether these two processes, a cting 

1/ This term is borrowed from Prof. Z.Brzez­
inski. It covers all the changes which have 
evolved from technology based on cybernetic s 
and electronics - with all the resulting tech­
nological consequences. Technotronics has 
revolutionized not only industry and services, 
but also a number of applied sciences such as 
medicine, architecture , not to mention the 
modern warfare. The term "technotronic epoch" 
will be used in this article, interchangeably 
with - "postindustrial epoch" that is used by 
Daniel Bell in his "The Movement of Knowledge 
and irechnology." 
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simultaneously and in such different areas 
are parallel, or whether there is a concrete 
dependence of one on the other. I believe 
the latter alternative should be suspected 
otherwise, that striking chronology would ~p;:~ 
highly. 01;1t o~ place. I _n f&vor of this 
sup~osition is also the fact that the Western 
nations - ~xactly the Wester~ nations - which 
c:eated this technology, became the victims 
or fern1ent that had revolutionized their 
eth~c and culture. On the other hand, the 
nation~ of the Communist bloc and some of the 
countries of the Fourth World (the Third 
World doesn't, participate or, in a small 
degree participates only to benefit from those 
technological innovations) which eagerly acquir 
new technology, defend themselves - so far 
successfully - against the new ethico - ' 
cultural streams encroaching their boundaries. 
It may be seen most vividly not in the Com­
munist bloc countries, but in the suddenly 
turned rich countries of the Persian Gulf. 
Truly, we don't know whether computers may 
serve any practical use in harems, but it is 
~rue tha~ some of the methods of invigilat-
ing applied by the authorities against crime, 
perfected by electronics, coexist with the t 
traditional methods of crime punishment 
cutting a hand off. 

I'm not oriented if there exists any 
serious literature which investigates even­
tual relations between the technotronic revo­
lution and new ethics and culture which bloom 
in the West, but what strikes me is this im­
portant fac~: almost total absence of attemots 
on the part of Marxists to show the correlation 
between these two important phenomena; 
MarY.isl:s; after all, are armed with a "dial­
ectic" that tells them to detect anything of 
value to them in the mutual relations of 
these two phenomenona, and to show it to 
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profanes. The fact that Marxists do not under­
take any research worthy of our attention 
in this direction, proves not only that their 
official doctrine is dead - our extant ex­
periences with it suffice to underwr i te this 
statement; The matter implies something 
deeper: That Marxism - even free from the 
administrative - police wardship of Moscow, 
Peking, Warsaw or Prague - is not even in 
the smallest degree on a course o~ becoming 
a tool for reaching the depth of historical 
processes. 

* * * 

Marxists of all shades or at least those 
whose voice reaches public opinion, are apt to 
distinguish two streams in the ethico-cultural 
revolution experienced by the West: First -
in the strictly ethico-moral area, connected 
with the slogans of nee-egalitarianism. 2/ 
It gains recognition of the- of-fic-ial spokesmen 
of anti-Capitalism, because it is essentially 
a symptom of a rebellion against the system. 
Second , refers to the new shocking morality 
which is seen - citing as example - in an in­
creased sexuality and loosening of morality. 
It is not just a rebellion against Capitalism, 
but a symptom of its deoay . In other words, 
in the eyes of Marxists, some aspects of the 
"revolution" which follow the postindustrial 
changes, are the positive signs of a virtual 
anti- Capitalistic rebellion, while the othe rs 

2/ In America, in recent disputes about an 
equal chance for all, there was introduced a 
very real correction: "recompensated change" 
for the old injustices. 
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bear a emell of decaying Capitalistic cadaver. 
However, in the final evaluation, both repre­
sent a ~regressing downfall and bankruptcy of 
bourgeois society and all its institutions. 
The changes of moral values are also shocking 
to the new generation of Conservatists in the 
West. Of course, for different reasons than 
the reasons of the diligent, enthusiastic 
observers of the "decaying process" of 
Capi talism: In Conservatists' opinion, human 
natu:e in itself is a source of the most un­
predicta~le and mys~erious changes. They 
too, don t try to find a correlation between 
~he cha~ges in human behavior and the post­
industrial revolution. Because the "liberatior. 
of man" from all his ties is "declined through 
the all possible cases" by the champions of 
the new moral trends, it's not surprising that 
hed~nism became - if now not generally pro­
c laim~d - a practical philosophy of the young 
and middle age generation of America and the 
West. It is seen, above all, in the increased 
sexuality. 

In erotic freedom - which in some of the 
municipal areas makes an impression of growing 
sex-mad plague - Conservatists don't want to 
see even in part a reaction toward centuries 
old prudery and hypocrisy that dominated over 
this sector of human interrelations. I don't 
intend to justify everything that happens in 
the Times Square New York, at which the Paris 
Pigalle of the Fifties may look like a kinder­
garten of sex and pornography. I only want 
to point out how far this phenomenon goes in 
~uch a puritan country as America was for long; 
in a country where 20 years ago a policeman 
ran out from a public beach a 4 year old boy 
naked, ordering him to put on his pants. Of 
course, it is difficult - at first sight - in 
an actual sexual lewdness, to detect a source 
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of rebellion against p~udery. However, it 
was always like that with almost every rebel­
lion that opposed any imposed or traditional 
social or moral ties, which in time were 
either degenerating, or, becoming their own 
contradiction. There is no need to cite 
examples. They are evident to everybody. 
However, to a certain group of conservatists 
who still think in categories of t9e old, 
abstract morality, all of it is just a com­
mon, emancipation of the primitive, animalis­
tic instincts, and a riddance of all brakes 
- whose guardians, through the centuries, was 
religion. Not qenying that a c e r ta in dos e of 
fairness exists in these stereotypes, I 
think, they are extremely abbreviated. If 
not primitive. They explain nothing, or 
operate on the a priori accepted assumptions 
in which a leading position is taken by the 
Communist conspiracy that supposedly feeds 
the growing looseness in moralities, conse­
quently leading toward the ever-increasing 
weakness of the West. The roots of the 
present sexual freedom are also present in 
the changes created by the technotronic 
revolution, which subject will be discussed 
later in this writing. 

As to this sector of social structural 
changes which is connected with the ethico­
cultural problems, in the top position 
appears to be the highest value attributed 
to the life of human being, his safety ahd 
social rights - at the visible neglect of 
the other traditional valors cultivated i 
as unquestionable virtues in all societies 
of the world. I'll cite them in a moment. 
Before that, I would like to mention that, 
although the neo-conservatists, having 
contempt - in my opinion, quite rightly -
toward the promoting the value of human 
life to the highest rank, remain helpless 
with regard to the explaining the genesis of 
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a phenomenon whose substance is the shatter­
ing of the traditional hierarchy of principles. 

I ~ave used this term on purpose: The 
sha~tering of the hierarchy - not its liqui­
dation, because the postindustrial era, by no 
means destroyed moral principles centuries 
o lder t~an Christianity . What it accomplished, 
was th7ir genera l reshuf fling. The highest 
value is be stowed on huma n life. Dignity, 
c ourage, loyalty toward professed ideas, 1 
l o yalty toward society in which one lives -
a nd, ~bove all, one of the highest virtues 
s peaking the truth, all it, has not been 
d iscarded as worthless ballast. To the con­
t r a ry: in theo ry, they a ll continue to be 
p r o fessed and cultivated . With reservation 
though - making a human life the highest 
va lue_3/ _- an ideal, by all means, very 
humanitarian - has led t o the d egradation of 
t he other already mentione d virtues which 
t he older generation cultivated to such an 
extent as to sacrificing sometimes a life for 
t hem . Those days in the West and in Japan 
a re gone, whether they return or not time 
will show. In any case, the history of the 
las t decades, the react ions o f public 
op inion, and, above all, the attitude of the 
most educated people (at proportionally, not 
numerous, excep tions) confirm, on the other 
hand, well known d i agnosis. This diagnosis 
may be illustra ted by many examples: 

1. Most c ommo n is the attitude of the 
Western governme nts toward all kind of ter­
rorists (not necessarily toward a Palestin-

3/ Most important slogans of the ethico­
c ultural revolution in the West had been 
widely discussed in my article: "About 
American Neoegalitarianism" in Kultura of Jan 
a nd Feb. editions (C.J. - and in the "Frag­
ments", Vol. 3/ 3/ 76). 
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ians only), who attempt to get what they want 
by threatening to kill hostag7s: Twen~y y7ars 
ago, negotiations between politically in~pired 
or just common criminals were beyond ones 
thinking. On the other hand, if the highjackers 
- acting on land and in air - were not aware 
of the trumph card in their hands: the prime 
value of human· life confessed by their adver­
saries, these kinds of operations, would be 
sentenced to become complete f iasco·s, and a 
picture of a common bandit or a terrorist, who 
with a_gun .in his .. hand paralyzes police action, 
protecting himself by a body of the often 
randomly chosen hostage would be· unthinkable. 
A similar situation is impossible to imagine 
either in the Black or Arabian Africa or 
Asia. 4/ Nobody ever heard about any 
attempt of kidnapping a local citizen of Persia, 
Black Africa, Northern-African Arab countries 
or Emirates of the Persian Gulf. Despite 
enormous wealth of local oi l croesuses, there 
had not appeared a daredevil who would try 
to force them to pay a ransom or a political 
concession, by threatening a common citizen 
- who is not particularly valued over there -
or even a member of governing family. The 
reason is simple: If among the numerous 
oppositionists in Libya or Sudan or Ethiopia, 
some organized terrorist group attempted to 
kidnap any of inhabitants , or what would be 
worse, a member of administration, the 
authorities wou ld not hesitate for a moment 
to destroy the terrorists on the spot, with­
out the slightest consideration for the fate 
of hostages. In those countries the only 
possible terrorist actions are those against 
the ruling personalities (Morocco, Persia, 
Iraq, Nigeria and others), but never the 

4/ Unless this kind of action occurs against 
the diplomatic posts of Western countries, 
or against the West-European experts , ad­
visers, financiers, etc. 

20 

attampt of extortion by the methods of a 
threat to human life. A similar situation, 
with regard to kidnapping, exist in the 
PeopLes Democracies and in the Sov iet Union. 
Cases of highjacking planes with passengers 
which had occurred there, were dictated not 
by political blackmail but by the despair 
of a highjacker, to whom overpowering of a 
plane was the only way of escape to freedom. 

Zbigniew BYRSKI 

(Cont'd in the next issue) 
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TECHNOLOGICAL REVOLUTION AND 

ETHICO-CULTURAL CHANGES 

(Continuation) 

2 . In almost all the leading nations of 
the West (with exception of France) capital 
punishment has been abolished. Considering 
t he appalling atrociousness of the commited 
murders, especially in the US, it seems that 
capi tal punishment as deferrence from crime 
should be the most effective way of caring 
for human life . But it isn't so. Not count­
ing arguments unworthy of our attention, 
there is a perpetuating belief in rehabilita­
tion , proclaiming the innate and innocent 
nature of man; the nature of man has been 
warped by society, civilization in particular. 
At the base of this belief are the old but 
never forgotten idea l s of J.J . Rousseau. On 
this occasion we may recollect a passage from 
t he preface to his book "Emile" : "Nature 
made me a good and a happy man. If I changed , 
it is society that should be blamed for it " . 
Rousseau's theories inf l uenced P.ducational 
trends which followed later (e.g . the educa­
tional school of Pestalozzi), and had helped , 
over ma n y years , to c r eate a myth about_ 
good-by-nature character of man whose sins 
and vilenesses are always resulting from his 
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environment or his plight for existence. We 
might say that this philosop hy lies at the 
base of the differences between l eftist-
liberal and neoconservatist conviction s. 1 / 

The conviction of i nnate goodne ss of 
the human be ing has for years sustained the 
belie f of peop l e of good will - and the 
stubborn opt imists as wel l - in the e ffect­
iveness of "reha bilitation " even of the most 
crue l and inhuman criminals, justifying their 
crimes by difficult environmental circum­
stances, racial discrimination, etc . However, 
many voices - with no disregard to the above 
argument - have, in vain, pointed out the 
fact that during the great depression of 
1929-38 and the real discrimation of the 
black citizens of the US, criminality in 
society of these days was proportionately 
much smaller than it is now. This argument, 
however, was overlooked. Despite bitter 
experiences and the absurdity of the idea 
that any kind of "rehabilitation" may be 
successful in prison conditions even if a 
prison is a most comfortable place, this 
belief persists. To the opponents of capital 

1/ On the margin of J.J. Rousseau ' s views, 
it is worthwhi l e to relate the remarks 
in this matter from the book of a promi­
nent American writer and anthropologist, 
Robert Ardrey - "The Social Contact" (a 
Delta book, 1971) page 98: "Considering 
the epoch J.J. Rousseau lived in" -
writes Ardrey - "we shouldn't be surprised 
at his views. Writing his work long before 
Darwin and the essay of Raymond Dart ("The 
Predatory Transition From Ape to Man" -
International Anthropological and Linguistic 
Review vol. l , NO 4, 1973), Rous seau did not 
know that the genealogy of homo s apie ns 
evolved from a certain species of human 
shape apes, which, because of changes of 
climatic conditions, passing from vegetarian 
to meat diet, must kill in order to survive." 
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punishment there is 9 nly thi s argument: 
Taking the life of a murderer means taking 
one more life wi tho ut bringing his victim back 
to life. 

3. The prisons and concentration camps 
in the Third World countries are full of hun­
dreds of thousands , if not millions of natives 
and a certain undetermined number of Europeans­
French , German and English . There - estima­
ting cautiously - perish hundreds of thous­
ands of people every year . The leaders in 
this category of nations are Cambodia and 
Uganda - the latter governed by a psychopathic 
murderer . Western governments and the most 
educated strata of society that influence 
them , do nothing in order to express in 
practice their care about human lif6 , which , 
in c o ntrast with the West, has absolutely no 
value there. The reasons for this behavior 
a r e the same as the reasons which guide the 
Weste rn opponents to the death pena l ty. When, 
some time ago , Idi Amin threatened to execute. 
o ne of the Engli s h scientists, and demanded 
thaL de l egate of Her Majesty the Queen of 
England beg on his knees for the life of his 
countryman, the Englishmen , in order to save 
his life humiliated themselves in front of 
loathsome Amin . They did not risk any 
military expedition which would have ended 
the reign of Amin and saved lives of not only 
a few or more Englishmen but tens of thous­
ands of natives. I think that the idea of 
such an action has been outlandish to them 
not only because of their internal problems 
and the fact of the changed wor ld situation 
- po inting to a risk of confrontation with 
the protectors of Amin . 2/ The reasons, 

2/ Israel, whic h struggles against sky-h igh 
internal difficulties , by its "Operation 
Entebe " moved the conscience of not only 
the defenders of human life ", but also 
evoked some common sense of those who are 
not the candidates for dying with no re­
sistance . "Operation Entebe " has shown how 
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again , , were t he same r easons that affect ed · 
the whole publ ic opinion of the West. Pro­
tection of human life at any price must 
automatically excl ude the risk of death of 
other people. This principle, which seemed 
to be obligatory i n the American armed 
forces during the famous affair of t h e 
"Pueblo" in 1968 , when all the crew of this 
ship surrendered , without a shot being 
fired , to the North Koreans, is not, 
luckily, applied to the firemen and police 
that guard the public. However, I don't 
exclude the possibility that one day some­
body may "discover" such necessity and will 
demand dismantling them. 

When in 1975, after the Vietnam defeat, 
Gera ld Ford , in order to save the remains 
of the vanishing prestige of America sent 
military uni ts against Cambodian pirates to 
rescue 26 American merchant navy men kid­
napped from the ship "Mayage ,:" , during that 
extremely difficult operation almost the same 
number of American maP i n e s was lost. After 
this incident a great part of liberal 
American public opinion reacted as if the 
whole matter were exclusively a statistic 
between the number of men lost and saved. 
The question of prestige and honor of the 
powerful nation which years ago saved t he 
world from the Reich , was of no i mpor tance. 

Several days ago , the loca l press re ­
ported how West Germany buys every year 

moderate can be t he "defender of oppressed 
nations " - the USSR in a situation where 
it has to dea l with a smal l but ready for 
anything opponent. The situation of 
Israel , which , despite geographical posit i on, 
belongs to Wes t ern world , is exceptional 
and greatly differs from the Western 
models. The situation of this country and 
its people is so comp licated that it cannot 
be inc l uded i n t he theme of this writing . 
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several thousands prisoners , payi ng stagger­
ing sums of money f.or them. T,his strange 
transaction reminds some other - some 35 years 
ago! - how the Jewish community in Warsaw 
paid from time to time a ransom to Gestapo 
men for thepromise of sparing the lives of 
Jews locked behind the walls of the ghetto. 
Later - whe n it was too late - it became 
clear that the ransoms did not assure life, 
but only prorogated the death. 

* * * 

Jus t as the idealization of a man as a 
naturally good creature had its beginning in 
the second half of eighteenth century, so the 
explosion o f prophylactic measures protect~ 
ing huma n life in the \~est against every risk, 
appeared , at most, in the last 2 decades, 
giving it a chronological beginning that 
coinc i ded with the technotronic epoch . In a 
time which prece ded this new page of history , 
the human life was of the same va lue in every 
part of the world . There is no need for 
recol l ect ion of the almost ceaseless wars 
car ried on by f eudal monarchs, which were 
always ending i n a provisional division of 
the spheres of influence , only to allow them 
to take a break before starting new wars. An 
i llustration closer to actuality is the war 
carried on during the development of 
Capita l ism when masters of human lives were 
not the monarchs and a few elites among the 
wea lthy, but a time when public opinion, 
trade unions and the press became powerful. 
The F irst World War - here I remember the . 
well known figures - accounted for 10 million 
dead a nd 20 million wounded men. About 
another 10 million died from hunger and 
epidemic . During the period between the two 
wars , with the exclusion of the countries 
dominated by Fascism and the Soviet Union'. 
public opini on has grown immensely . . Despite 
this , the number of victims - even if we 
excluded the number of people murdered in the 
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Soviet gulags and Hitler's death camps - was 3 
times higher in the Second World War than it 
was in the First. 

My theory is that the beginning of the 
technotronic epoch has created a break in the 
senseless waste of human lives. The reader 
will surely contradict this statement by cit ing 
the nearly 5 years of the Vietnam War (I count 
its time from the moment when the American 
regular units moved into the battlefields of 
Vietnam). However, I think that despite 
apparent contradiction, the fact of the 
Vietnam war doesn't collide with my theory, 
but confirms it. Without going into the details 
of the conflict which has been analyzed in 
every possible aspect, we should rely on two 
important elements: 1/ Not on the number of 
victims, which, by the way, was no higher than 
the number of victims in the Korean war 
against which no one except Communist party 
protested , but on the growing power of oppos­
ing public opinion not only in the US, but also 
among its European allies against the 
"American aggressors." 2/ And on the fact 
that in 1964, at a time of the famous Tonkin 
Resolution, the USSR, in relation to the us, 
was militarily much weaker than it is now. 
Objective l y speaking , the US could have ended 
the conflict pretty fast by a sea-land strike 
in the north. Subjectively speaking, however , 
the US has been paralyzed by public opinion 
fro~ which came greater and greater opposition 
against the war. In such circumstances it 
should have been perfectly clear to the leaders 
in Washington that, no matter how superior 
they are over their opponent, they could not 
conduct the war and save S.Vietnam. The 
reason is that the Hanoi government and the 
Party had one weapon that gave them unprece­
dented superiority over America: That weapon 
was the unlimited dispensable use of their 
soldiers' lives without any humanitarian con -
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siderationa. Hanoi led a war according to 
the models of the earlier times when human 
loss~s were m~asured not in absolute figures, 
but in an estimate. of how big the percentage 
of losses in proportion to reserves was. This 
and only this was important to the Party 
po litburo which held N.Vietnam in iron 
discipline . Entirely different rules were 
obligatory in the US. Every soldier lost 
meant increased opposition and a new anti-war 
demonstrat ion. Under these circumstances, 
every large scale operation meant the 
possibility of new losses for both sides, and 
even if it could ha~e resulted in curtailing 
t he war, it was torpedoed by the pressure of 
publ ic opinion. 

In an interview wi th David Frost on May 
19, 1977, e x-president Nixon stated that the 
war in Vietnam was lost not in the southeast 
Asia , but in Washington. This is a mistake. 
Nixon would have been closer to the truth if 
he recognized that the war was lost not so 
much in Washington as in the university 
centers of America, which together with the 
mass media were the most zealous carriers of 
the new morality that had colossal influence 
on the agglomerations of humanity in large 
cities. And, because neither the government 
nor the Congress understood t he overall 
situation and the changes in America, they 
went for the most stupid compromise in the 
world. Instead of backing out as soon as 
poss ible from the conflict and avoiding the 
defeat, they chose to escalate the war. This 
method taught their militarily weak opponent, 
Hanoi, the proper way to conduct a war 
against its aggressor. On the other hand, 
the prolonging agony of the Vietnam war caused 
the delirium of the liberal opposit ion and the 
"New Left, " whose influence on public opinion 
progressed with every new defeat of the US. 
The Washington est ablishment comprised of dull 
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politicians for so many year s couldn't under­
stand that it was not living in the times of 
a 3 day battle as for example, the 3 day 
"Battle of Nations" at Lipsk in 1813 at which 
several thousands of men died, but in the 
epoch i~ which , by _Western opinion every 
human life is precious, while to the polit­
buro in Hanoi the same human life means 
nothing. 

* * * * 
. In t~rn , I move to the main part of my 

deliberations: What connection is there be­
tween the t~chnotronic epoch whose develop­
ment began in the West a t the beginning of 
the_Si~ties, _and a psychological profile of 
societ7es which created this new technology, 
and which take advantage of its conveniences? 
I should mention here that the question of · 
human priorities and rights which a man is 
ent7tled to in view of the enlightened 
~ocieties of the West, I intend to consider 
in p~r~llel aspects of two p henomena as old 
as civilization: Creating and destroying . 
It seems to me that on the background of 
these two phenomena we have to deal with 
ana logical evo lution which degrades some of 
socia l _values and lifts up some others. 
F7ederick the Great , a long time ago cal l ed 
his soldiers "cannon fodder". But the 
function of a so l dier of youre corresponded 
to the function of a peasant , and later 
duri~g ear l y Capitalism , a laborer. Both , a 
sold7er and a peasant-laborer were only 
passive tools which served either to kill or 
to destroy , or to produce food or industrial 
goods. Considering the meager effectiveness 
(in comparison with modern death t ools) of 
the weaponry of the eighteenth and nineteenth 
centuries, t he destruction of even one cannon 
during the Napo leonic wars surely was a 
greater loss than the loss of a hundred 
soldiers. The human mass wa s considered to 
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be litter to cover the battlefields of those 
days, and the acquisition of reserves by re­
cruiting was not a difficult problem. The 
fact that as a result of long wars and, follow­
ing them, hunger and epidemic, European 
countries were depopulating, necessitated 
waiting only until the new generation of 
"cannon fodder" was supplied. 

A similar situation, though of course 
not so drastically marked by a massive cro~ 
of death, reigned during the years of ex­
panding Capitalism. Here, it went through 
early stages in different periods of time in 
England a~d Europe and, in a different way, 
- in America . A human life to an owner of 
manufacturing company or a mine has been 
exactly the same as the life of a soldier to 
a great strategist of war . There was only 
one difference though; it served different 
aims - not to kill or destroy, but to build 
and produce. The need, among many other 
needs , for rapid reproduction of new genera­
tions for war and peace was a source of a 
severely restricted sexuality of these days; 
the only purpose of sexual relation was 
maintaining the human species - production 
of children under the protection of the in­
stitution of marriage. For this reason all 
kinds of homosexualism were for ages un­
recognized by the morality of those days. 

The technology of goods production and 
raw materials exploitation were parallel with 
the process of improvements in weaponry whose 
attending demanded greater qualifications of 
man . How slow the process of production 
was , is proved by the fact of a seven day 
week and 16 hour workday - in some capitalistic 
countries even at the end of the nineteenth 
and the beginning of the twentieth centuries. 
The mechanization of production and an 
impetuous jump from single shot to automatic 
weapons still had not elevated the value of 
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human life to a rank which would force 
engineers of war to economize on human lives. 
However, the First World War brought something 
new - a turmoil in public opinion caused by 
repetitious, senseless offensives which 
took hundreds of thousands of lives on the 
battlef ields of France. 

Only when the conflicts and micro-wars 
of the technotronic era had changed, mainly, 
into the materiel wars, the losses in 
military equipment and the losses in human 
lives acquired reversed proportions. We can 
see this reversal from the examples of the 
Vietnam war and the two short wars in the 
Near East in 1967 and 1973. The losses in 
manpower, if we took into account the mani­
fold fire power capacity of a contemporary 
soldier, are unproportionally low in com­
parison with death harvest of yore. Modern 
warfare demands not so much the multitudes 
of men, as highly qualified specialists. 
That's why a man became incomparably more 
valuable than equipment. 3/ Technotronic 
revolution represents something that goes 
further than just mechanization. Program­
ming and application of computers in pro­
duction process increasingly eliminates a 
need for muscle power and unconscious, brain 
power. Hence the postulates of bringing 
women into different industries, services 
and the military. Although all of it is 
based on the quite often absurd egalitarian 
theories, the genealogy of this equaliza­
tion is clear on the background of the 

3/ In the Air Force is was properly evaluated 
during the Second World War, when it 
was found that the loss of one crew member 
was costlier than a loss of an airplane. 
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complete social changes created by the post­
industrial epoch. 

The effects of technotronic revolution 
will become easier to understand if we looked 
at them through a magnifier. In other words 
- if we imagine its subsequent stage - a 
genera l replacement of every physical and even 
nonphysical work by robots. I don't know if 
i t will ever happen, and I have on this sub­
ject some doubts considering, - for example, 
- the presen t energy crisis of the world . 
Nonetheless , modern technotronics suggests 
strongly a micro-model of the future. It is 
easy to envisage what would happen to a man 
in the conditions of absolute automatization. 
The only value left for him would be the 
safety and comfort of his life. I think we 
should stop dreaming about it. If it ever 
should become real , mankind would exclusively 
change into a great community of consumers 
without any need for minimal effort. The 
vision of this kind of future must raise a 
shudder of fear because it would threaten an 
absolute deformation of mankind. I hasten 
t o mention it only from the visualization of 
the direction its evolution is taking, a 
process which started with the postindustrial 
epoch and its actual consequences with re­
gard to the role and importance of man. We 
came a long way to r each this point. From 
the building of pyramids at the cost of tens 
of thousands of the human lives, to the 
days when at their summits, in full glory of 
almost holy humanity, stood Western man. 

Needless to say that in the technotr~nic 
epoch I find the genealogy of the new ethico­
moral revolution, no less important, perhaps 
even more important than the on~ which was 
connected with the birth of Capitalism , and, 
which in Western Europe and England h~d occur­
red much earlier than in the us. Capitalism _ 
demanding hired manpower created a new morality 
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which gave birth to a contempt of slavery, 
an institution thousand of years old. 4/ 

The tec hnotronic r evolutio n is the mot her 
of a new i deo logy which proclaims the prima cy 
of a man, h i s r i ghts a nd pri~ i leg es - r 7gard~e s 
of his r el i gion, co l o r of ski n , a nd national i ty, 
The Wes t - t he US in a leading position - c reat 
t h is technolo gy . The Soviets were creating it 
t oo , bu t to a: very ins i gnifi c ant degree -
among man y r e asons , becau se they too l ate 
rec o gn ized t he i mportance of e l ectr onic s , 
and ma i nly , b e c ause their s c i entific re s earches 
are overwhelmed with the admi n i stra tive­
po l ice control . Truly , the p r omin e n t Soviet 
tec hnologis t s a nd physic i s t s have the ad­
vant age of ma ny materia l i st ic privi l eges , 
but that ' s not enoug h fo r the ful l d e votion 

4/ Thi s thesis , be i ng in my c onvi ction one of 
t he be st conce ived observ atio ns o n an t i ­
i deali s ti c historical scho ol s o f n i neteenth 
c e n t ury , may be supported by an add i t iona l 
argument. How much morality in politics is 
shaped (though not always) by econo mic 
interests may be seen in the polit ic s of 
Great Britain during the US Civil War of 
1861-65. Great Britain - a craddle of 
Cap italism - had, long before the Civ il 
War sta rted, enacted a law forbidding the 
employment of slaves in her possessions. 
Nonetheless, from the beginning of the 
bloody conflict (which divided America ) 
Great Britain supported Southern Confe d­
eracy - that raised its banners to pre ­
serv e the slavery. The reason was simp l e : 
The English texttle industry urgently ne eded 
cotton whose supplier was the American South . 
The conflict of interests and moral i ty i n 
Great Britain was of such magnitude that at 
a c e rtain stage threatened war be tween 
England and the US. 
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to their scientific researches. Recently, 
in the Soviet scientific circles, there 
grows not only a need for freedom, but also 
a need for the right to oppose, and the 
Soviets cannot allow it; a condition for 
e ntering closely guarded scientific institu­
tions and laboratories, is an "identity card" 
o f a complete loyalty and obedience to the 
Power. The Soviet leadership knowing that in 
the atmosphere it created, the prominent 
Soviet scientists cannot be fully productive, 
wa s , and is sentenced to buying the most 
mod e rn t e chnology from the West - mainly 
from the Americans. As we know, Ame rica 
and the We s t do , eag erly , s e ll it. More 
e a gerly since the abrup t increase in the 
price of oil - a f a ct which shook the 
f inancia l balance o f many industrial countrie s . 

A nation which co uldn't even p r oduce 
any t e chnotronic imp r ovements - buying it 
f r om the o thers,-would be a bl e to create a 
situation in which the lives of its inhabitan t s 
would become easier and more comfortable. 
With it, there would spring and deve l op 
some ideas close ly related to ideas which 
a ff ected the way of life in the Western 
nations. The Soviet Union is in this 
t heoretically potential situation - regard­
less of what part of electronics it itself 
c reate s, and of what part it obtains from 
t he West. In other words, the new technology 
which in the West brought an ethico-moral 
revolution with all the consequences I hav~ · 
c ited, did not improve conditions of the life 
f or the Soviet citizens. 5/ 

5/ Of course I write not about the postin­
dustrial changes which no one questions, but 
about the changes that result from the_techno­
tronic revolution which began there slightly 
later than in the West, and coincided more or 
less with Brezhnev's ascending to powe r. 
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Although the situation of people in the USSR, 
in the spectrum of civil rights, has not chang~ 
since Khrushchev, and - if it changed , it was 
for worse - we cannot say the same about the 
situation of the USSR as a whole. To the con­
trary; Owing to their own tech~ology an~ that 
obtained in the West - used mainly for in­
creasing the ir military power - the Soviets 
turned to be what they are today: "The savior 
of the oppressed peoples" according to their 
own definition, and a candidate for the futur e 
owner of the world in belief of others. The 
fact that the Soviet Union made such and no 
other use of the old and new technology evolves 
from t wo causes: 1/ Ambition for subordina­
ting the world to her - a s much as possible 
without bloodshed - to which goal she is , or 
was pretty c l o s e until recent days. 2/ A 
striving to upkeep the undiminished power 
of the party within the Soviet empire . No­
body can deny- since it would be a nonsense 
- that it is easier to govern citizens who 
are better fed and dressed, than hungry and 
in rags. We cannot explain an abundance of 
defficiencies in consumptive goods solely by 
priority given to the production of armaments. 
We know for certain that if the Soviet 
system functioned more efficiently, then, 
at the present level of development in agri­
technology, the Soviet authorities wouldn't 
be forced to face the alternatives; an 
abundanc e of food and housing, or roe· ·ets -
quantitatively and qualitatively higher than 
American weaponry. Both would be reachable. 
Howeve r, the totalitarian system cannot be 
radically changed or improved without a 
change of the power structure, because it 
would be equal to the political (if not 
physical) suicide of the Central Committee 
with all its additions. 

Under these circumstances the USSR tried 
by all possibl e means, to obtain new technol-
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ogy, suppressing a threat of consequences 
evolving from technotronic revolution. If 
the USSR wanted to preserve its system, it 
had no other choice than doing so. It did 
not intend to buy or to create the techno­
tronics with "insolvency" which resulted in 
the West. What I want to say is that from 
the postindustrial revolution the Soviets 
desired to take only those things which 
strengthen their internal and world power. 
The ideas which followed the postindustrial 
revolution were treated by them as sideline 
and an entirely undesirable product. In 
this manner , th e Soviet leaders once more 
erased all thei r ties with Marxism, one o f 
whose basics is the thesis that the new 
posa ibilities and production relations 
should be followed by social relations that 
would enable their full development . 

* * * * 

During the combined tenure of Kennedy, 
Johnson, Nixon and Ford, the US - which in 
this period have lived in the full bloom of 
technotronic revolution - readily rendered 
accessible its conquests of science to the 
USSR. In any case, the US did not guard 
them against the "potential adversary," taking 
the pos ition that selling them th7 new tech­
nology - which would not necessarily be used 
for the war industry, - belongs to a common 
commercial practice. But it could n~t sel l 
technotronics together with the new ideology 
ar ising from it. First, nobody could see 
any connections between the7e two matte:s; 
Second , it did no t comply with good business 
relations . It would appear as some sort of a 
"linked trade" when a seller forces a buyer 
also to accept an article which he doesn'.t 
des ire , even - as in the case of the Soviet 
buyer - if he were going to receive it for 
nothing and without the cost of delivery. I 
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don ' t know whether the Carter Administration 
and his advisors have noticed the relatio~s. 
between the technotronic epoch and the raising 
of human rights to the highest rank - the 
rights so long trampled in the Soviet Union 
and many other countries of the Third W?rld. 
In any case President Carter took a position 
well known to the world: Taki ng advantage of 
American technological and financia l resources 
by friendly , or even unfriendl y countries , 
without the restoration of human rights (fore­
seen by the UNO Charter and Declarat i on of 
Helsinki) , can no longer be practiced . I 
doubt whether the taking of t his posi t ion 
arises from the missionary callings of the 
ne w president. Rather , I believe that it 
is the view of a practical and farsighted 
politician . New president hasn ' t discovered 
any revealing truth: - that supplying the 
So vie ts on credit or for cash with what-
ever they want , without simultaneously 
creating a dam against their global appetites, 
is putting ones head under executioner's ax. 
But on the other hand , President Carter, 
realizing how inadequate in comparison with 
the Soviets is the military potential of the 
us and her allies, and , which is more im­
portant , how low is a fig h ting spirit of 
his own people, can q u ite justly consider 
that the only actual barrier that wou l d pro­
tect the Western world against the Sov i et 
expansionism is the restoration of freedoms 
and rights of the people , who , by the way, 
do not want any conquests , but just a quiet 
and r e latively comfortable life. It doesn't 
a ppear to me though , that Carter and his_ 
security advisor - realistically appraising 
the situation - counted that by some pres­
sures they would be able to persuade the 
Soviets to offer their citizens the rights 
foreseen in so many documents and declara­
tions . First , neither the Americans nor 
the West have at their disposal any means 
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of pressur e aga ins t t h e Sovi ets. Rec i pro­
cally , this process i s i n the Soviets ' hands. 
second, even i f a means of pressure existed , 
no one can force t he Soviets to accept 
carter ' s postulates because applying them 
would be equal to self-destruction of their 
power. 

Knowing the atmosphere in Europe and in 
its own country, the new American Administra­
tion must and should count on something 
different . On the fact that the growing 
f e rment in the Soviet empire , at the more and 
more visible signs of recovery in America, 
will act as catalysts. That the slowly in­
c reasing resistance of dissidents in the East 
will inspire the West with a will for re­
s istance too against the Soviets, and vice 
versa. I suppose this situation is correctly 
deciphered by the Soviet leaders, which fact 
may affect their decisions for fear of not 
missing any favorable historical occasi?n: . 
In any case the Soviets do not try to diminish 
their power in the eyes of the world . To the 
c ontrary, the last speech of Gromyko in 
a nswer to disarmament propositions of Cart0r, 
was aimed at showjng Western public opinion 
the mi l itary superiority of the USSR in its 
full g l ory , thu s making it clear that for 
capitu lation , it i s too late. 6/ 

It is not that Carter is a fanatic 

6/ The same pur pose served , in my opinion , 
information obtained from '.' reliabl e " sources 
about a new Soviet absolute weapon - a new 
kind of 1asser able to neutralize the whole 
nuclear arsenal of America. This ~ew7 given 
to the public by the American periodical . 
The Avia ti o n Wee k and Spaae Tea hn o Zo gµ - is , 
in my opinion , prepared_by the Soviet De­
partment of Misinformation. 
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missionary dreaming about unreachable goal 
of better and happier world. It is that 1 

his predecessors were shortsighted blockheads, 
If Carter has some of the characteristics 
of a missionary, it doesn't in any cs1.se me,an 
that he is a type of fana t ic who wants to 
get everything - and fas t , in particular, to 
"save the world" by using the economic 
pressures of his limp ing country. His "in­
consequence" he is reproached with by some of 
the sil l ier politicians and newsmen - that 
why doesn't he appl y an easy tariff toward 
China, since he demands freedom in the Soviet 
Union, proves that Carter dilligently recog­
nized th e weaker trumph cards that America 
still ha s , and doesn't intend to lose them 
in order t o p lease some critics of suspicious 
character or totally stupid conservatists, to 
whom the fight against the Soviets means a 
fight against every kind of Communism , and 
vice versa. A missionary, who undertakes a 
crusade - blindfolded would be a catastrophe . 
A missionary realist, if he i s able to win 
public opinion - even against the Congress 
and unsteady liberal opinion - may become 
the only true help to th~ world and with it 
to Poland. 

I don't know how long Carter will hold 
out i n his politics of opposing the Soviet 
Union . We don't know what kind of new genera­
tion "Munich Pact lovers" will block his 
attempts or try to persuade him , either that 
it ' s too late f or capitulation, or that it is 
possible to find a compromise with the 
Soviet Union - after all, a nation guided by 
the same logic as we have, and a power governed 
by ambitious men. We don ' t know when a new 
wave of arguments will arrive , that aiding 
the Soviets is the b est road to tame and 
humanize them. If Carter yielded under these 
pressures , America will lose not only the 
leader who was the hope of the world, but also 
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the last chance of survival before the deluge . 

Zbigniew BYRSKI 

New York, May 19 77 

21 



e 
Fragments 

Vol. 4/ 9 Nov. 1977 

by 

Charles Joel 



I 

BRUKSELCZYK WHITE, BLACK AND RED 

I 



A translation from the Polish 
magazine "Kultura" NO 7/358-8/ 
359/ - 1977, published in 
Paris, France 

No part of this work may be re­
produced in any form without per­
mission from the editor except for 
the quotations of brief passages 
in criticism. 

Editor and translator - Charles Joel 

Published by C.H.S.L., P.O. Box 744 
Sutter Creek, California. 

Printed by the ESSICC Company, 
Sutter Creek, California. 

WHITE, BLACK AND RED 

In August 20, 1977, from Cape Canaveral 
in Florida the lift off of the American cos­
mic ship "The US Voyager l" will take place. 
In March 1978 the ship will pass by the planet 
Jupiter , in November, 1979 by Saturn and 
several years later it will depart the solar 
system. Because of a strong possibility that 
i n the universe beyond the solar system 
t here may live some intelligent creatures, 
s ome wise people decided to equip the 
Vo yager not only with technical instruments, 
but with a proclamation from us humans. 
Like a bottle thrown into the depth of the 
ocean, the Voyager will take a copper plate 
with an imprinted mes~age of Mr. Waldheim 
and 14 UNO delegates - the members of the 
commission for peaceful exploitation of 
cosmos. With a characteristic of Mr. Waldheim 
and his institution lack of sense of humor, 
he sent to the cosmos the news that "We 
leave the solar system and enter the universe 
i n the name of peace and friendship." 
Believing that the recipients of the mes­
sage in the universe do not know the effects 
of activities conducted by the institution 
led by him under the same slogans - here on 
t he earth, Mr. Waldheim and the 14 respect­
able gentlemen think, that somebody in 
beyond eur solar system would believe in 
human wisdom expressed in such manner. 

I'm sorry that I don't have at my dis-
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posal a rocket which would stop this action -
here on earth or in cosmos. What a pity. 
Because ... because. If beyond our system 
there actually live some intelligent creatures, 
it is doubtful they will understand the real 
sense of Waldheim's sonata; they will know 
that it is propaganda, a dream never to be 
realized here - on earth - where everything 
happens to be in reverse, where for ages 
we have joyfully murdered one another, in 
which process, by the way, the UNO - author 
of the message, by its cynicism, hypocrisy 
and weakness greatly cooperates. The in­
telligent creat ures beyond our system will 
surely loose t heir desire to make any con­
tact with us, and everything will come to 
nothing. If however, beyond the solar sys­
tem there live unintelligent creatures, or, 
in fact, nobody live s there , then it isn't 
worthwhile to send anything, to spend a lot 
money on recording stupid messages. 

But, as I said, to stop the expedition 
beyond the sun , I have no power . So, I 
decided to take a reversible position. I 
propose - as long as there is time - to 
supplement the copper plate. I propose 
adding to it a word from ambassador 
Andrew Young, Jr. I base my proposition 
formally and meritoriously: formally, 
because Mr . Young is presently and - as he, 
himself thinks - will be during the sub­
sequent 8 years, the Ambassador of the US 
at the UNO; meritoriously, because the 
world message would be incomplete without 
at least a few political reflections of 
Andy Young. He is the most often cited 
American politician of 1977 ;he- just can­
not - though he insists saying that he 
tries - "stay off the front pages of 
the world press . " Consequently, no mes­
sage that expresses the wisdom of a sunny 
world should ignore Young. 
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Who is Andy Young? The son of a 
wealthy dentist, Andy Young, 45 years old, 
has 3 daughters, a son, and several colossal 
qualities. 

First, he is a negro. His parents 
wanted him to become a doctor or dentist and 
t o continue the strengthening of the middle 
bourgeouis negro class - successfully 
br e aking the racial barriers in the US. But 
he heard spiritual voices and chose the 
career of a clergyman. Studied theology, 
practiced as a pastor in several par~shes, 
but soon moved into politics, to active work 
fo r equal rights for negroes. Prominently 
c l ever, witty, easy going (Today he intro­
duces his guests to his servant, and eats 
br eakfast with his chauffeur), a product of 
a strange but usually fruitful blood mixture, 
having Indian ancestors and also a great- . 
grand-father with the name of .•• Czarnowski 
(who said that among Carte r's closest ad­
visors only Brzezinski has Polish bloo~?), 
Young quickly advanced and became Martin 
Luther King's closest cooperator. 

Second, Young is a friend of President 
car t er. Their paths crossed many years ago 
when both we re making po litical careers in 
t he south. At the moment of Carter's start 
toward the White House, Young, at once took 
hi s side bringing also the black votes which 
mos t probably decided Carter's victory . 

Third, Young is something ~ike a Carter 
c atharsis . Carter reproaches himself that he 
was too late in entering the action on be­
ha l f of the ne gro equal rights movern7n~. 
By granting Young an exceptional position, 
Carter seems to admit that in some ways he 
is catching up, that he is compensating 
fo r his delays. This may be the only way 
to explain why Young is the first American 
ambassador that has the full rights of a 
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cabinet member, has his own offices and his 
own staff not only in New York but also on the 
exclusive sixth floor of the State Department, 
next door to Vance. This may also explain why 
Carter not only tolerates Young's gaffs and 
follies - for which any minor clerk in the 
American embassy in Pernambuco would be thrown 
out - but takes it all as his own responsibili 
and after every Young stumble, signs a new 
check in blanco for him. 

Feelings and politics 

Well, this kind of vouchsafing may be­
come very tedious and nauseous an occupation, 
because Young surely is the most loquacious 
American diplomat. He constantly surpasses 
dubious records of mixing accurate observa­
tions with astonishing trash. Not long ago, 
he offended the USSR, Sweden and England. 
"Russians" - said Young - "have only Marxism 
to propose to Africa, while what Africa needs 
above everything are goods; Russians are just 
common racists and will never influence 
Africa ." Then he referred to Sweden. A 
country which harbors thousands deserters 
from the Vietnam war, among them, many 
negroes, was described by Young as a racist 
country where negroes are treated like negroes 
of the famous New York Queens. England, in 
his eyes "has never stopped despising 
colored peoples ." In addition, he moved from 
the states to personalities. Presidents For.d 
and Nixon are common racists too. Reactions 
were mixed. Moscow felt offended, the Swedes 
and English too, but finally laughed it all 
off. Ford kept silent, but others tried to 
defen~ his honer. Nixon was silent too, but 
in defense of his honer nobody said a word . 

A lot of his statements might be par­
donable if Mr. Young referred only to racism. 
Understanding means forgiveness, and I, for 
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example, understand well the position of 
Young on racism. All of us have right to 
have our own views on racism, but none of us 
is a presidential "catharsis" that can 
talk loudly and from a high political 
position about it. The situation worsens, 
however, when Mr. Young in similar fashion 
turns toward politics. In this domain and 
on this level the color of the skin and the 
experiences connected with it, should not 
be deciding in politics. Politics should 
not be mixed up with sentiment. Some of 
the "special envoys" or "permanent delegates" 
accuse me that in my writings I'm settling 
my own private accounts with Poland, Russia 
and the whole camp of Socialism and Peace. 
How is it that I, just a newspaperman has 
accounts with the superpowers; and above 
al l - all of it is a lie. I only deal with 
facts , with an appraisal of the relationship 
of powers in the world; an admission of 
emotions in evaluating realities would mean 
twis ted facts and wishes, would lead to 
stammering, or to an easily detected lie, 
to an end of journalism, and transition to 
propaganda. In diplomacy, this principle 
is much more ruthless. I have different 
aspirations. The result of journalistic 
sentimentality may be a bad article. The 
result of sentimentality in diplomacy may 
be a world war. 

Mr. Young, although he is the Ambassador 
of the US at the UNO, spends most of his 
time in Africa. It's his business, though 
some people think he is the Ambassador of 
Africa in the us. Much worse is that Young 
himself thinks he has a special mission to 
fu lfill. A mission of double character. 
First, a general one: to force the American 
people to openly talk about the foreign 
politics of the us. "There must be a way" 
- says Young -"to take international politics 
out of the area exquisitively reserved for 
the experts working in secrecy. This is a 
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monopoly which brought up all the tragedies of 
the last 2 decades." Second: When we finish 
with this monopoly, we should ~ry to extinguis 
the paranoic - according to Young - fear of 
Communism. "It's ludicrous" - cries Young -
"that the greatest power on earth panics 
everytime a thousand Cubans appear in some 
remote part of the world. I never feared 
Communism. The Cubans can do nothing which 
American Might wouldn't be able to ·cope wi th. " 
In sum, Young wants to make the American people 
"to think creatively, as only then we may 
contribute to the building the new world . " 

A very great stabilization 

In order to make people think creatively 
and to reshape the world, Young made in May 
a 17 day voyage to the eight African countries. 
Although it was difficult t o f orsee that the 
travel of black ambassador could make a 
break through African matters, Young was 
satisfied. "I'm a modest man" - he said -
"and I truly believe that the outlook is 
excellent." 

What is this excellent outlook? What 
is it that is so rosy that Young discovered 
in Africa in May, 1977. Let us try to find 
in his announcements some of the keys to 
these secrets. 

About Angola : "The presence of Cubans 
is not necessarily a negative phenomenon. 
The Cubans in Angola are a stabilizing factor . 
If the domestic war continued, there would 
be no one to talk with in this country. If 
Cubans withdrew from Angola, president 
Neto wouldn't be in power." Amba.ssador Young 
was not wrong. Several days after this 
announc~ment there was an attempt of a 
coup d'etat and if it had not been for the 
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Cubans, president Neto indeed wouldn't be 
in power. 

About Abysinia: "Ethiopians murder 
one another. I believe that the presence 
of Cubans there may have a good influence 
and would stop bloodshed in Abysinia." So 
far - they have not had much effect, as 
about 5,000 students and other educated 
people were shot. The recovery of their 
mortal remains by relatives costs $150 
each . "On account of returning the cost 
of ammunition" - explain the true revolu­
tionaries. 

Two meetings belong to the most un­
forgetable experiences of ambassador Young 
in Africa. The first, with one of the most 
popular black leaders in S.Africa, "chief" 
Gathsa Butelesi. Both gentlemen sang 
unisono the hymn "Nkosi Sikebela and Afrika~ 
or "God Bless Africa," after which Young 
went to his second meeting. In Maputo, the 
capital of the marxist republic of 
Mozambique, he met Mr. Valdez Vivo, a Cuban 
politician. They had a "long and friendly 
ta lk" and Valdez invited Young to Cuba to 
meet the chief of the "stabilizing factors" 
in Africa .•. 

Well, while Young was singing "God 
Bles s Africa," and talking with the "stabi­
lizing factor", this factor, without sing­
i ng hymns, was preoccupied with the 
stabilizing. Not long before the journey 
of ambassador Young, a similar safari was 
undertaken separately, although not through 
the same countries, by the leading stabi­
lizers, Podgorny and Castro. It was a 
completely marvelous merry-go- round; gentle­
men trotted on each other's heels; vanished 
in mysterious circumstances; the whole of 
Africa was full of echoes of salutatory and 
stabilizing salves, and, finally - to the 
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general applause and with an accompaniment 
of a joyful music, both gentlemen fell in 
each others arms in the Kremlin. The 
balance of these stabilizing activities may 
be expressed as follows: 

AngoZa: 12,000 Cuban soldiers and 3,000 
"civilian" advisers. The Cubans fight on all 
internal fronts of Angola, guard (for Angola) 
the oil enclave at Cabinda, train partisans 
of Namibia and Rhodesia, trained (poorly) the 
so called gendarmes of Katanga, who attempted 
to invade one of the richest places in the 
world - the Katanga province in the south of 
Zaire. The Cubans control all the higher 
levels of administration, police and security, 
and guard the safety of the president. 

PeopZe ' s Repubtic of Congo : Several 
hundred military advisers teach the natives 
how to use Soviet weapons. Very clever 
pupils: they were able to kill president 
Nguabi, and to punish by death the "assassins." 

Guinea : Several hundred Cuban advisers 
stabilize the situation. President Seku Ture 
is still alive. 

Guinea- Bissau : The Cubans advise on every 
level of administration. President alive, 
under security guard of the barbados . 

Mozambique , Tanz a nia , etc ., etc. , idem : 
In Somalia the Cuban advisers are not needed 
because for quite a long time the Soviets are 
advising the re. There are a few words about 
Abysinia to be adde d: The first hundred 
Cuban adviser s are already in Addis Ababa. In 
June the next 500 are expected to arrive. 
Castro, who granted an interview to Miss. 
Barbara Walters, the most expensive broad­
caster in the world (one million dollars 
annually), from ABC, assured the American 
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people and ambassador Young, that this is 
strictly a matter in which only civilians 
a re involved and that their influence there, 
will be exquisitely stabilizing. However, 
during his visit in Addis Ababa Castro said 
something completley different. "The 
Abysinian revolution is very much like the 
French and the Russian revolutions;• shouted 
the chief stabilizer, "my visit here is no t 
a n official visit of the head of state, 
but the visit of a companion-in-arms who 
c ame to express his solidarity with 
Abysinian revolution." Fidel forgot to add 
that several weeks before his visit in Addis 
Ababa general Arnoldo Ochoa, the chief of the 
Cuban Africa Corps , stayed also there and 
discussed every element for the absolute 
s tabilization of Abysinia. 

Of course bne must keep calm. As 
ambassador Young teaches, don't get panicked; 
the list cited here is not a final one; we 
must wait for a serious inventory; Africa 
is not a Cuban colony yet . But, at this 
moment , neither Cuba, nor the final 
co lonizer of Africa, i s a subject of our 
concern. Behind the folkloristic messianic 
mission stands the whole, or almost the 
whole power of the USSR. The great game 
in Africa is not played by Cuba, but by the 
USSR. In order to realize its "stabilization" 
program for Africa (and it represents an 
important part of the world kriegspiet ), 
Russia tries, as much as possible, not to 
act under her own name. Hence, the historic 
role of the· Cubans. 

The proposal of entrusting Fidel with 
running the "stabilization" action in Africa 
has not been who lly preposterous. In 1965 
Che Guevara appeared in the Congo jungle 
when Moscow had not yet trusted Castro, when 
Castro already lost his confidence in Guevara, 
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and when both - Moscow and Castro, had not 
yet the necessary means for undertaking the 
action. Now, Moscow has everything. 

What does she have? First of all a 
clear outlook on the world situation, on 
the disposition of forces in the US, on 
the weaknesses of the West; she has her 
own superpower aspirations, a cons·ciousness 
of an assured status. In other words she 
has a conviction that she must grab every­
thing that is possible to grab and .•• 
"watch what will happen". Above all, she 
will grab everything that the Americans 
abandon in the post-Vietnam shock, in 
accordance with ambassador's Young 
principle of nonpanicking. 

In all this the Cubans are perfect 
performers. First, for "objective" reasons 
they had to stop exporting the revolution 
to the region of their natural expansion -
Latin America. Africa, sunk in chaos and 
"not subjected to panic" gives Fidel a 
colossal chance to realize his sick ambitions. 
Second, which is most essential for the 
success of every kind of messianic mission, 
Fidel has fantastic troops, trained by the 
Soviets and equipped exquisitely with the 
Soviet weaponry which Russia sends to 
Africa and which serves the staoilization. 
Third, the Cubans are not all whites, they 
are 25% black, not to mention the colored, 
which fact faciliaues penetration on the 
principle of human and ideological mimicry. 
A colonial slogan cannot be sold today by 
a White in Africa. But a Black, especially 
an armed Black - that's a different story. 
It isn't coincidental that Castro doesn't 
stop shouting: "The Cubans are not only 
Latin-Americans, but Afro-Americans too." 

The effect of all this is that the 
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white colonizer in the Black Africa is, in 
reality, a red but invisible colonizer. A 
perfect operation and so very convincing that 
Fidel who invaded Angola, moving by Soviet 
ships and planes the whole expeditionary corps 
from the island 10,000 km.away, can today, 
even without evoking a smile from ambassador 
Young, cry: "Every attack on Angola will be 
treated as an attack on Cuba." In other words, 
he tells us exactly what Krushchev told us 
after the massacre in Hungary, and Brezhnev 
after the "stabilization" of Czechoslovakia. 
The world looks at it a ll, and doesn't panic, 
because Mr. Young defines it not as an 
invasion but as stabilization. And what 
would Mr. Young say if it weren't Angola, but, 
for example, if Luxemburg would occupy 
blood-covered Uganda, sending there its 
troops in the French planes- in the name of 
stabilization, shouting - "every attack on 
Uganda will be treated as an attack on 
Luxemburg and prince John and his family." 
If Luxemburg attacked Uganda, ambassador 
Young would describe it as an impermissible 
ac t of aggression of a white colonizer. 
Black or lanky Cubans in Angola - and any­
where else - however, is an "act of 
stabilization" or simply, one more "African 
peripatetic." 

I won't offend the readers of Kultura 
by writing what all thi s business is about, 
on what ideology Moscow assures all the 
colossal logistics needed for the Cuban 
safar i. I still don't know to what degree 
all this operation will succeen. Russia 
herself doesn't know if she can, in the 
historically defined future, ultimately 
"stabilize" Africa. But at this moment, 
from the bases located on both shores of 
Afr ica, (deep harbors in Luanda, Beira, 
Naka la, Porto Amelia, airfields in Angola, 
Somali, Ethiopia and Mozambique, including 
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the island of Barasato where the East Germans 
just installed the most modern radar system) 
Moscow has military control over the route ' 
through which flows 70% of all oil to Western 
Europe, not to mention other raw materials . 
Without falling into a panic - as ambassa dor 
Young advises us - let' s add that South Africa 
which is the final goal of destablization ' 
followed by stabilization by Cubans and Moscow 
supplies the _free world with 95% of platinum, ' 
90% o f chromium, 75% o f vanadium, 70% of gold, 
70% of manganese, not to s peak of other 
s trategic minerals necessary for life and de­
fense o f the yet unstabilized parts of the g l obe, 

What results from it is that the TASS 
agency was right when it attacked Young. Of 
course, not because of his belief in the 
stabilizing mission of Cubans, but for hi s 
statement that "the USSR exports only ideology 
and arms to Africa." Yes indeed, it is 
harmful to the USSR, because, in the first 
place, what Moscow exports to Africa are the 
Cubans. 

In politics things may happen too late too . . . 

In connection with a ll I have said a bove 
I allow my self - with due respect to ambas- .' 
sador Young - to draw his attention to some 
of the n o t ent~rely convincing elements of his 
reasoning. 

When Young states that "not until 
recently th7 North was thinking only in white," 
Young was right .. However , he is wrong in 
t':'lling th~t a right answer to it may be the 
situation in reverse, when the "South will 
be thinking only in black." The world - like 
TV - is not only in black-whi t e ; the world is 
of many colors. One of the alternatives is 
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thinking exclusively in red. 

When Young declares that "it would do 
a lot of good to South Africa if it had a 
short and temporary marxist government ," 
then he is right from the educat ional point 
of view. The regime of apartheid truly 
deserves a good lesson. But he is wrong 
declar ing that a marxist government had, at 
any time in thEpast, taught anybody 
Democracy and anti-racism; and that it is 
possible to have a marxist government "for 
15 minutes. " Mr. Young shouldn't forget that 
the only changes in the direction of 
Democracy occurred in fascist countries , and 
that not a singl e communist country had ever 
been democratized. Mr. Young should not 
ignore the fact that Greece , Portugal and 
Spain and not Poland or Czechos l ovakia have 
today the system that is close to Mr. Young's 
and President Carter ' s heart. And that 
racism prevails in the USSR and is not at 
al l present in Spain. 

Consequently , when Young insists that 
the presence of Cubans in Angola and any­
where e l se may act as a stabilizing factor, 
then he is right. But, he shoul d remember 
that thi s i s colonial stabilization - so much 
dis liked by him . I n the name of t his same 
stabilization , Hitler invaded Sudetes and 
Austria, the Russians arranged the blood-
bath in Hungary in 1956 , and invaded 
Czechoslovakia in 196 8 . And wha t will 
ambassador Young say when on the day of Tito's 
death (he just reached the age of 85 years) 
the Serbs and Croatians will grapp l e, as 
in the old days,at each other throats, and 
the red armies will occupy Yugoslavia, 
march t o the ports of the Mediteranean Sea, 
threaten Italy and the whole of north Africa, 
not to mention the Near East - and all in 
the name of stabilization. And what was so 
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different in what Syria was doing in Lebanon? 
Every occupatiooof any country acts as a 
stabilizer, at least for a while. Finally, 
the Ku Klux Klan, the organization well 
known to Young - especially to his non-Polish 
ancestors - was, in the South after the US 
Civil War, also acting in the name of stabili­
zation. 

The us ambassadors to the UNO before Young 
were an Irishman, Moynihan and a Jew, Goldberg. 
Neither of them used their posts in the 
i nterests of Ireland or Israel (though in the 
case of Israel TASS and PAP have had different 
opinions). 

The editor of Ku ltur a replied recently t o 
the question in the American magazine The 
National Review, regarding a hope which the 
democratic Polish immigrati on may connect 
with the fact that a politician of Polish 
descent seats at the right hand of Carter. 
Kul tura , very wisely r e plied tha t it has 
great hope that Professor Brzezinski will 
have acted according to the interests of 
not the Polish immigration, but in accordance 

w i th the interests of the US, in which, his 
knowledge of Eastern Europe an matters may 
be·very useful . Let's expre ss our hope that 
the knowledge of racial problems will let 
ambassador Young act to the benefit of the 
United State s, and not to the benefit of 
narrowly conceived inte r e st of class, color 
or regional groups. 

Mr. Young is right when he insists that 
there is no need for panicking everytime 
somewhere in the world there appe ars a 
thousand Cubans . But the nonpanicking 
s hould evolve not from the ignorance 
but from a reasonable analy sis of· a 
situation, not from a naiv eness but from 
a sense of reality. The lack of experience 
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ought not authorize You~g to make polit ical 
deductions. Mr. Young insists that never in 
hi s life has he felt threatened by Communism. 
I t is probably true (though there are many 
who have felt - and how much! - oppressed), 
but if Mr. Young ever felt he was being 
threatened by plague or cholera h e would not 
hesitate to be inoculated if he happened to 
be a partner in the stabilization of the 
slums of Calcuta or Old Delhi. A refusal of 
political inoculation also thre~tens ~n~ 
fection and sickness. And, as in medicine, 
so in politics, sometimes it may be too late 
too ... 

Mr. Young should study a little more. 
Theology allows a certain perception of the 
other world. But history teaches about our 
real world . Truman, for some 5 years be­
l ieved "Joe" Stalin to be a man of honor, 
until he had matured and proclaimed his 
"doctrine" which prevented the stalinization 
o f Greece, Turkey, etc. Kennedy traveled 
t o Vienna to meet Krushchev, full of naive 
belief in his peace and save-civilization 
mission and in Nikita's good will. He had 
matured to the presidential function, but only 
a fter threatening world war, in order to 
t hrow out of Cuba (for how long?) the Soviet 
a tom rockets. 

Of course, if it all related to Andy 
Young it would even be entertaining. The 
political folklore would become enriched, 
and the world wouldn't suffer because of 
i t. But this is a matter of President . 
Cart er and The United States. The presi­
dential "catharsis" and the stings of re­
morse, his friendliness toward Young, and 
t he feeling of blame because . of the delayed 
antiracial fuse , should not induce him to 
t olerate and absolve statements that are 
harmful to America and create anger and 
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ill-feelings, for example, in Eastern Europe 
where the discoveries of Mr. Young help - no 
doubt against his intentions - to fortify 
everything that is called Brezhnev's doc­
trine, which is nothing but the occupation of 
half of Europe by the Soviet armies. Surely, 
it is true that this is not a matter of 
Negroes, but of the common white Poles, 
Czechoslovaks or Germans •.• there is only 
some poor 100 million of people, who one 
day could be helpful to America... And, 
after all, this is a matter of the true, most 
sincere friends of America in the whol e world. 

I r ead recently a wise and be.autiful 
attempt of defining wha t is it that we call 
an experience: "It is the knowledge obtained 
not through lecture, but through touch, 
sight, hearing, through successes and failures , 
through sleeplessness, devotion, love, through 
all the human endurances and emotions which 
are on this earth a part of al l humanity and 
every individual human being, and, perhaps, 
also through loyalty and respect for certain 
things that are invisible to our naked eye." 

This definition belongs to Adlai Stevenson, 
the most magnificent of all the predecessors 
of Young in the post of US ambassador to the 
UNO. I wish Young, in his experience, to 
have more successes than failures, . more 
respect toward things that he wasn't able, or 
had not yet occasion, to see with his own eyes. 

This I wish him in the interest of the 
United States, and in his own. 

And, in my own too. 

BRUKSELCZYK 

Written in June 12, 1977 
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I N THE SOVIET PRESS 
(excerpts) 

On June 2, 1977, the Soviet television 
audience was able t o view the father of the 
constitution, the l e ader and manager of the 
Sovi e t nation. Leonid Brezhnev a ppearing at 
the French week conclusion on Soviet TV, was 
seen by the West, as French TV transmitted 
his appearance . The father of the constitu­
t ion looked like his own monument: Golden 
meda ls adorned his jacket from one flap to 
t he other, and in the background there _was a 
small s helf with 5 volumes of the collective 
works of Leonid Brezhnev. 

The Brezhnev constitution preserves all 
the democratic rights which were conferred 
upon the Soviet citizens by the Stalin con­
stitution: rights of every kind - from the 
freedom of speech, meetings and demonstrations 
to the guaranteed immunity of homes, privacy 
of correspondence and phone talks. To be 
s ure, a smal l supplement explains that a ll 
these freedoms and rights are guaranteed, 
but only if they are synchronized with " the 
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interests of working people" and if they are 
directed "toward the strengthening of 
Socialism". This supplement was also included 
in the Stalin constitution proclaimed in Mos­
cow at the time of the conclusion of the 
first great trial, and when many other trials 
were under way. By a strange coincidence, 
the Brezhnev constitution was proclaimed in 
Moscow while simultaneously appeared the news 
about the prosecution - just about to begin -
of the Jewish activist Anatol Schcharanski, 
accused of spying connected with foreign 
intelligence, etc. The most difficult task 
for the creators of the Brezhnev constitution 
was the solution to the nationalisms' problem. 
We know today, that among the many gigantic 
p lans of Khrushchev - the forefather of the 
new constitution - was the administerial p lan 
for the reconstruction of the Soviet Union, 
in which the federal republics would be de­
prived formally of authority to even govern. 
He may assume that the 10 year delay in intro­
ducing the Brezhnev constitution was connected 
with a desperate search for a formula to limit 
the republics' power. As a result, every­
thing remained as before - as in the Stalin 
days. The republics have been allowed to 
retain their rights - among them the right 
to Zeave the union. What they were deprived 
of was the right of having their own 
territorial military forces. Doubtless, 
this right, as well as the other rights, was 
only theoretical, and existed only on paper. 
We must add, however, that among Khrushchev's 
projects there was also a project for greatly 
reducing the Soviet army, while simultaneously 
creating territorial units - local military 
formations of the individual repulics. 

Fifteen years after Khrushchev concept, 
the demographic tendencies in the Soviet 
Union became more visible and the danger 
of the "ye llowing" of the Soviet army - most 
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real. The late minister of defense of the 
USSR, Marshall Grechko, in the book "The 
Armed Forces of The Soviet Union" (Moscow, 
1975), sharply attacks the concept of 
creating territorial formations as hostile 
to the "multinational Soviet army". Hence, 
we may suppose that Khrushchev's idea had 
many proponents since the result of these 
disputes and disagreements on it was to be 
included in the new constitution. 

The new chapter of the constitution is 
the foreign policy. The basic lines of the 
Soviet foreign politics are fixed in the 
consti tution - we may say - for eternity. 
\that calls for our attention to the text is 
the lack of the word whose sound makes the 
hearts of Western politicians beat fast -
de tente . The aims of the Soviet foreign 
politics are delineated clearly and unequiv­
ocally: " .... the foreign politics of the 
USSR ought to secure international con­
ditions favourably to the building of 
Communism in the USSR". To fulfill this 
mission it ought to "fortify world Socialism, 
support the nations that fight for their 
independence and social progress ... " . 

In this way, the matter of helping 
"fighting nations" became the internal 
matter of the Soviet State, and any 
cr iticism, for example, of Soviet inter­
vention in Angola or Ethiopia, will be 
treated as an intolerable interference in 
the internal matters of the Soviet Union. 
From now on, the Soviet foreign politics 
will be - according to the new constitution 
- bound to the widening of the Soviet in­
fluence in order to "help the building of 
Communism in the Soviet Union". 

In his first TV appearance - after the 
b irthday of the new constitution - Leonid 
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Brezhnev looked unusually solemn, self-assured, 
and in a somewhat threatening voice warned 
the West - the US in particular - not to 
interfere in the "internal matters of Moscow, 
even in those cases in which matters are 
outside Peace and Socialism". 

The new Soviet constitution doesn't differ 
much from the old one. In sum, its main goal 
amounts to putting the general secretary on 
the top of the Soviet power pyramid. He 
doesn't need anything more now. His own monu­
ment in Moscow is well secured. In order to 
close the matter of changing Stalin uniform 
for Brezhnev, the decision has been made to 
introduce a new Soviet national anthem. As 
we know, for the last 2 decades the Soviet 
anthem was a song without words, because in 
its original text there was the statement: 
"We were taught by Stalin". This statement 
is entirely justified - considering the 
overall behavior of the present Soviet 
leaders, but Brezhnev doesn't like any con­
nection with historical name? - except 
Lenin's. That's why on Sept. 1, 1977, the 
Soviet citizens will sing the new words, 
the music - as we say - is exact;;y the

0

same. 
So much the better, because the music of 
general Alexandrov, which became the national 
anthem of the Soviet Union, was the anthem 
of the Bolshevik Party. 

* * * 

The Soviet press did not write much 
about the Congress of Psychiatrists in Hono­
lulu. In the not too numerous articles there 
were some unclear allusions about CIA 
intrigues, about "calumniators" who dared to 
insist that in the Soviet Union "psychiatry 
is used as a weapon against dissidents". 
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However, the Western press has devoted con­
siderable attention to the Congress which 
lasted from August 31st to Sept. 3rd, 1977. 
The best formulation of the disputed problems 
was published by a certain French newspaper, 
in an article titled "Pliushch won by a 2 

· vote margin". And, indeed, with 90 votes 
against 88 the Congress passed the resolution 
of contempt for the systematic abuse of 
psychiatry by the Soviet Union for political 
ends. 

Two votes is not a great majority, but 
considering that in the past there has never 
been a resolution of contempt for the USSR 
politics on the international forum, _a~d 
remembering that the world public opinion.­
including a great number of Western psychia­
trists - had changed under the pressure of 
the overwhelming evidence given by the Soviet 
dissidents who paid for it - and still pay -
by years spent in psychiatric asylums and 
gulags, we may evaluate this two vote resolu­
tion in the Congress, as an enormous victory 
of the spirit over the merciless brutal force. 

Six years ago, the day before the op7n­
ing of the first psychiatrist Congress.which 
took place in Mexico, Vladimir Bukowski . 
managed to pass a dossier to the West, which 
conta ined many documents - among them th7 
texts of psychiatric experts' reports whi~h 
proved psychiatry was used in the war ag~inst 
dissidents. Bukowski titled his collecti?n 
of documents: "A new psychiatric diseas7 in 
the USSR". The psychiatrists gather7d i~ 
Mexico refused to discuss the situation in 
the Soviet Union; the Soviet delegation 
threatened to leave the Congress and the 
Psychiatrist Federation if this matter appeared 
on the agenda. Victor Tajnberg, who i~ . 
autumn 1977 was sent to a Soviet psychiatric 
asylum in punishment for demonstrating in Red_ 
Square against the occupation of Czechoslovakia 
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was telling after he left the Soviet Union, 
that during the conference in Mexico, there 
was a definite improvement of conditions in 
which the patients of the asylums had lived. 
However, the next day after the Congress in 
Mexico ended, the patients had been returned 
to the usual tortures and forced medication 
- exactly as before - by injections of mad­
dening drugs. 

It's difficult to predict, whether the 
situation of prisoners in the Soviet psychi­
atric asylums will change for the better 
after the passing of the resolution in Hono­
lulu. But for the time being it should suf­
fice to know who the members of the Soviet 
delegation there are. On the 30th anniver­
sary of Hitler's defeat Leszek Kolakowski 
wrote a wonderful essay envisaging how the 
world would look had the Germans won in 
1945. But even Kolakowski with his enormous 
imagination, wouldn't even dream about des­
cribing the World Congress of Doctors, in 
which doctor Mengele would talk about the 
experiments he conducted in Auschwitz, 
which contributed to progress in medicine . 
In the Soviet delegation to Honolulu were 
academician Sneznevski, and prof. Morozov, 
the director of the famous Institute of 
Serbski in Moscow - the main theoreticians 
of the fight against dissidents by locking 
them in psychiatric asylums. We can't e x­
pect because of some resolutions that any 
changes in treatment of the sick will re­
sult from this kind of people. We may sup­
pose though, that only the rank and file 
doctors will try to use this resolution to 
ease the conditions of the sick. But we 
must remember that in doing so these doc­
tors will be violating the "oath" they 
take and sign when receiving their medical 
diplomas. Before the revolution, the 
Russian doctors were taking the Hippoc Pa ­
te s oat h. Today, in the country of "pro-
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gressive Socialism" Hippocrates is long for ­
gotten. "I swear solemnly" - declares the 
soviet doctor - "to support and to develop 
the beautiful tradition of national medicine. 
To perform all my activities on the prin­
ciple of Communist morality. To remember 
always the high authority of the Soviet 
doctor, and the responsibility toward the 
p eople and the Soviet State". There is no 
word about the sick in this oath. 

The condemnation of the Soviet Union by 
t he Congress of the World Federation of Psy­
chiatrists means, above all, a victory for 
the Soviet dissidents - for those who are 
free or in prison in the Soviet Union as 
well as for those who on immigration tell 
the truth "about the country of developed 
Socialism"e 

We may expect that the Sovie authorities 
will try to seek revenge for this defeat in 
Honolulu. For the past several months in 
Moscow preparations have been under way for 
a trial; its goal - delivering a mortal blow 
t o the movement that exists around the "Hel­
s inki group". The most important elements 
o f this show-case for Soviet judiciary 
s ystem are ready. Those are: The arrested, 
the fabricated accusations and the provoca­
t ion. What's needed now is having proof of 
r e pentance of one of the accused. G. Medvedev 
- who was in Paris on the occasion of the 
publishing of his book "N. S. Khruschev -
The Years in Power" - said to the reporters 
o f Le Monde that in Moscow hundreds of wit­
nesses are being judicially investigated "in 
connection with the Ginsburg affair - in 
order to make the case proceed with a special 
vigour". The case of Yakir and K:7asin took 
150 volumes of material - only slightly less 
than the case of Goering and his colleagues 
s entenced in Nuremberg. Preparing the case 
of Orlov, Ginsburg and Shcharanski, the KGB 
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had, no doubt, collected hundreds of volumes 
of confessions, but it is possible that there 
is still not enough evidence necessary to con­
vict them on charges of the betrayal of 
country. 

* * * 

While the trial is under preparation, 
the Inte rnational Book Fair is already -
for the first time! - open in Moscow. For 
the first time the Muscovites may - after 
standing hours in line for tickets - look 
at books published in the West. Under the 
spell of colossal profits - with which for 
60 years the Western capitalists were tempted 
by a mythical Soviet market - Western pub­
lishers agreed to submit to very severe 
censorship: Heaven forbid! The visitors 
are not permitted even to glance at the cen­
sured books. 

The organizers of the fair understood 
well what kind of risk they are taking: 
Despite the most severe scrutiny there is 
always a chance that on some. stall there 
might be hiding an innocent but (you never 
know about the books!) somehow, a harmful 
book . But they too k the risk because of 
the "deve1oping of cultural relations with 
the West". Since the signing of the Decl a ra­
tion at Helsinki, Soviet propaganda p uts a 
l ot of stress on the "widening of relations", 
which - according to the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
- should be achieved by the increased export 
of the Soviet literature to the West. The 
chairman of the Soviet Agency for Authors' 
Rights, Boris Pankin stated the day before 
fair opening that it will be devoted to 
literature. Pankin stressed that the Soviet 
Union counts on better an acquaintance of 
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the West with the Soviet writers, and the 
balancing of the disproportionate exchange 
of literature between the East and the West. 

A candidate for philological scientist, 
Alexan~r Mularchyk complained in Izvestya 
about the inequality of cultural exchange be­
tween the USSR and the US in the area of books 
publication, the staging of theatrical plays, 
TV - Radio programs, etc. A member of the 
Science Academy , N.T. Fedorenko, revolted 
in Literaturnaya Gazeta against the "humilia­
ting disproportion" in publishing the trans­
lations of Western writers in the Soviet 
Union and the Soviet writers in the West. 
Between 1946 - 1972, in the USSR there were 
6,350 works of Western writers published 
and in the same period the us published 450 
translations of the Soviet writers. The 
Soviet propagandists insist that this is 
impermissible. They reason: Since the 
Soviet Union is equal with the US in the area 
of intercontinental missiles and nuclear 
warheads, then it is high time to become 
equal in the area of books, film-art etc. 
Let ' s say , for exampl e , that a Soviet publish­
ing house issues a translation of Faulkner; 
consequently, the US must publish a trans­
lation of Markov. Besides, the Soviet leaders 
demand that they should have the right of not 
only to choose those Western writers who 
should be translated, but a lso the right to 
indicate to the Western publishers the Soviet 
a uthors whose books should appear in the West. 

The specificity of the Soviet system 
causes many books of the prominent Western 
writers to be published in the USSR. An 
explanation of this fact is simple. Every 
really true writer has a critical attitude 
toward his epoch and society he lives in. 
As Yevgeny Zamiatin wrote : A true writer 
is a heretic. Soviet propaganda uses West­
ern literature as material for the "unmask-
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ing of Capitalism". However, only a true 
Soviet writer apotheosizes the Soviet regime. 
Soviet propaganda wants him for the dissem­
inating of the lies about the country of the 
"developed Socialism". 

But there are also some of the Soviet 
writers who don't obey the established norms; 
it refers not only to dissidents whose - as 
Mularchyk sarcastically remarked - works 
are preferred by the bourgeouis publicists, 
but also to the more or less loyal writers 
who in their books try to smuggle some 
"grain of truth". This is the reason why 
the control over what literature from the 
Soviet union should be published in the 
West is necessary. 

On August 20, there was in Moscow the 
burial of a writer whose works are im­
petuously recommended for translation in 
foreign languages, although he wrote in 
1924 the only book whose title will remain 
in literature. In the epitath in Lite Pa ­
tuPnaya Ga z eta we read: "Died, a prominent 
Soviet writer and social activits, dele gate 
to the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, the he ro 
of Socialist work, the Chairman of the 
govern i ng board of the Soviet Writers 
Union". Thenfollowed all the rewards 
bestowed on him: "The Golden Star of 
Socialist Worker, Four Orders of Lenin, 
Order of the October Revolution, two 
orders of the Red Banner, and many medals". 
In addition there was a mention of "The 
Laureate of the State Reward" (some time 
ago it was known as the Stalin Reward} and 
the rewards of Bulgaria, East Germany and 
Mongolian Peoples Republic. It is inter-
esting that in all the epitath in honer 
of the deceased there are only two of his 
novels mentioned, and nothing is said about 
his best book. 
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Constantine Fiedin - it's he we write 
about - is a magnificent example of something 
which Arcady Byelinkov called - "The capitu­
lation and destruction of the Soviet in­
telligent". Constantine Fiedow who began 
his career with an excellent novel "Towns 
and Ye~rs," end~d it a~ appaPatchik , taking 
an active role in hunting for Boris Pasternak 
and Solzhenitsyn. V. Kavyerin wrote to his 
e x-friend Fiedin in 1968: "A writer who puts 
the noose round the neck of another writer, 
is a scum of a man who will remain forever 
in the history of literature, independent 
of what he wrote, but entirely dependent on 
what an. ither writer created." 

The Secretary of the Soviet Writers' 
Union, Fedorenko, who is particularly moved 
by the disproportion be tween the translations 
o f We ste rn books and the translations of 
So vie t books, having f o remost in mind his 
own book, had rece ntly published a collection 
o f aphorisms that undoubtedly deserve the 
right of be i ng translated in every language 
o f the world. Particularly one aphorism -
ne v e r mentioned in any anthology. Its author 
- Felix Dzierzynski - until now was unknown 
as a philosopher. It a ppears now that it 
was he who said: "Life is long, and death -
short, there is no need to be afraid of 
dying". As we know, Felix Dzier zynski was 
a prominent specialist on the problem of 
dying . But it is possible that he was right 
in regards to life in the Soviet Union. 
After such a life there is no reason to fear 
the death. 

* * * 

KuZtuPa in July-August number published 
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its version of the changes in the text of 
the Soviet Union anthem, which from Sept. 1, 
will be sung by all progressive humanity. 
The Soviet press did not hesitate to publish 
the official text of the anthem. In June 
12, all the Soviet papers p rinted its music 
and the text on their front page. We must 
admit that Kuttura was wrong and deceived 
its r eaders. It appear s now that there are 
no changes in the text and the music as 
well. Also the authors are the same as 
before. There were 2 key lines in the 
original text of the anthem: first -
"Forever insuparable union of the free 
republics was made by Great Russia," and 
the second (second line of the chorus) -
"The Party of Lenin, the Party of Stalin 
leads us from victory to victory". 

The next t ex t gives the first line: 
"Great Russia remains officially the main 
leading force in the union of the free 
republics" . In the second line there was 
applied a small cosmetic retouch whi ch 
proves that nothing has changed. This 
line today is: "Party of Lenin, power of 
the people leads us to the victory of 
Communism!" Instead of "from victory to 
victory," there is a more accurate defini­
tion: "the victory of Communism," and the 
place of Stalin was taken by Lenin. This 
kind of cosmetology is very well known to 
the Soviet people. The publication of the 
so called Soviet proverbs may serve as 
good example : "The command of Stalin is 
the command of father," "March with Stalin 
- live in happiness," but in their 1961 
edition we read: 11 Lenin's command - is 
father's command," and, 11 March with 
Lenin - live and grow in happiness" . 

The Soviet people know well that the 
cosmetic retouch - the change of Stalin's 
name of Lenin's - serves to stress the 
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immu;able character_of the regime. And, it 
wasn t Just a coincidence that on the joyful 
d~y of the P:oclamation o f the new constitu­
t7on, many dissidents - demanding the ful­
fil lment of Helsinki Declaration - were 
arrested. 

* * * 
Nobody was able to formulate better the 

essence of the so-called Soviet Democracy, 
then_Sta~in: The unbreakable tie between the 
realization of the constitutional obligations 
of power, and terror. Appearing in the 18th 
Congress of the Party (1939) the father of 
the Soviet constitution expressed his thoughts 
cle~rly a':d unequivocally: "In 1937, Tuchache­
wsk i, Yakir, Uborevich and the other degeneratE 
were sentenced to die by the fir ing squad. 
Afterwards, followed elections to the Supreme 
Soviet in which 98.6% of all the voters 
a~cepted the Soviet authority. In the be­
ginn ing of 1938, Rozenholtz, Rykov, Bucharin 
and the other degenerates were shot. Then, 
there were the elections to the Supreme 
Soyuzes of the Union Republics. In these 
e lections 99.4% of all votes wer e cast in 
support of Soviet authority ." Perhaps some 
professor of logic would find some fault in 
Stalin's syllogism, but the 60 year old 
Soviet practice - to the present - proves 
completely that Stalin was right: The more 
rigorous terror - the higher percentage of 
votes in favor of the Soviet authority. 

In the West we often hear: We cannot 
compare the present terror in the USSR with 
the terror of the Stalin's period. But in 
fact what has changed are only the forms of 
terror: A quarter of century has passed 
since the death of the father of all peoples, 
and we live in the epoch of scientific-tech­
nological revolution - as the Soviet press 
likes to call it. It's clear that repressions 
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in Stalin's style, the arrests of millions 
or even only hundreds of thousands people 
would in a very short time destroy the Soviet 
economy and all the Soviet State machinery. 
Along with it all, the knowledge in the 
collective memory of the people about thous­
ands upon thousands shot to death, and the 
conviction of the Soviet citizens that the 
ruling- power may at any time - if it were 
necessary - resume the mass terror, force 
the Soviet authorities to limit the perse­
cutions to arresting only the chosen leaders 
of the opposition, or to sending them 
abroad. Lydia Alekseyeva, an active member 
of the Moscow "Helsinki group," who immigrated 
from the USSR in June, says: "The Soviet 
government-making by every possible means 
the immigration of Jew .sand other 
nationalities impossible - favors the 
immigration of an active dissident." Lydia 
Alekseyeva and her family waited only 10 
days for a permit to immigrate. 

* * * 

New opposition in the Soviet Union is 
rooted in an enormously important phenomenon. 
It's the first time in 60 years that the 
West has heard the testimonies of the Soviet 
dissidents. A little time will be needed until 
the full meaning of Alexandr Solzhenitsyn's 
works, above all, of his "Gulag Archipelago," 
will be recognized. But even today we may 
state that his writing - opening eyes and ears 
- has had tremendous impact on world public 
opinion. In addition, for the first time 
under the influence of Solzhenitsyn the 
"revolt against Mai:-x 11 in France came to life. 
There appeared a whole pleiad of young 
philosophers - Andre Glucksman (La 
cuisini~re et le manger d 1 home, 11 11 Le maftre 
penseur"), Bernard Henry L'evy ("La barbarie 
a visage humane"), Jean-Marie Benoist ("Marx 
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est mort") and others who analyze the roots 
of t~talit~rianism. The French critique has 
rece~ved with great enthusiam the recently 
publ7shed book (in French and Russian) of a 
prominent mathematician Igor Shafarevich 

"Socialism as a Phenomenon of World Histo;y". 
The Moscow mathematician, an honorary member 
of the American Science Academy, a member of 
the Committee for o7fense of Human Rights, 
proves - on the basis of enormous research 
material, that Communism is not the invention 
of Marx, that rather, it is a permanent char­
acteristic of human nature. The French 
historian, Emanuel Todd, writes in his 
critique: "Shafarevich describes the character 
of the three_structures - contemporary Com­
munism, utopian Communism and from the dawn 
of humanity, elementary - spontaneous Com­
mun ism. Taken separately, each of them is 
generally known. The Soviet mathematician 
builds up a synthesis of astounding force, 
and discove:s that everywhere, independently 
of geographical conditions and degree of 
developme~t~ there is one and the same system, 
the same ~dee fixe . He concludes that in us 
humans there is an unchangeable system of 
thinking". 

As an example of the new approach toward 
the Soviet dissidents, I would like to 
mention the meeting organized by the French 
intellectuals - writers and philosophers 
(dissidents from all the countries of East 
Europe were invited too). According to expert£ 
for the first time in one room there was never 
gathered so many French "masters of souls," 
representing every ideological trend - from 
Sartre to Ion7sco. This meeting was especial!} 
important as it took place at the time when 
on the other bank of the Seine the President 
of France was receiving Leonid Brezhnev. 
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* * * 
The July visit of Brezhnev in France was 

his first trip abroad in over 2 years . The 
Soviet press a~surcd their readers , that the 
French people, grateful to comrad Brezhnev 
for the honor, did not eat nor drink through 
the whole week - thinking only of the leader 
of the progressive humanity. The sojourn of 
Brezhnev in France , brought 2 results: First 
- the French people could see a very s i ck 
man. Every French newspaper circulated an 
astounding photograph of Brezhnev at t h e 
tomb of the unknown sol dier, holding his 
head, and evidentl y not understanding where 
he was . The impression of a very sick man 
wasn't change d by the fact that Brezhnev was 
reading a 2 hour long speech of welcome and 
instruction to Giscard d'Estang . As a 
consequence the chief editor of Le Mo nde 
observed that not only cyclists should be 
forbidden to use narcotics . The second 
result - the president of France during 
his talks with Brezhnev appeare d as the de­
fender of the Soviet politics of detente , 
and accused president Carter of violating 
"the code of clecent behavior in the circum­
stances of detente ". Anti-1\merican appear­
ances are obligatory for all the French 
politicians, especia l ly before elections . 
However, we may marve l at the statement of 
the French president , that " the scientific 
analysis of the Soviet life during 1967-
1977 - be it in reference to the widening 
of information inflow, or the dissident 
phenomenon - gives evidence that great 
changes are developing" . We are surprised 
not only at the fact that there are no 
changes in the direction of liberalization 
to be found in the USSR, but also at the 
fact that the French scientists who study 
the Soviet Union , <lid not discover any such 
changes at al l . Out astonishment vanishes 
however when we recal l that the main 
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advisor ::o tli.e French president in matters 
of the Soviet UnioP is Samuel Pisar, a law­
yer employed hy several American corporations 
which trade with the USSR , the ardent de­
fender of d~t e nt e , the author of "The Weapon 
of Peace". 

An interesting commentary about Pisar's 
views is in "Vodka-Cola", the book of 
American trade union activist, economist and 
sociologist, Charles Levinson. As if answer­
ing Pisar, the first chapter of this book 
bears the title: "The Profit of Peace". 
Charles Levinson cites many different facts 
and documents which prove that the western 
multinational corporations want to use their 
power to support the Communist regimes in 
East Europe. In the opinion of the author of 
"Vodka-Cola" the ingenious concept of multi­
national corporate business consists in re­
shaping the citizens of the Eastern European 
countrie s into low cost - on Western licenses 
- goods producers, so that these cheaply pro­
duced goods would be later sold on Western 
markets with profits going first to the cor­
porations. Some of the critics reproach 
Levinson for his exaggeration in defending 
the interests of the American workers. To 
that, we may say, that it is exactly position 
of For tun e , a magazine of the American 
bankers which announced a special do s s i er 
devoted to the whole system of banks estab­
lished by the USSR in foreign countries. 
The American bankers welcome their Soviet 
col l e ague s! The dos s ier bears a joyous 
title : "This Communist international system 
talks with a capitalistic accent". Fortune 
repeats almost literally everything that was 
written by Levinson: What is necessary is 
enabling the Soviet Union to get the largest 
possible amount of hard currency, because in 
the last count this currency will be used to 
obtain Western technology and machinery , 
which, in turn wi l l be used for the exp l oita-
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tion of raw materials, which, consequently 
wi ll come to the West. The economic banking 
ties entice political ties. Between the 9th 
and 13th of July , not far from Riga, in the 
holiday resort at Jurmala, a discussion took 
place between the Soviet specialists on the 
United States and the ex-closest-cooperators 
of Kissinger, famous Sonnenfeldt and David 
Rockefelle r. 

The busiest of all arts - the movies 
(I mean the American movies) - have eagerly 
embraced the idea of united capitalists of 
all countries independent of their political 
systems. In the last film of Sydney Lumet, 
"Network," there appears the richest 
American capitalist , the owner of all the 
banks, industries and TV networks, who calls: 
Bankers of all the nations, unite ! And 
announces that money doesn't recognize any 
boundaries, and that the rubl e is as equally 
valued by him as the dollar is. 

Unconsciously, Sydney Lumet showed on 
the screen the same capitalist who, as Lenin 
said, will sel l to the Soviets the rop e on 
which he will be hanged. Lenin though, 
should have made one small correction in his 
saying: The capitalist is selling the rope on 
credit. 

Adam KRUCZEK 
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